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MEMORANDUM.

SESSIONS CASE NO. 94 OF 1892.
ﬁACOITY’ ON THE MELUR ROAD, MADURA DISTRICT.
The following are the particulars of this case :—

The prisoners Nagan, Vellayan, Pethan, Chettikulam Kaluvan, Masor Peyandy
and Salai Karuppanan stood their trial on the afternoon of the 7th Sep. 1892 before Mr, T.
Weir, Sessions Judge of Madura, on a charge of having on the 6th June 1892 committed
dacoity under the following ecircumstances. At about 10 ». . on the daté in question,
Sub Overseer Subbarama Iyer and Maistry Sundram Iyer employed in the Periyar Project
gtarted in a bandy from Madura for Narasingampatti which was their headquarters. Near
the toll gate north of the town, they waited for about 2 hours for some co-bandies but none
having been forthcoming, they continued their journey till about 12 ». M. when pear the 5th
furlong of the 2nd mile, a gang of 6 dacoits attacked them and robbed them of their jewels,
ready cash, cloths &c. and ran away. It was a broad moonlight night, having been 3 nights

preceding the full moonday. Maistry Sundram Iyer had had personal acquaintance with
some of the dacoite and knew some of them by name. He and the bandyman having been
severely beaten, Overseer Subbarama Iyer sent them both to Madura for medical treatment
and proceeded to Ottukadai three miles north to inform the Police patrolling the road of the
accident. At 3 A.m, he gave a written complaint to a Constable of the Chittampatti Station
stating therein that he counld identify all the dacoits and that Sundram Iyer knew the names
and village of some of them. At 8 A.M. Sundram Iyer arrived at the . Madura Talug Sta-
tion and gave his written complaint mentioning the names of Nagan, Vellian, two iuhabi-
tants of Kilakudi and stating that he could identify the rest. The Madura Talug Police
who had worked at the case get the evidence of one Sadaya Pillai to the effect that he had
seen the above 2 men sitting in a matam near the 2nd mile north of Madura (that is five
furlongs from the scene of crime) with Pethan, Chettikulam Kaluvan, Masor[Peyandi, Salai
Karuppanan, Kattai Chockan of Kilakudi and 2 or 3 others whom he could identify. The Vil-
lage Munsiff of Kilakudi, who kept a roster of all the suspected men in his village and who
was in the habit of checking it in his official capacity every midnight, found four of the
above men absent and as regards the other two could not say anything as their names had
not been entered in the roster. The Police arrested the dacoits who were identified in due

course by Subbarama Iyer and Sundram Iyer in a crowd.

i : . ; y 4 )
The Jurors in this case were chosen from among the natives of Madura. Having

regard to the fact that the prisoners in it were the Kallars of Kilakudi to whom it is well-

Lknown that some of the well to do inhabitants, merchants, vakeels and Government servants,

and even the S. I. R. Company and the American Mission, Madura are paying some fixed
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contributions regularly once a month or once a year, the prosecution should have objected
to the choice of Jurors from among the natives of Madura. It is not unfrequently that one
hears of Kilakkudi Kallars coming to the Courts and threatening the parties, witnesses &e.
in broad day-licht whenever they themselves or some of their fellow villagers are in diffi-
calty. The case in question was a clear one of dacoity the facts of which were borne ample
testimony to by two Government servants who held some social position and some property
and who were besides Brahmins—a community which it may be said is not notorious for mak-
ing false statements. In such a clear case as this, the Jary has returned a verdict of not
guilty. It is rumoured that the reason of this verdict is due to the fear they laboured under
of incurring the displeasure of Kilakudi men which means the deprivation of their cattle
and other properties. Four of the. Jurors chosen were the local merchants and one Was

building a house near the river in an unsafe part of the town.

Another fact which is worthy of mention is that such cases should be taken up in
the mornings and disposed of in the evenings without being put off till the next day for
further trial. In that case, there would have been no room for .suspicion that the Jurors

have been tampered with.

Whenever the Kilakudi men are concerned, the Jadge will do well to bry the case
with the aid of European Jury or transfer it to some other District. It is not known how
long the people of Madura will have to pay ,blackmail to these Killakudi men. They are
not after all very numerous, counting as they do but about 300 families and it is a matter
of surprise that the Government cannot put them down with a strong hand. They sometimes
travel beyond this district to satisfy their thieving propensities. Nor is it known why the
Criminal Tribes Act is not brought into force in respect of them. There would in that
case be a very low percentage of crimes committed at Madura every year. It is also a matter
of surprise to observe some of the gentries of Madura encouraging this criminal tribe instead

of bringing them to book and making an example of them.

The Judge has therefore done well in referring the case to the High Court for opi-
nion. The High Court have given notice to the prisoners that their case will come on for
hearing before them on the 19th instant. The High Court, it is to be hoped, will quash the
verdict of the Jury and bring the offenders to meet the ends of justice or direct the
Judge to retry the case with a fresh set of Jurors on the grounds already referred to.
Tither of the above courses the High Court has to adopt, inasmuch as otherwise the Kallars
will be let loose upon the world and carry on their depradations without any let or hin-

drance,
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6ra FEBRUARY 1893, Nos. 267, 268, JupICIAL.

CONFIDENTIAL

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.,

JUDICIAL +DEPARTMENT.

READ again—, '

G.0., dated 28th-September 1892, Mis. No. 1827, Judicial.

Read again—

G.0., dated 9th July 1890, No. 1131, Judicial.

Read—also the follgwing paper :—

From C. J' LYALL, Esq., c.L.E., Secretary to the Government of India
(Home Department—Judicial), to the Chief Secretary to the Gévernment
of Madras, dated Simla, 25th August 1892, No. 1105.

I am directed to reply to your letter No.#2096 (Judicial), dated the 29th
December 1890, forwarding, with enclosures, a report on the working of the jury
system in Sessions Courts in the Madras Presidencx.

2. It is understood that under existing orders the jury system is in force in
all the Sessions divisions of the Presidency except those comprised in the Agencies
of Ganjam, Vizagapatam and Goddvari, and that all offences falling within the
following sections of the Penal Code—379, 380 and 382 (theft), 392 to 895, 397 to
399 and 400 to 402 (robbery and dacoity), 411, 412 and 414 (receiving or posses-
sing stolen property), 451 to 459 and 461 (house-trespass in order to commit theft,
&c.), and also abetments of, and attempts to, commit any such offences—are triable
by jury before the Court of Sessions.

- 3. The result of the recent inquiry, so far asthe Madras Presidency is con-
cerned, is to show that the system of trial by jury, as hitherto earried out, has not
worked in a satisfactory manher. The Government of India have not received the
opinions of any District Executive officers who may have been consulted on the
subject by the Madras Government. Among the Session Judges, whose reports
have been forwarded, there is, as might have been expected in such a matter, a
wide divergence of opinion as to the merits and working of the system. The
Honorable the Chief Justice and Judges of the High Court, with the exception of
Mr. Justice Muttusdmi Aiyar (whose opinion, however, is not altogether favor-
able), have recorded minutes generally unfayorable to the working of the jury
system. The Honorable the Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Handley and Mr. Justice

eir recommend that a right of appeal should be granted on the faets against the
verdicts of juries, and this recommendation seems also to be concurred in by Mer.
Justice Best. Mr: Justice Muttusimi Aiyar, Mr. Justice Handley and Mr. Justice
Weir also recommend that extension should be given to the principle of section
307 of the Criminal Procedure Code so as to admit of a reference being made by
the Sessions Judge under this section in all cases in which he differs from the
verdict returned by the jury. :
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4. His Excellency the Governor in Council is of opinion that the jury system
.is unsuited to the country. He.supports the recommendation that section- 307 of
the Procedure Code should be extended so as to render a reference to the High
Court obligatory in every instance in which the Sessions Judge takes a different
view of the case from that adopted by the jury.* A similar proposal has been made
by His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, who has further suggested the
following changes in the law with a view to remove the defects which exist in the
present system of trial by jury in that province—,
(1) that it should be made incumbent upon the Sessions Judge to ascertain
and fully record the reasons of the jury for their verdict; and
(2) that a right of-appeal should be granted on the facts against the verdict
A of a jury when the jury is not unanimous; unless the Judge records
his agreement with the majority. :

5. Fam now to communicate the conclusions at which the Governor-General:

in Council has arrived after careful consideration of the entire question. In the
opinion of His Excellency in Council, derived from a review of the reports from
other provinces as well as from the Madras Presidency, the defects of the present
system of tridl by jury appear to be mainly attributable to two causes—

(1) to the extension of the jury system () to areas to which it is unsuitable
" and (ﬁ) to classes of offences which, as the experience now gained
has shown, ought not to be cognizable by juries; :
(2) to the fact that the provisions of section 307 of the Criminal Procedure
Code, which were intended to give Sessions Judges and the High
Courts power to remedy and correct wrong verdicts, have failed to

fulfil this intention. '

6. As regards the first of these causes, section 269 of the Criminal Procedure
Code confers on local Governments and Administrations complete liberty of action
in respect of the determination of the areas within which offences shall be tried by
juries as well as of the classes of gffences which shall be so triable. . The Governor-
General in Council has no desire to interfere with, or to limit by legislation or
otherwise, the discretion entrusted to local Governments in the matter ; but he is
constrained to express his concurrence in the opinion stated in the reports of
Messrs. Davies and Irvine forwarded with your letter underreply and also in
many of the reports received from other locej Governments that cases of murder
and culpable homicide should be excluded from the cognizance of juries, and he is
further inclined to agree in the view that cases of rioting under chapter VIII of the
Penal Code should be excluded. = These offences, however, are not now triable by
jury in the Madras Presidency. The classes of cases which have been declared so
triable seem to be well chosen and suitable, and the only change in this respect

which the Governor-General in Council desires to suggest, for the consideration of .

the Madras Grovernment, is whether offences under chapter XX of t_he.Penal Code,
relating to marriage, might not with advantage be madp over to juries. On the
other hand, the Government of India doubt whether the jury system is thoroughly
suitable to all the areas to which it has been extended, and they are by no means
satisfied that the defects which have been brought to notice in. the working of the
system are not, in some measurd, due to its premature and wholesale extension to
every district throughout the Presidency. This, however, is a matter entirely for
the consideration of the local Government. !

7. The difficulty under the second head seems to arise from the interpretation
which Sessions Juflges and Judges of the various High Courts place -or have
placed on their duty in making or dealing with referencess under section 307 of
the Criminal Procedure Code. In many instances a strong disinclination has been
exhibited by the High Courts to interfere with ‘the verdicts of juries, and as a
consequence Sessions Judges are often reluctant to make references under this
section. Tt has been proposed by the Governments of Madras and Bengal that
the law should be so amended as to make such references compulsory in every
case in which a Sessions Judge disagrees from the verdict of the jury. The Gov-
ernor-General in Council is, however, unwilling to adopt this course. Section 307

;
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in its present form prescribes that the Sessions Judge shall refer such cases when
he considers that there has been a substantial failure of justice, and it confers on
the High Court the fullest power to deal with such references. It does not seem
to the Government of India to be desirable that the Judge should be bound to
refer cases in which the failure of justice is not quite clear—such as cases in which
he differs from the jury on some minor point, or those in which the evidence is
possibly so nearly balanced that even trained Judges thight differ in their conclu-
sions on it. - His Excellency in Council has not overlooked the fact that there is a
strong body of opinion among the Honprable Jd l}dges of the Caleutta and Madras
High Courts in favour of the proposal in question ; but, on the whole, he would:

* prefer not to make an alteration in the law which might have the effect of encour-

aging tinnecessary references. If the. practice of _the High Qomt is based on the

principles laid down in 1887 by Prinsep and Pigot, JJ., in the case of Itwidri

. Sahu,* and in 1890 by Collins, C.J.,

* LLR, 15 (if[xliilrﬂﬂ, {?6{9- and Handley, J., in the case T of Guru-

ity Mhecesy 3. vadu and another, no such alteration of

the law is required ; while on the other hand, if a different and narrower practice

is allowed to prevail, the mere fact of reference under section 307 being obligatory

on the Sessions Judge would probably not affect the view which fhe High Court
is likely to take of its duty in dealing with these references. :

8. It has, however, been suggested by the Bengal Government that, in order
to facilitate the disposal of references under section 307 of the Code, the Sessions
Judge should be specifically empowered or required to ascertain and record the
‘reasons of the jury for their verdict. The Governor-General in Council admits that
the présent system is defective in so far as the Judge, although bound by the Code
to refer to the High Court cases in which he considers this course to be necessary
for the ends, of jusfice, is not'in a position to place before the High Court in a
proper shape materials for determining whether the verdict is a wrong one or not.
His Excellency in Council, however, is averse to requiring or authorizing Sessions
Judges to question juries as to the reasons for their verdict except in cases already
provided for by section 303 of the Code. In the first place, no room should be
allowed for any thing approaching to a cross-examination of the jury by the Judge.
Besides, not only would it be difficult for untrained men, such as the jurors would
be in mest cases, to formulate their reasons in a satisfactory shape; but it is -
doubtful whether a mere statement of their reasons would help materially towards
the disposal of the case. It seems to the Government of India that a statement of
the facts found by the jury, rather than of the reasons for their finding, is what is
desired for the purpose of enabling a satisfactory#d@cision to be arrived at as to the
correctness of their verdict. His Excellency in Council would therefore adopt the

o 8 alternative proposal made by the Judges

Mx: Justice 'lggg:ood. of the Bombay High Court named in

A yg the margin and amend the law so as to

i 2 ' empower the Sessions Judge, if he thinks

fit, whether before or after a general verdict has been taken, to require special

verdicts from the jurors on particular issues of fact and perhaps on the general

‘credibility of particular evidence. Such an amendment of section 303 would be

sufficient both to place the Sessions Judge in a position to decide whether a

reference should or should not be made to the High Court under section 307 and

to furnish the High Court with proper materials for determining whether the

verdict is one which should be upheld or not. .This point has accordingly been

noted for further consideration when the Criminal Procedure Code may next come
under revision. . ' . :

9. Lastly as to the question of allowing an appeal on the facts from the verdict
of a jury. The concession of a right of appeal in one form or another is advocated
by the Bengal Government, by a strong majority of the J udges of the Caleutta
High Court, and by some of the Judges of the Madras High Court, and it has been
forcibly contende that mistakes on the part of a jury, like other supposed judicial -
errors, should be left to be brought before the Appellate Court by the parties
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-oncerned instead of by the présiding Judge. Accordingly the Government of
India have very anxiously considered whether section 418 of the Code should not
be amended by allowing an appeal on the facts either when the jury is not unani-

_mous and the Judge does not approve of the verdict of the majority, or when the
opinion of the jury is unanimous but the Judge expresses a positive disapproval.
The latter rule would be inaccordance with section 307 as it now stands, while the
former would do little more than extend to Sessions Courts mutatis mutandis the
rule which prevails in High Courts under section 305.

But after due deliberation and while attaching full weight to the exprrssions
of opinion above quoted, the Governor-General in Council has come to the conclu-
siom that it is not expedient, at all events without some further trial, to permit an
appeal to be made against the decision of a jury. It isnot clear to His Excellency
in Council what advantage there would be in retaining the jury system at all, if 1t
is to be réduced so nearly to the level of a trial with assessors, and he is reluctant
to abolish the distinctive feature of trial by jury, the comparative finality of the
verdict, until all other available methods for the improvement of the system have
been exhausted. The Government of India are, moreover, of opinion that no such
change in the law will be really necessary in the Madras Presidency, where capital
offences and other cases unsuitable for trial by juries are already excluded from
their cognizance, and .that the ends of justice will be adequately secured if the
safeguard against failures of justice provided by section 307 of the Criminal Pro-
cedure Code is strengthened ‘in the manner proposed in the preceding paragraph
and if any districts, which the Madras Government may, on consideration, find
unsuitable for thie jury system, are excluded.from its operation. i

Order—dated 28th September 1892, Mis. No. 1827, Judicial. - :
The letter read. above will be communicated to the Honorable the Judges of

the High Court with the request that they will favour Government with their
opinions together with the grounds for the same as to—

: (1) Whether any change should be introduced as regards the jury system in
any particular district of this Presidency ;
‘ (2) Whether any, and, if so, what classes of cases now tried by juries should

no longer be so tried. ,
(True Extract.)

-. (Signed) J. F. PRICE,

. Chaef Secretary.
To the Hon’ble the Chief Justice (with C.L.).

-

e —

READ—also.the following paper :—

From H. W. FOSTER, Esq., Registrar of the High Court of Judicature,

Appellate Side, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras,
: 9th December 1892, No. 3281. .
In reply to G.O.,dated 28th September 1892, No. 1827, Judicial (Confidential),
I am directed to forward the minutes recorded by the Chief Justice and the Judges
on the two points on which the High Court’s opinion 1 asked. .
2. T am to point out that, as to the first question, whether any change should
be introduced as regards the jury system in any particular district, the Judges are

agreed that there is no necessity for any alteration.

3. On the second question, whether any classes of cases now triable by juries
should be excluded from the list of cases so triable, with the exception of Mr.
Justice Best, the Judges agree in recommending that offences punishable under
sections 392 to 395 and 397 to 402 of the Indian Penal Code should be withdrawn

L
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from the cognizance of juriés and left to be tried by the court with assessors, while'

Mr. Justice Best considers it desirable to remove all cases in which the number of
ersons to be jointly tried exceeds three, whatever the nature of the offence, from
the category of offénces to be tried by juries. o o

4. The High Court is unanimous  in-considering it undesirable to extend the
system of trial by jury to any class ¢f offences to which it is not now applicable. y

- -

. ExcLosure,
. fat :

Minutes. ”

*The Chicf Jaslice.—wa years have elapsed since I wrote the minute referred toand I am

confirmed in the opinion I'then gave that trial by jury in this Presidency is not satisfactory.
I very strongly recommend that in all cases of robbery or dacoity, the Sessions Judge and

assessors should try the accused. I do not think the proposal te allow the Sessions Judge to

" take special verdicts from jurdrs will be a success in the Madras Presidency.

 Justice Sir T. Muttusémi Aiyar—We are asked to state our opinions on two questi As
“to the first, I do not think it is necessary to introduce any chanfle 1£ the jury 'systgm “ons. 3

partidular districts in this Presidency. I am aware of no loc uliarities which rend h.
alteration desirgble. - As regardg the second, it has long been mygg;viotion that the jl;nl-]ie:r a.escue;t
too readily slender or unsatisfactory evidence of identification as sufficient for conviction in cases
of robbery and dacoity and these 1 would exclude from the list of offences cognizable by them

- throughout the Presidengy.

- My. Justice Parker.—1 was absent in England when the opinion of the High Court :
asked for in 1890 as to the suitability of'the jury system in this olc))uﬁtry and ?ies:r% now to t:;:
this opportunity of placing on record my concurrence with the opinion of the Chief Justice and

the majority ‘of the Court that tle system is not ‘satisfactory. The despatch of the Home

Secgetary now circulated makes it clear, however, that the Goyernment of India is not at present

prepared to abolish the system, and the opinion of the High Court is asked (1) '

change should be introduced 1;1 any particular distriet,H;.ﬁd (2) whether’ any,( o,r wﬁet:;erwﬁyt
classes of cases now tried by juries should no longer be so tried. On the first que;ﬁon, T would
not recommend any change. On the second 1 think that offences falling under part III,

* chapter X VLI, ‘of the Penal Code (*“ of robbery and dacoity’’) should be excluded from the

they should be introduced uniformly in all distriets to whieh the j
O (s to the second (Euesti'on, I am of opinion that offences punishable under sections 392 to 395 ~

‘©o ce of juries. These offences—now triable by juries—are those ﬁmnishable under sections

392-;—395, 39’7&8—1:40‘;2(; I_ndi%n Penz-l C(}de. It fis'ili' dacoity. cases that the verdicts of juries are
specially unsatisfactory. I am not in favour of extending the jury b
lg:u;ﬁnge’ (chapter Xz Indian Penal Cede). :g’ A s.ystem to oﬁenofas S
I am in favour of the amendment suggested fo section 303, Criminal Procedure Code, so a8
to allow the Judge to take a special verdict on particular issues of fact, and I would also amend
section 418 so as to allow an appedl on the facts in any case in which the Judge had thought it
necessary to record his dissent from the verdict even though he had not felt himself bound to

_ refer the matter under section 307. : A 2
? With refefence to the general question of the suitability of trial by jury ‘to India SR

the affection alleged to be felt for the system, it is not immaférial to note that the States of

Mysore and Travancore (which are under enlightened native administration) have abstained from - -
introducing it, while making other parts of the Criminal Procedure Code applicable to these -
torritories. The same course has been taken in the State of Pudukdta, though that State is -

surrounded by the Tamil districts in which the system -of trial by jury has been longest in force.
Mr. Justice WilL:inaon.—()ur_opinions are asked for on two questions. : J
(1) I am not aware that the jury system has béen extended to any area in the Madras Presi-
dency - to which it 18 unsuitable, or that any change is necessary in any particular district on
account of local peculiarities. b ; , '
(2) 1am decidedly of opinion that offences falling under sections 392—402, Indian Penal
Code, should be withdrawn from trial by jury.

nfossiofls-are points on which my experience shows juries are very apt to érr. .
E M. Justice Hundley.—As to the first question upon” which our opinion is now asked, I am

nof*aware of any reason for making a change in the jury system in any particular district of this

idency.” : e, sk : :
Prest :I(l)‘;‘l};i der the system equally wsuited fo all the' districts and that, if any changés are made,

system is extended.

and 397 to 402 of the Indian Penal Code should no longer be tried by juries. .
My Justice Best.—1t is in cases in which a number of persons are being jointly tried that

the jury system is

-

: here 1s generdlly in such cases a large mass of
ovidence with which a jury composed: of- the material available in this Presidency is quite incom- *
tent to deal. Kvidence of identification, of ‘the finditg of property and the weight dub to

(there is redson to fear) often a failure ‘owing to the inability of the ordinary

o o
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‘juryman to properly weigh the evidence against each of the acotised. T would therefore make it

a rale that no case in which the number of persons to be jointly tried exceeds three—whatever the
offence—shall be tried by jury. I see no necessity for excluding cases of robbery or even dacoity
in which thegumber to be tried at one time does not exceed three. - . :

Modified as above, thé offences now triable by jury in this Presidency might, I think,

continue to be so tried.

I do not think it advisable to-extend the jury system to any other offénces.

ORDER—da:ted 6th February 1893, No. 267, Judicial.
The fouowing letter will be despatched to the Government of India. -
’ . (True Extract.) - :

Lerrer—to the Secretm"y to the Government of India, Home Department, dated

(Signed) - C. A, GALTON,
Ag. Chief Secretary.

—

Fort St. Geerge, 6th Februiry 1893, No. 268, Judicial.

I am. directed, with advertence to your letter,- dated 25th August 1892,
No. 1105,"Judicial, to ecommunicate to the Government of India the views of the
Honorable the Judges of the High Court ufpon certain points connected with the

working "of the jury system to which a re

reply.

deprecating the extension of the system

erence is made in your letter under

* 2. Tt will be observed that*the Honorablesghe J udges are unanimous in
‘ of trial by jury to any classes of offences
which are not at present tridble in that manner, w{d

e, at the same time, they*are

of opinion that the system should not be withdrawn from any locality in which it

is at present in force. Upon both these
High Court.

3. With the exception of Mr. Justice Best, all the J udges are also agreed that -~
in the case of the offences of robber and -

the system of trial by jury is unsuitable

points the Government corcurs with the

dacoity and .they would exclude these offences from the list of those triable by
jury. - The Honorable Mr. Justice Best holds the same view in respect of all cases
where the number of the accused exceeds three. . 2

His Excellency in Council is disposed to concur with the majority of the
Judges in thinking that robbery and dacoity are not offences which ought to be
trie ; : .

by jury.

4. The Government further agrees with the Honorable Mr. Jusfice Parker in y?
_holding that section 303 of the Code of Criminal Procedure might with advantage

“be amended so as to admit of the taking of special verdicts on particular issues of
fact and the general credibility of particular evidence. This: amendment was
%roposed ih the first instance by Justices Birdwood, Telang and Candy of the

ombay High Court and it is o served
the proposal for further consideration.

that the Government of India has noted

5. With regard to the remark in para. 6 of your letter under reply to the
effect that the system of trial by jury was extended in a premature and wholesale
manner to the Madras Presidency, 1 am directed to state that His Excellency n

* Council considers that this statement is not supported by the facts.  In March 1862,

the system was first introduced in four

districts ; two more districts we:s added

during the year; in 1870 the system was withdrawn from one district an my -to
1879 it was in force in only five districts; in 1879 three more districts were added
and it was not until 1883 that, at the suggestion of the High Court, the system was

.. extended to all parts of the Presidency except the Agency tracts, Thus the

system was in restricted operation for twemty-one out of the thirty years which

" have elapsed since it was first tried.

C. A. GALTON, :
- Ag. Chief Secretary.

» -
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