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TANJORE JUDGMENT FORGERY CASE.
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Fort Saint George,
MADRAS.

The humble petition of Koornuk SUBBARAYER,
a Mirasidar of Koothoor Village, Tanjore
Taluy, Tanjore District,
REsproTrULLY SHEWETH,

1. 'That your Kxcellency’s petitioner was a Mirasidar of considerable
wealth and position and a Village Magistrate in Koothoor Village in the Tanjore
Talug.

9. That on or about the 10th or 11th December 1893, the petitioner’s

" moveable and immoveable properties including 146 acres of land in Koothoor, 20

4 houses, a bungalow, a cattle-shed and two vacant house-

sites in Koothoor were

to evade service of a warrant issued against him under Sections 466 and 380 of the
Indian Penal Code in connection with the Tanjore Judgment Forgery case.

3. The petitioner surrendered himself to the Joint Magistrate on the
925th of June 1894 and a notice was issued to the petitioner to show cause why
the property which had been attached should be restored to him.

4, After hearing the petitioner and examining some of his witnesses,
the Joint Magistrate passed an order on the 19th of October 1894, declining to
restore the property to the petitioner and ordering the property to be sold and
the sale-proceeds to be credited to Government. . :

5. 'The petitioner then appealed to the Sessions Judge of Tanjore and :

his appeal (Criminal Appeal No. 93 of 1894) was disposed of on the 22nd of Decem-
ber 1894, the Sessions J udge holding that the order of the Joint Magistrate should
be maintained in so far as it refused to restore the property to the petitioner, but

should be modified in 80 far as it directed a sale by declari'ng the property to be

at the disposal of Government.
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6. The petitioner humbly submits that th
Sessions Judge were not right in coming to the conel
absconded to evade service of the warrant as
facts.

e Joint Magistrate and the
usion that the petitioner had
will appear from the following

-

; ;
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s village on the 15¢] ;
: : : . QU instant.  The petitioner had ap-
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ited other sacred places in Northern India.
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Section 87 of the Criminal Procedure Code requiring him to appear on the 11th
of December 1893 was published in the petitioner’s village only on the 15th of
November 1893, and did not allow the 30 days required by that section. .

15. The petitioner further submits that as he had surrendered himself
on the 25th of June 1894, the Joint Magistrate was not justified in passing &
order subsequently on the 7th of August 1894? thatstha.property, Mould, by gi,the

N

disposal of Government.

16. The petitioner trusts that having regard to the irregularities pointed

out and the various circumstances set forth above, your Excellency will come to

the conclusion that the order refusing to restore his property was not justified.

17. The petitioner therefore most humbly prays that your HKxcellency
will be pleased to order the restoration of the petitioner’s properties with the past
profits realized by the Government and held in deposit in: the Tanjore Taluq Cut-
cherry and that even in the event of your Excellency coming to an adverse deci-
sion on the merits of the case, your Excellency will be graciously pleased to o

sate the severity of the penalty and direct the restoration of his property at least

to the petitioner.
For which act of charity and kindness the petitioner shall as in duty

bound EVER PRAY. ‘ .
The petitioner begs to remain,

Your most humble and

‘ ’ , ] Obedient servant,
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