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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department

© 10tk May 1867, !

Read the following papers :— _

No. 114, From W. ROBINSON, Esq., Inspector General of Police, tothe Chief
: Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George ; ddted Madras, 26th Febru.
ary 1867, No. 388. :

I have the honor to acknowledge G. O., No. 147, dated 23rd January 1867.

2, I had requested the Deputy Inspector General to proceed to Tinnevelly,
and there, in dommunication with the Magistrate, whose hand notes will be found
on the papers herewith submitted, go into the Streevygoondum case, together with
every other case in the trial of which the Session Judge has seen cause to animad-
vert on the conduct of the Police. He did so, and has prepared a report on each case.
The record is too voluminous for submissionto Government, but the result is that
the facts scarcely support the exaggerated animadversions of the Session Judge.

3. I confine myself here to such cases as are alluded to in the papers referred
to in the above Order. : -

4. Isubmit theDaputy Inspector General's report on the Streevygoondum case,
with reference to the Magistrate’s letter. . The facts established make it a most seri-
ous case ; but I agree in the Magistrate’s judgment on the case (vide hand note)—
¢« The Head Constable mast have acted honestly at first ; but, seeing how the Sub-
¢ Magistrate neglected his duty, and having gained the requisite clue to the where-
¢ abhouts of the property,thc temptation was too strong, and the Head Constable shared
% in the plunder.” As usual in these cases, the misconduct and illegal acts of the
Sub-Magistrate (he was gratifying a grudge against the Sheristadar, the prasecutor,
who even stated his belief that the Tahsildar had instigated the robbery in the
first instance) led directly to the Police misconducting themselves. The Sub-Mag-
 istrate’s conduct, as shown by the M agistrate’s letter, was disgraceful and suspicious,

and it is scarcely necessary o observe that under corrupt and dishonest Magistracy
even good Po%Oﬁcers are likely to fall. The Police Officers have happily been
convicted. 3 25

5. With reference to the general sweeping assertion of the Judge, contained in
the closing clause of paragraph 1 and paragraphs 2 to 4 of the Proceedings of the
Session Court, in Case No, 96 of 1866, I have had every case in which the Court has
animadverted on the conduct of the Police carefully examined by the Deputy In_
spector Greneral, in communication with the Magistrate, who has concurred in the
views expressed by the Deputy Inspector General. The facts of these cases present
no ground for such assertions. There have been inefficiency, carelessness, &c. In
what Establishments do these not occur ? But the Government may be assured that
there is fair regularity and efficiency amongst the Police of Tinnevelly, and that, on
the whole, they are kept in their place. Where the reverse has been brought to light,
the cases have been severely dealt with. Able Magistrates have presided over the
District of Tinnevelly, and it has had the advantage of efficient Joint Magistrates
and other European Officers during many years—Officers who have not tolerated
usurpations of the kind alleged. The present Magistrate is, I believe, satisfied with
hoth his Police Officers. :

6. The Session Judge instances the Sattoor case, as showing that the Police

. Officers over-ride the Magistracy. In
The Report of thy Depnty Inspectar Genral is forwarded. “thig cage, certain Police Officers were

guilty of torture. It was a most serious
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case, and the Saperintendent took it up himself, and, at his request, the Head Assist-
ant proceeded likewise to the spot. The case was taken out of the hands of the
Sab-Magistrate, committéd by the Head Assistant Magistrate, and the prisoners were
convicted. The Session Judge remarked in his Calendar, No. 101 of 1865, that
“ the evidence, in the opinion of the Session Judge, shows the guilt of the prisoners
“ (two Police Officers), and a bold determination on the part of the Sub-Magistrate
¢ of Sattoor toscreen, andanacquicscenceon thatof theSub-Magistrate 6f Virdooputty
“} serasaing, the ofandors from the coaseqaence of their acts. As to the conduct of thet
" In?pector, he has resigned, and it is no use referring to him, beyond recording an
“ opiniow that he is utterly unfit for any future employment in the Police.” The,
communications of the Superintendeyt to tho Sub-Magistrate alluded to are en-
closed for the information of Government, with®the Superintendent’s letter of expla-
aation. The Inspector was inefficient, but reperted the trath.” The Superintendent
rightly suspected €oul play and trickery, and wrote to the Sub-Magistrate, indicating:
the points on which information was required, and pointed out that there were no
grounds for releasing the prisoners. The Takeeds(the same form isused, under orders of
the Board of Revenue, by Engineer Officersand other Executive Officers, when writing
to Tahsildars and others) are not properly worded, and this has heen set to right. I

do not think that an Execcutive Police Officer, especially the Superintendéut of a )

District, is precluded, by law or practice, from addressing a Magistrate on the sub-
ject of a grave case under trial before him, preparatory to committal. In fact, the
ireest and most confidential relations should be encouraged, and in this ease the
action of the Superintendent of Police was in the interest of the justice which was
endangered by the conduct of both the Sub-Magistrates who had had to do with the
case, The Luspector had reported.the charge as true, but failed to follow it up-
The Sub-Magistrate reported it as false, Be this as it may, this is a matter for regu-
lation by the District Magistrate, and very easily cantrolled by hit

~

7. As regards Police Officers—the District of Tinnevelly bad efficient

Officers. Lieutenant Gompertz organized and administered the Force with his usual '

ability and success, and thoroughly understood and maintained the right relation
of Magistracy and Police. He was succeeded by Lieutenant Porteous, & very
efficient Police Officer, who is thoroughly acquainted with the language, and has
devoted cuergy and ability to the instruction of his mon, Crime has ‘zeenmpmd
and brought to justice in this exceptionally difficult District (full of Maravers and
evil doers) with more than ordinary success. Lieutenant Porteous _bas not been
uniformly judicious, but I have checked the few instances brought to notice. He
failed to attend trials before the Session Court, and had in two or three instances

taken insufficient notice of misconduct of his men, but 1 think I can safely assure .

Government that the Police of Tinnevelly do, on the whele, keep the place, and per-
form their daty, with fair efiiciency. With an Indian Police working amongst. igno-
raut and often corrupt Sub-Magistracy, cases of sad irregularity do, and must still,
oceur. They have been faithfully hunted out in Tinnevelly, and I do not think ﬂ.klt
any exceptional conditions prevail. 1 venture 1o €Xpress ahope that the Session.
Judge will see ‘grounds to medify his unfavorable impressions when longer in the
District. ‘

8. The Magistrate has been misinformed in respect to Inspector Graham. Bf
came from Travancore, is a well educated man for his class, and held good testi-
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monials. He applied for employment, and was admitted on probation. He re-
mained a few months in charge of a Division, but, when his charge was inspected by
the Deputy Inspector General, it was found that he was quite unfit for the work.
He was told that he would be removed on the ground of inefficiency, and tendered
his resignation some two months prior to the trial alluded to, and 1 accepted it. No
special misconduct was charged against him, Irregularities of his Subordinates
came to notice afterwards. v i &

; e :
From Major G. HEARN, Deputy Inspector General of Police, Southern Range, to the Inspector
_ General of Police ; dated Trichinopoly, 2nd February 1867.

I bave the honor to acknowledge reeeipt of Government Order, No. 147, of 23rd January
1867, on certain Proceedings of the Sassion Court of Tinuevelly.

2. I have already forwarded to you a statement of my inquiry into the charges against the
Police ; but as there is one point in the Proceedings which was not before me when I made the
inquiry at Palamcottah, I deem it desirable to draw your attention to the note by the District
Magistrate, in paragraph 7 of the Acting Head Assistant’s letter of 3rd May 1866, -as well as to
the paragraph itself. -

3. The Head Assistant Magistrate says—

“ There is no doubt the Sub-Magistrate was wrong in granting the Remand Warrants, for,

““ by the record, there is nothing to show that

L L. Dl gy iy iy s ol Moot 4 S e g
of the olice from o fanlty eystem only lately expozed. of suspicion against them. The Police* are
' “¢ equally blameable for asking for such

o remands. The Session Court has, however, commented on these points.” :

4. T wounld submit that if the law had been obeyed, and the Sub-Magistrate had done his
duty, no irregularities would have been cox_nmitted by the Police. The law requires the Police
to place prisoners before the Magistrates within 24 hours. This was done in the case under refer-
ence ; the Police fulfilled the requirements of the law. The prisoners became the Magistrate’'s pri-
soners ; and the responsibility then became that of the Magistrate alone. .

5. Regarding the note by Mr. Puckle, 1 have, I think, fully shown you that the Magistrate's
impression is erroncous. You are in possession of the Magistrate’s remark on the superior legal
attainments of the Police, as compared with the Sub-Magistrates. I have forwarded to you the

cases remarked on by the Session Court, and submit that, if the Police have acted as stated by the

- Magistrate, there would be some proof on record.

6. 1 do ot deny that the Police are, as a rule, too ready to ask for remands, without suff-
ciont reason, and every effort has been mado to check it; but the statement of the Magistrate, that
remands are granted simply because they are asked for, only condomn the Magistrates themselves,
who are bound to act according to law, and not in accordance with the wishes of the Police.

7. With reforence to the last part of paragraph 4 of the Government Order, I venture to
offer a few romarks for your consideration : — ; : R ‘

1. 'That wherever there is a Magistrate who knows his duty there will be few short-
comings on the part of the Police, but where the Magistrate is ignorant, however efficient the
Police may be, their working is rendered practically null and void. Instance the ease under refer-

ence :—The Sub-Magistrate was known to be very corrupt; the Head Constable, a clever man,

tried to do his daty, in the first instance, as is borne out by the record, but was not supparted by

-+ tha Snb-l!agis#mte,'who, by bis conduct, as reported in paragraph 3 of Mr, Puckle's letter, threw

great temptations in the Head Constable’s way, to which he yielded.
II.  For the last six years, unceasing efforts have been made to instruct the Force in the
Procedure and Criminal Codes, whilst no steps ‘have been taken to advance the Sab-Magistrates

in the same way. The consequence is, the Sub-Magisirates are in the habit of depending entirely

on the Police for information upon those points on which the Magistrates should be the better

informed of the two. The result of this state of things cannot but be mischievous in the extreme,
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and until something is done to alter it—unless the knowledge possessed by the ?“b']!“gi't“.t“
equals that of the Police—comp'ications will always arise, and the present impression will remain,
viz., that the Police overstep their legitimate functions.

Remarks by Deputy Inspector General on
Streevygoondum case.

I have gone carefully through the records
in this case, and am satisfied that every irregu-
larity committed by the Police was either by
the direct order of the Sub-Magistrate, or with
his concurrence.

The part played by the Police is recorded
in paragraphs 16 and 17 of Mr. Puckle's letter.
I admit that every cireumstance therein related
is true, although some part is not proven. The
Head Constable has been sentenced to 10 years'
transportation, and the Constable to 5 years'
rigorous imprisonment. Could the irregularities
mentioned in the above twoparagraphs have been
committed without the knowledge of the Sub-
Magistrate ?

Every act, from the beginning to the end,
shows complicity on the part of the Sub-Magis-
trate, whereas, up to the 28th September, the
Police acted honestly, —they made slight errors,
but these were directed by the Sub-Magisirate.

Mr. Puckle, in paragraph 8 of his letter,
states that “ this Inspector hassinee resigned,
* to avoid punishment for misconduct in another
" ease.” The Magistrate must have beén misin.
formed. The Inspector resigned in consequence
of my having, when reviewing his work in May
last, noticed his incompeteney, and threatened
him with dismissal. At this time, his conduct in
the Mootoonendel Dacoity (to which, T think,
the Magistrate refers) had not been brought to
light. The Inspector left the Force on the 31st
July, and the Court's Proceedings, noticing his
conduct, were not received till 10th August.

In paragraph 9, the Magistrate mentions
the absence of Ramasawmy Tevan, &c. This was

known to the Police he assisted them in making
the arrests detailed in paragraph 10. 4

In paragraph 10, the Magistrate remarks
on the arrests, &e., &c., &. The arrests were
made on the 6th, and the prisoners placed before
the Sub-Magistrate within 24 hours, and a writ-
ten request was made that the prisoners’ confes-
sions may be recorded. The Sub-Magistrate
remanded the prisoners, but did not take down
their confessions. Four other prisoners were sub-

Remarks by the Magistrate.

~

I was informed that he resigned to avoid
the consequences of his misconduet in the Mootoo-
nendel case. 1 mow hear that he had already
resigned, but was still in the Force when the
Mootoonendel robbery occurred.
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I have the honor to hring

that one Ramasawmy Tevan and several other

Maravers have been mo
od in custody in the St
under the ord
M o :.J.". 1 -

that ocourred in the house of
Talug Sheristadar. The offence
cd occurred. on tho 28¢h May last.
Tevan and others were
have been kept |

 trate for an exphnam :

the expiration of 15

and fined the Sub-Magistra
Sub-Magistrate _then replied, thro
blame on the Police. This explanation was s
to the Superintendent, who replied as follows :—
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' domgs of the Police.

the law, he is
disobeyed the lis disob ‘
theca.nseofthe Hgd{}onm o's T
which he hasﬂbeewﬂé‘ y ! MMW

 all this v
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 that even th I{agistt'ite of the Distnct
t‘!\n two lnghéstv Nn ve officials, could make
‘way against t e oppo mﬁon of this man,
though he wal ax
agreea with the Court’s remark
ate was_ afraid to mtertm

“There is nothing. whatever
elaewbere to aupport the Judge'sa

we have the l{agustrato s own statem’én’%‘ ‘tha ) «

'Sub-llagxmu ‘had more power axiﬂ inﬂunﬁbé
in Streevygoondfnm than he had. 51
I am not in the I least attemptmg

the Police. Nothmx wonl give me
' to fix the blme
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Remarks by Deputy "Inspector, General on
Proceedings of Tinnecelly Session
Court on the conduct of the Police,

I forward the Proceedmgs in each case, with
the Superintendent’s explanation (when any was
given', and my remarks thereon. Bavi o
Case No. 1, Court No. 593 of 2nd Novender

1866.

[The Court remarks on the outrageous con-
duct of the Sattoor Inspector ; requests Supeyin-
tendent to explain what notice he has taken of
the lIuspector's conduct ; and directs that the
Police be restrained from exceedingsthe powers
gnveu them by law.’

" In this case, the Police erred in sending an
Oecmence Report mstelduf a Charge Sheet.
The Inspector kept a prisoner in custody with-
out a remand, and sent him tothaDepwyl{agu-
trate for trial, notwithstanding the Sub-Magis-
trate had refused the remand. Two courses
were opened to the Inspector—either to release
the prisoner when a remand was refused, or send
the prisoner to the Deputy Magistrate, explain-
ing his reasons for so doing ; the first was the
right course according to Law, and doubtless the
Inspector erred in acting as he did, but I ven-
ture to think that the Court would not have
paued so severe a censure had the Inapootoru e e S ‘
reasons been submitted to the Court. i twn oo By Magistrate. o A,

The Court's remark in the latter part &r The Snperintendent -used to
paragraph 3 has brought to my notice that the dn'eoﬂy with the Court. but WY Wb the
Superintendent has not in every case reported  District Magistrate. eina
to the Judge what measures he has takei

he

;.l‘hm udﬂ;oo wtnmsi i for mhmmﬁdn t,s
Govemment ‘unless S})eﬂl“!'““ed fo“ P

- b

regard to matters brought to notice by
Court.

It is evident by the tenor of the Com -
Proceedings, and also from the Judge's léﬁer,
that he has been, and still is, under the imp
sion that his remarks and orders have no
noticed by the Superintendent.

In many cases no reply having been sent
to the Court’s Proceedings, and in others where
explanation has been afforded, the style not ' | RIS
being perhaps deferential enough to a Session by t"oum relating to Poluﬂoﬂw uw
Court, has, T venture to surmise, led the Judge ofthemmot, for | mhnohoe tlhe gees fit
to think that his Proceedings have not been 2 >
noticed as they should have been ; that the faults \ .
of the Police have not been punished ; that the
errors pointed out have not been corrected ; and
that the natural consequence of such neglect
must be disorganization.

f oy {.,31. ,_
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rence Report to the Sub-Magistrate. They & |

Proceedings of the oparimenty .
d o -"‘ t. ; by
AL

No, 2, Court’s No. 578. . ;
Bg Ma.g:stmu

[The Court remarks on the ignorance of ? : et
Inspector in charging a case of dacoity uuddr A réae&t case at Sattoor,
Section 392, instead of 395 ; in lnmng sent tho L e By Magistrate. :
case to the Deputy Magistrate, instead of to the"f Beleotmg(;he Mag,mtﬁ before. Whm a M
Sub-Magistrate, and in having kept the Depuw; I be hmnght hq; ,ﬁg 'bm gut a stop 0. -

Magistrats in ignorance of the fact of the WL 'y it S I S e g v
lage Moonsiff’s report and first Police report :
being with the Sub-Magistrate; also_on the

3

irregular conduct of the Deputy Constablv"\;‘

The Inspector has been ordered into gchool
for instruction.

The Deputy Constable has been dismissed.

The Police did not send a Ch@.;:ge;'Shéet A a s e LR
when the prisoner was arrested. Had they done e 4
go, it would have become known to\ﬁ!e € e
that, in the first instance, the Police cbu.rged‘ Robt
under Section 395 before the Snb—Magqtratn,,:‘ b
and that it was by his directions that the tin
charge was altered to 392, and the cmtaken,?

to the Deputy Magistrate.

The Sub-Magistrate knew that thﬁ case:
had been taken before the Deputy Magistrate.
Was it not his duty to forward the Moonsifi's
and Police Reports which were with Lim

No. 3, Court No. 596. £t

[The Court remarks that Charge Sheetsﬁul ar not[ce has bw;
often incorrect, and points out the particn ken of these ina a Mamsmfé
columns of the Charge Sheet m,bhu TeS L S e e L o R R
are not correctly filled in | : w‘_-*‘..-w Py § . E

)
|

e

> W B

The prisoners were arre!bed on the 12&11
sent to the Sub-Magistrate at Sattoor on the 13th, :
with an Occurrence Report, and a remand asked !
for. : '

The Sub-Magistrate gave a remand for five 3 i ¥ |
days, , |

On the 17th, the prisoners were sent with v ‘-
a Charge Sheet to the Deputy Magistrate at E :
Tuticorin, and in column 12 the date of the pri- i . ooty i
soners leaying for Tuticorin (viz. 17 th) was en- %f?"* M
tered. The prisoners arrived at Tuticorin, 60 ;
miles distant, and were plwed before tbe Deputy §
Hagmtmta on the 20th.

The Police were wrong in lendmg an Oceur~ £

should have sent a Charge Sheet when the pri-
soners were arrested, and they should have
entered in column 12 the date of the prisoners
leaving the station, to be placed before the Sub-

g

b
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Magistrate (viz. the 13th). The Sub-Magistrate
should have filled in columns 18 and 19, stating
he had grauted a remand ; and in coluwa 20 he
should have given his reasons for so doing, viz.,
for the Police to prepare the case for submis-
sion to the Deputy Magistrate.

The Sub-Magistrate granted a remand on
an Occurrence Report, instead of a Charge Sheet,
and not having required a Charge Sheet to be
placed before him, he could not fill up 18, 19
and 20.

I don't quite agree with the Court that
columns 12 and 17 should agree. Column 17 is
only filled in when a prisoner appears at the
issue of a Process.

When a prisoner appears by Iw s
Process, columns 12, 15, 16, and 17 must be filled
iu: bat when the prisoner is arrested with-
out warrant, as in the present case, columns 12
and 15 only are necessary. Column 12 shows
the time of prisoner leaving the station, and

column 15 the time of his appearance before
the Magistrate.

No. 4, Court's No, 469.

[The Court remarks on the conduct of the
Police in the Tuticorin kidnapping.)

The Inspector General disposed of this by
reducing the Inspector, and dismissing the Head
Constable.

No. 5, Court's No. 503.

The Court motices the preparation of s
Charge Sheet in which columns 8, 10, and 11
were left blank, and considers it a disgrace to
the Police.],

The Superintendent fined tho Inspector
Rupees 10,

No. 6, Court's No. 10,

[Requires to be informed why a Warrant was
not applied for, for the arrest of a certain indi-
vidual.]

It was subsequently ascertained that the

" man was not ‘‘ wanted."

No. 7, Court's No. 38.

[The Court remarks that ‘it is perhaps
* fortunate for the Deputy Constable, Sheikh
** Baboo, that he was not present, for I am by
“ no means satisfied that he bas acted straight-
** forwardly in the case."]

The Assistant Superintendent personally
inquired into the conduct of the Deputy Con-
stable, and states that he was satisfied that the
Deputy acted honestly.

e A A S I A A A A A i e

mmf’m&m s S

Kot V2o S s, L S

No. 8. (Jourt's No. 257. ; :
[Court notices that a Constable, instead of
taking & prisoner to the nearest Magistrate,
took him to the Inspector, and that the Inspector
did not bring this irregularity to the notice of
the Superintendent, |
The Acting Superintendent reprimanded
the Inspector, but did not comply with para-
graph 1, Police Order 147, and repori to the
Court what he had done.
No. 9, Court’'s No. 63. -
[The Court notices the conduct of Tnspector
Calleappa Chetty and Head Constable—the
former for neglect of duty, and the latter for
prevaricating. |
On the report reaching me, I directed the i~
Inspector's reduction, and the dismissal of the .
Head Constable. This Idid on the report mads ;
by the Superintendent. The Inspector General
confirmed this; but, on a further report bemg
made, with the remarks of the Joint Magistrate,
and the Magistrate having stated®that he con-
sidered the punishments awarded by the Supei~
intendent sufficient, the Inspector General was
good enough to confirm the punishment awarded
by the Superintendent.
No. 10, Qourt's No. 476,
[Court ealls for report as to what notice had st Ay
been taken of the conduct of the Police.]
Superintendent replied that he had reduced <
the Deputy to 2nd Class. ey pr-,
No. 11, Court's No. 378. e
[Court remarks favorably on the conduct of L e "':"'."é
a Constable. | : - éjﬁ“,
The Constable was promoted
No. 12, Court's No. 473. ;
[Court remarks that a Deputy Constable T
was most negligent in his Proceedings, and gave & Gt 2
false evidence before the Court. The Court also 95 _
remarks that if the offences of the Police are g - R
not punished more severely than was that of the 34 :
Inspector and Head Constable of Ambasamu-
drum (Case No. 9, Court's No. 63) the miseon-
duct of the Police is not to be wondered at.] g &
The Superintendent reduced the Deputy to ' :
3rd Class. I consider reduction too lenient a

punishment for Deputy's oflence. Had the - .,‘ s
Court been informed of the notice m by the : \* : : w“
Inspector General and Deputy Inwor Gen- LA

eral of the conduct of the Inspector and Head
Constable referred to by the Judge in paragraph
4, the latter part of that paragraph would
probably not have been written,

PRt =) S =51/
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No. 13, Qourt's No. 382." - :
By ,U sslrate.

[The Court remarks that the laté Inspector

and neglectful of his duties, but has given a

This man wasainere tool i the bands of

Graham has shown himself not only‘ ignorant reich : :
tho Head Constable, now sentenced to fen yEaTs

deposition in Court false from beginning to end.]

The Inspector was out of the Force before
these Proceedings were received ; but his
conduet in the case was brought to notice of
Inspector General before the trial commenced.

No. 14, Court's No. 376.

[The Court remarks that the Police do not
appear to understand Section 135.]

The Superintendent noted the Court's re-
marks,

No. 15, Court's No. 595.

[The Court remarks that the Proceedings of
the Police in this case were altogether improper.
They dragged a prisoner all over the country. )

The unfortunate woman referred to by the
Court was dragged 150 miles. The prisoner was
arrested at Sunkernacoil, and placed before that
Magistrate ; he sent her on to Kytar. The Ky-
tar Sub-Magistrate sent her back to Sunkerna-
coil, and the Sub-Magistrate then sent her to
Tuticorin. This was all on warrant.

No. 16, Court's No. 567.

[The Court notices the gross negligence of
an Inspector, Head, and Deputy Constable, in
not assisting a man to find hisson who had been
kidnapped.] F3 ook x

The Superintendent reduced the Head and
Deputy. This I consider a far too lenient punish-
ment.

No. 17, Court's No. 481.

"The Court notices that a Deputy Constable,
instead of placing a prisoner before the nearest
Magistrate, took him to the Inspector, who con-
ducted a quasi Magisterial inquiry, released the
prisoner, and placed the complainant in custody.]

The Superintendent does not appear to have
replied to this. He brought the Deputy into the
Reserve. 'The punishment was far too lenient.

No. 18, Court's No. 99,

‘(ourt notices the irregular conduct of an
Inspector.]

The Superintendent does not appear to have
replied to these Proceedings. The Superinten-
dent states that the Inspector was severely re-
primanded.

No. 19, Court's No. 535.

[The Court notices the very irregular con-’

duct of an Inspector.’ »

|
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The Superinmdmtrﬁibd. the Inspector Ru-
pees 7, severely repnmmdudu’xp,galpomted
out Lis duty to him. o AR o b
No. 20, Court's No. 589

[Court notices that certain withesses, who
were required by the Court, were made prigoners
of by the Police. |

The Superintendent explained that the mis-
take arose from the nature of #he process issued
by the Court.

No. 21, Court's No. 116.

[The Court noti:(!e,a the irregular conduet of
the Police in & murder case.]

The Court's Proceedings in this case and
the Superintendent’s reply were, by me, at the
time, referred to the Inspector General, who
igsucd his orders thereon.

No. 22, Court’s No. 525,
The Proceedings refer to the Sattoor case
* mentioned by the Judge, and, as I reply
separately to it, T make no remarks here.
No. 28, Court's No. 6.

[The Court notices the irregular conduct of
the Police, and points out that the Police gave
mueh annoyance to the Moonsiff. ]

" The Superintendent offered explanation. It
would have been better if he had noticed his
Subordimate’s conduct from the Court’s Procee d-
ings. Better proof of their conduct could not be
obtained. i

TP No. 24, Court's No. 97. bL

[The Court notices that the first records in.
the case were not sent.] ;

The Superintendent issued the neccssary
orders. e ' '

= e P

~ No. 25, Court's No. 470. |
[The Court notices the neglect of the Polico. <
estigateac and apprebend the offenders.}
The orig complaint made to the Police
~_was ““ theft and assault,” and as such was refer-
red to the Sub-Magistrate, who ordered the cas¢
to be jstrg&k“oﬂ'aa'ifalse, ‘and as such it was
entered in his B. Form. The casc is one of
many where ~the Sub-Magistrates jump at the
offer of the Police to strike off true cases as false,
Had the Sub-Magistrate instituted any inquiry,
he would have ascertained that it was a truc
case of kidnapping. = s RSO
© ... No.26, Court's:No,
I refer this for considerati
R S S AR
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No. 27 Court’s No. 188. &

me Court forwards to the Snpey;mtenaem
a Tamil letter mtm by the Head Constable to

the mm dnrms the inquiry,

\ @i;’!@ﬁu in his house. ‘The Conrt
.f remarks that the letter is onmgcoudy‘mpn. ;
s - MMM the Head Constablo ia totaly :

{ ﬁométgmem to lmve been"ftakeh of
.thm!’romdmm The following is the

s : msq.gm 'sexplanation :—
5l ** Regarding the letter ""‘9’"
| : W hShemhdir. T recei Beﬁion
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ant.Supcrimondent. and I then determined to go
l..lp if the saso tarned out to be true, TheSub. U!;
tstrate’s reply to Assistant Supe rintende at
1was that the case wag alto .
The Sub-Magistrate o
ke came to his cone
went down to Palas
to Virdooputty,
relatives of
wade what

gether a got up and-
xp!nmod ab some length how
lusion. Oy learning this, I

: While at Palamcottah, some
decensed eame howling to we, and

appeared to me such a frue
forward, and consistent :

my mind to

* Assistant M
20th,

him what 1

straight-
story, that 1 made up

agistrate to come, if he eould
Hodges, on Wy writing and telling

s thought of the case, did not foel com-
able,and went off 4t onee.

]rnrti(‘u)ur! f)r Case
- L]
me to S.’ll(t'ml‘.

Storr, in hearing
determined g acoompany

‘ We acesrd: :
g % corhngly started thiy

aight. miles, halted for the

) -
<lst.  Arrived at Sunkernaecil. thr‘.

carefally over depositioys taken by 8
trate of Sattoor in the & iy
are several disope
‘ there is a suh.
all, that make

l Magis
charge of murder, Ther
8, but, at the » )

: P Rame Yme
stmum.uf trath running yhee
3 ’ne believe the charge

paneie

ucottah, instoad of  going ap!

ED Up at onee, getting the HHead:

Pl

marks of having been cut with ropes or thon‘gs.
The place where the Coraver was buried is a
bank in the bed of & river.

ag¢h. ~Came here this morning to Head

1 s € - ish case
sseant Magistrate s Cutcherry to finis
g oG y Constable and

of murder against the Deputy Lo
Constable. At the case all day, and closed prose-
cution. Storr has come to the same concluaxo‘n
as I have, that case is true, and he will com'mnf.
it. There are 1o Constables for the prq:v,ecutwn,
they are all for the defence. Their evidence, 1

am sure, will not hold water, and can be easily

pulled to pieces.

My reasons for coming to a conclusion thag
the charge is true are as follows :— S

Although there. are a few discrepancies in
the statements of the seven complainants, they
are not in material points ; and, @l_iugh.vk&ppa,-'
rently, their statements are gomewhat enggg,:a,t,. :
ed, there is such a sub-stratum of trnﬂz running
th;omh all, that, taking thiginto consideration
wt!bi}m fact that these poor wretches could
have mo motive in bringing such a charge
againaf 4 Public Officer, Iam inclined to be-

B e e . SIS e e g B e
lf‘
!
y <R ! A 333 st e e P i it M"M{TM”\Ai/\ """ ""‘"\"‘
P g rra & . o g t, Judicial Deparémeni
+ Proid lings of the Madras Prdeedings of the Madras Gove nimen ,J . repane :
9 fhe v F .!“ ‘o A - v
BN . 10th May 1867, oS g
AU - -
PO =S Pl S S e, g W e SRR W s * i g v
PO 99nd September.  Arrived at Sattoor and
hxm, ‘l'h. Sﬁ_“i\. thnt l}m-\- had bn(\n b{‘.’\t(‘“. an(l 22pd R i . D ' 1 Con table
. o A went i wase against Deputy and  Constable.
that Sunkurlingum had been killed by the Mg oo \lh “ I "1 1 menge
. g sad Assi i Magistrate decided to eommenc
Deputy Constable and others. Head Assistant Mag o ”; sl t Tll is I al
a i g . sase again. taking fresh depositions. This L also
Such iz the complaint as it now stands. i il lancf, . I told the Magis
Ra 't . é -5 : onsidere sy host plan, tor, A8 ¢ SRBHIB=
Tf.t \1“3:‘10 Wllf,‘r(? lL“ thl< 18 }.‘:N.l to h;‘x(_- L;LN\ ! “'““'hr“'l Ror "‘ " i Or 1 E [ }
lace is in the Vi R ‘ trate, | would not give & farthing for the trutd
place 18 In the Virdooputty Division. Assistant s o gt jub-Magistrate. I
Range Inst . ‘ of the depositions taken by Sub-Magistrate.
\ange Inspeetor Ramalingum Pillay sent the g i 4. framed
Assistant what } HNed F balieve they have been altered and fram
AsSsIst 4 14 e calle . DTt T Y . 3 %4 e s h ak
business, T} A sni 818 TEPNYS 5 e to suit cireumstances. This we shall look to
s 88, ¢ f5)stan i vl M TR s iti
e e Assistant showed me this just afterwards.  We got through the depositions
Wi OTe { o o " . : 2 1
: .}r‘ T'was starting. Thero was really nothing of five of the complainants. It took us from 10
n the report. All the diary contained was 10 fo 7 : but we are thoroughly sifting $e L
this effect—a Depaty Constable and a Constable I taok copies of every deposition, and thoroughly %
had beaten and killed a Coraver, Hodges Crogs-questioned every witness, after the Magis-
:{Mké of going up, but I recommended him not to ! trate had examined them first.
‘0;'11 ul‘l he had reccived more information, Bommayapoorum, ogrd. As] considered a
;;. ; dictated a Takeed to the Sattoor Sub- personal visit on onr part to the very spot
4 s Leet 1 v - N : % = <Y % an®
: &glstm.u, requesting Lim to furnish us with where ill-treatment and homicide took _I.‘ljxc
‘:‘f"’m‘“"'" forthwith. I wanted to know how would not only be advantageous in ascertaining
- .D°l’“‘.“ came across the Coravers, what the truth of the case, but would he also matFer 4
motive hé had toill-troat them, where the place of great gatisfaction to ourselves, accompanied 3
was, the' marks on Coravers. thie marks on i by Head Assistant Magistrate, Hodges and I ¢
;;QQQ‘. &C. l was (‘!"lig\"l to Wrifr: h S‘\A!}' came ()\lt to thO Very Spot Wh‘:t‘e the f()l"{;,v;r
T \ - i i 3,50 carings e
’ %L;.mu‘ l.mau-w Mo Inspocior ptrutk me, was killed and buried ; took buar‘m;q 0 L(ll 2
ro  Te L I SR
& A His report, to be a perfect idiot, and that l places, channels, Tiver, villages about }; 1 :
ag i i : ; i
there was no chanee of getting proper informa- : tinued our examination of mtucs:}es.f thore an
: . : : / e uth o ¢ case,
:U: ;0!1: him. As 1 was going out, 1 told the \y more am I convinced of e hung up bear
Sub-Magi Roing out, , . : sre complainants were hung up be
agistrate to send his reply to the Assist- o "The trees where complainants i
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Departn ‘
10th May 1867.

hieve it's truth. I did not entirely take the side
for the prosecution, but put such questions as
would enable us to arrive at a proper conclusion,
and bring out the truth or otherwise of the
case. A perusal of the depositions which [
took in my own handwriting, and are literal
translations of what each witness sta'ed, will
enable Inspector General to form an idea of the
case. (To this, the Inspector General re-
marked ** beautifully managed case—most
** pains-taking investigation.”) The affair was
grossly mismanaged at first by a stupid Inspec-
tor. There was an Apothecary at Sattoor, and
taeither the Sub-Magistrate or Inspector had
brains enough to ask him to examine the Cora-
vers when they first came forward. Had this
been done, all afterwards would have been
plain sailing. T am now determined to ' find out
whether death was caused by the blow om the
head, or by thaton the testicles. Unless the
skull was fractured, the blow on the head would
not have killed the man so suddenly.

The case was committed to Court. - The
Head Assistant Magistrate prosecuted. Deputy
sentenced to ten, and the Constable to seven ——

-years' transportation.

Prot:t‘c«‘linga of the Session (,"m: of Tinnevelly, 20th Janmry‘lf‘i(?ﬁ- b e
Read Calendar Session case No. 101 of 1865. Police mmm"f
2. The trial in this case shows that the prisoners, "f’_ S Sl of the torture, one of the
having tortured six Coravers to extort confession, and that, mwu:negub.nggﬁtmte of Virdoo-
six died immediately. It is proved that the body was disinterred, g ¢ 1t is proved thatithe
putty sent for, and that he arrived early in the worning of the 25th Augus : idle, m:.;_.gtbiﬂg
prisoners were at once accused. The Virdooputty Sub-Magistrate ¥ ' ”,‘py one else
whatever ; ho neither held an inquest' nor examined any of the Coravers w‘;;’sub_!l‘gmm“e‘
and the Sub-Magistrate of Sattoor had to be sent for. [Tt ia ‘useloss mo. his side of the Fiver
Virdeoputty to plead that the body was not jn his Jtm"h’“m" ‘“.“. ?" f the s.mu" }‘M'
which forms the boundary between his division and the principsl e B g
He is guilty of the grossest neglect possible, nquity
3. The Sattoor Magistrate also delayed in the most €x itnes
this case. The parties were all about him, and yob, instead of and so on, delsyioé
at once, he examined one one day, one another, then some for one or fwo day®, vli,,;j‘?;.:;-""r"
the case to such an extent that it was faken out of his hands. i thé:;":: !G.Lt‘
4. Theso facts remain, whatever the issus of thatrial might have been ; bat piaation 08 £5¢
tho opinion of the Session Judge, shows the guilt of the A anda Hd:ﬁ :: - Mugistr
part of the Sub-Magistrate of Sattoor to sere and ﬁmw on that of 'h &,‘ i "“!Fi' o,

traordinary manner tlnr S_.L,!f‘”
examining the Corayers, & ne

of Virdooputty in screening, the offenders f; &he‘ﬂﬂ';lwdtwr . . f:u .
he has resigned. Tt is no use referring to hin ‘beyond recording .ﬂw, “"h T
unfit for any future employment in the Police, or in any other public m'ﬂ ’ ‘«

y ; ‘.';,r 4 ";-A, * v
independence of character or ability, g i &w}mf?;;t
O T gy, B O Tudg?

‘ L | & -‘-E—» f: g “:‘.A:-‘

AT K X - nel, 3

Lo the Superintendent of Police, T:'uncﬁ;lly. N

ST Tk 14'33'1
o s Bae il ¥

Praceedmga of the Madras Gm’eﬁffﬁje}f“ YJ udicial Dk?]jéz"rtment,;;ﬁ o8
1015 May 1867, g

B i N T Sl A ) i

Proceedings of the Session Court of Timzeveflg}, dated the 25th November 1865, ‘7‘,.(" 595.

»  The Session Judge divects that the Supc;intendent of Police will f.r.xpluin how Ahe .took upon
himself to write the two orders to the Sub-Magistrate of Sattoor, of which a translation is enclosed,
and which form part of the record in Case No. 101 of 1865.

2. The Superintendent of Police will also call upon his Agsistant also to  explain on  what
authority he wrote an order to the Sub-Magistrate, dated 13th September, of which a translation
is enclosed, and forward his explanation. ; pictd i
(True Extract) e
(Signed) F. S. CHILD,

: e A o Session Judge.
To the Superintendent of Police, Tinnevelly.

Order to the Sub-Magistrate of Sattoor Talug, dated Lith Septemher 1866:;
You say that the case of the murder which was committed in  the villqge u,f M_lmnmmr’ttah
in the above Taluq is false, and the reasons assigned by you for having, Lo i ‘sdmftted
Sivanandy Pillay, the Deputy Constable of Yettianaickenputty, who was canc.erned. in ’th‘e a;bove
il i : isfactory. As I will come there assoon as practicable, to investigate

case, to bail, are not at all sati : |
the said case. you ehould not release the above Deputy Constable Sivanandy. From what

was mentioned by the prosecutor, &e., : ‘
e it (Sjgned) “C. A. PORTEOUS, Lieut. -
» Superintendent of Police.
{(True Translation).
(Signed) F. 8. CHI1LD,
Session Judge.

Miseellaneous No. 124.
Ovder to Soobroyapillay, Sub-Magistrate of Sattuor Lalug.

M . ;ti’,i: waicm was lying at Bommayapooram, - sitwated within the range of the

Sub-station at Yettianaickenpnity, bronght the circumstance to the notice of the Inspector of
Virdooputty ; that Lie (Inspeetor) afterwa |
and, ¢hat as it transpir

-

and other Constables. TR he el M. -
Wiy should it opeue that, the Depauty Consisbloand othors have besten tho Goraer who ie now
Iying dead, and fhereby caused his death, in the abscnce of any cause for 5o doing ? Did the said
Ooraver di¢ from having been seized dﬁd‘.bas&anrby‘the Deputy Constable, &e., or the Coravers
beq'ﬁp’gtiiﬁé 'a'no'fher, and thereby cansing "ﬂaé &eath of one of them ? Are they now f}b&?giug sha
Deputy Constable, &c., with it, in yi_cw to excn_se‘themselves‘ 3 .
Tﬂ’ﬁ’bmpfémnsi\alﬂe, &e., bad beaten Lim, and thereby caused his .deaf_t?»’ Shihre. st ba
some cause for their doing so. 1f the Deputy Constable, &c., had beaten him with ‘a baton and
sticks, and thereby caused kis death, why should there be only one slight wound on his head,
without any other wound on bis body t Why should the Deputy Constable go to Bommayapoorum !
Rb;m-g& there, and kill the sp,igil,"(!or,‘,“?,aﬁh@ said Coravers might: have immediately A

on the arrival of the Sub-Magistrate and Inspestor at the spot where the dead body in question
“.1;;33, thut the said Coravers accused the Deputy Constable of having committed the erime
If the Deputy Constable, &c., had committed the murder, how werethey individually armed ?

in the aboye case, it appears that the said ease is true. =

Known that the SuB_—M'agf‘isﬁ’ate-“pf-’ Virdooputty, léa_hiing‘ from the Village

rwards proceeded to the spot where the corpse: was lying ;
ed in the inquiries mado by bim, that six Coravers came ; that the Doputy

g 0 Es > ianaickenputty jointly beat them ; that one Coraver died :

snstable and Constables, &c., at Yettxmafﬁkmﬁymn Yl - & i
s €ht o e o ing dond-=1he Tuspotor b made ant 3 hargs oint the Doy

the circumstance either to the Village MWMW in the said }lllage; but, on the contrary, it was

)
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ferd Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department, o5
o 100k May1861. . Lt
| No. 116. Orpsr TuErEoy, 10th May 1867, No. 761.

; - On the 3rd December 1868, the Session Judge of Tinnevelly submitted to
Government copies of certain Proecedings of the Session Court, together with the
Magistrate’s replies, relative to the conduct of the Sub-Magistrate of Tenkarai and

' the Police of the District, in a eaa%qf housc-breaking which occurred at Streevy-
ﬁ goondum in May 1865. In one of these Proceedings, dated the 19th November
nded the dismissal of the Sub-Magistrate of

1868, the Session Judge recomme ‘
Tenkarai ; strongly animadyerted upon’ the interference of the Superintendent of
Police of Tinnevelly, and his Subordinates, | ith the authority of the Sub-Magistrates;
and attached some blame to the then Ac ing Head Assistant Magistrate, Mr. Storr,
and to the Deputy Magistrates, Mr. W. Underwood and Ramiah, who were at the .
time in charge of the Talug when the irregularaties adverted to occurred. In the
_ Proceedings in question, the Session Judge alluded to certain orders issued by the
" Superintendent of Police, and his Assistant, to 8 Sub-Magistrate, in connection with
a case of torture. i : ’
9. The Government referred these Proceedings and letters to the Inspector
. " General of Police, and, with reference to
a marginal note to paragraph 8 of the
ﬁ \_ Magistrate’s letter to_the Session J udge,
{ dated the 22nd September 1866, req@egﬁ}d Mr. Robinson to ekplain the grounds on
| which Police Inspector Graham had been allowed to resign his appointment in the
T Police, if it was known at the time that he was liable to punishment. The
attention of the Magistrates of the several Districts, and of the Inspector General of
) yj Police, was also specially drawn to the remarks contained in paragraphs 2 to 5 of
T  the Proceedings of the Session Court above referred to ; and they were called upon
to report whether the subordinate grades of the Magistracy generally entertained
correct notions regarding their positions relatively to the Police, and whether the
latter wers in any way permitted to overstep the bounds of their legitimate functions.
The replids to these last mentioned requisitions have not all been received, but it k
= may be 1 ntioned here that the tenor of most of those which have reached the !
‘ - Governmeht is to the effoct that the state of things described by Mr. Child does

: not obtain in other Districts.
.' ~ 3 'The Inspector General

T e

<

O:der, dated 23rd Janovary 1867, No. 147,

of Police, in his letter recorded at the head of
A || /SR e Brocnriliie sibmisded o topats made by tho Peifisy Ioupeotor Bonerslof
a | Police, Soutlern Range, on {he conduct of the Police in Tinnevelly, in the Streevy-
A * goondum case, and in the torture case above alluded to, together with his own
| © remarks. i
4. The Gevernor in Coun
' * and considers the explanation whic

”
e
P

¢il has given these papers his carcful consideration,
b is afforded in them to be satisfactory.
there was, doubtless, gross misconduct on the

. ' i 5. Inthe Streevygoondum case
Ll 5.4 both of the Sub-Magistrate and of the Police, but the misconduct of the former
4l " was fally s bad, if not worse, than that of the latter ; and, as remarked by the

- ‘ Magistrate and Inspector General of Police, the Sub-Magistrate was the first to
! © offer igduoement to’ the subsequent intrigues of the Subordinate Police Officers,
- n s \__’yl:llﬁrhﬁ"e been convicted and punished by the Session Court. The Sub-Magistrate

) B wgm(mded, so that nothing further remains to be done in the matter,
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