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To

| His Excellency,
|  The Right Honorable,

| BEILBY LAWLY,

FURTHER PAPERS. S BARON WENLOCK, 6.C.LE,
| Governor-in-Couneil,
Fort Saint George.

@ \u ’\ ﬁ }\( The humble Memorial of RAMASAMI GAUNDAN
0¥ 1y e il

late Village Munsif of Vannivelampatti, in Tiru-

I T
a.0. ] No. \ Department. ﬂ Date. G.0. No.

Department. \ Date.

mangalam Talak, in the District of Madura, but
now a prisoner, undergoing imprisonment in Her

Majesty’s Penitentiary, Msdras.
SHEWETH,

That Your Memorialist, the 1st prisoner and 10 others were charged before
the Sessions Court of Madura, in Session Case, No. 39 of 1894—July Session—as
follows : Srd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th and 11th prisoners with murder and
rioting with a deadly weapon ; offences punishable under Sections 302 and 148 of
the Indian Penal Code; and the 1st (Your Memorialist) and 2nd prisoners with the

1) abetment of the said offences, under Sections 114, 302 and 148 of the same Code.
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9. That in.the opinion of both the assessors at the trial—one a Muhammadan

T Number of previous and the other a Bra.hman.——Your Memorialiét was pronounced not guilty ; the find-
> ii.csz p}ml \ convictions if suy ing of the 1st assessor being, that all the prisoners were not guilty, and that of the
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Y 25 3 9nd assessor, that all the prisoners, except the 1st (Your Memorialist) 8th and 11th
were guilty of causing hurt.
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3.. That notwithstanding the opinion of the assessors to the contrary, as
aforesaid, the Sessions Judge of Madura found Your Memorialist and all the other

prisoners guilty, of the offences with which they were severally charged ; and sen-
tenced them to transportation for life.
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{ 4. That Your Memorialist and the other prisoners appealed against the
® t} sentence and finding of the Sessions Judge of Madura, to the High Court, at
~ . a 5 ? \_, 3 Madras, urging among other grounds, that the evidence for the prosecution,
\E\‘ | :4 (}‘ \ S \ N "% 5 whether as t? the commission of the offences, or the identity of the accused, was
é : ‘ S ‘G air : % E : i.nterested, d_lsc?repant, meagre, and unreliable; that the implication of the accused
& ) I | \I 3 ; 3 P in the commission of the. offences, was an-after—thought ; and that the gradual deve-
15 . \ 1‘. '§ \‘ & 3 :!opment of the Prose.cu’mon showed, that it was a conspiracy, on the part of design-
;{ % i .\ \, \ A i o , ing persons, to implicate the accused ; but the High Court, relying, as usual, on
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findings of facts, by a lower Court, dismissed the appeal; and, in doing so, observed
that “the attack upon a man engaged in what was regarded as a sportsman-like
“ trial of skill, was brutal and cowardly, and deserving of severe puuishment ; but
“at the same time, they—the learned J udges—thonght that transportation for life
“was too severe a penalty. They have therefore directed that the records shall
“ be submitted for the consideration of Your Excellency in Council.”

5. That, while Your Memorialist fully endorses the justice of the observa-
tion, made by the learned Judges, as to the brutality and cowardice of attacking a man
engaged in a fair trial of skill, he still regrets, that their Lordships did not see
their way to discriminate Your Memorialist’s case, from that of the other prisoners,
and this unhappy result, Your Memorialist is forced to admit, was, in a great
measure, due to the mistake Your Memorialist had made, in filing a joint-appeal
with the other prisoners, instead of going before the High Court with a separate

appeal, and engaging Counsel, solely and specially devoted to his defence, to
argue his case.

6. That the case for the prosecution, as narrated in para. 3 of the Judgment of
the Sessoins Judge of Madura, is briefly as follows : “ A bull from Vannivelampatti
“ which was famous for its speed and ferocity, and had never been actually mad;
“captive in any Jellicut, was let loose at the Kattanipatti Jellicut, on the afternoon
“of the 2nd April 1894, with the usual challenge, that any one might seize it, who
“dared. Thereupon Muthukaruppa Tevan of Villur seized it by the hump, and
“ Pattalatu Virabadra Tevan, also of Villur, caught it by the tail. Clinging to the
“ bull, these two men were dragged along the western bank of the Teppa Kulam,
“ where the 1st (Your Memorialist) and 2nd prisoners, the Village Munsiff and Kaval-
“ gar respectively,of Vannivelampatti,were standing on a cart,. Seeing Muthukaruppa
“Tevan and Virabadra Tevanhanging on to the bull, these two prisoners shouted out
“to the Vannivelampatti men near them, “ The Villur man has caught the famous
“ bull of Vannivelampatti ; beat him”. Then Ambatta Sundram, the 4th prisoner
“smote Muthukaruppa Tevan on the nape of the neck, with a boomerang, and Otta
“ Sundram, the 3rd prisoner, struck him on the and head, on the side with a long
“gtick. Muthukaruppa Tevan fell*"down and the men of Vannivelampatti,linc]uding
“the 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, and 11th prisoners, rushed at him and beat him
“with sticks, pelted him with stones, and shot stones at him from pellet bows *
“ * * Muthukaruppa Tevan died under the blows inflicted on him®.

7. That the case for the prosecution, as far as Your Memorialist is concern-
ed, is an after-thought, which has been gradually worked up by designing persons,
becomes apparent, when one studies the history of the case and its origin, with
an unprejudiced and unbiassed mind. Before commenting on the untrusworthy
evidence of the 1st, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 9th and 10th prosecution-witnesses, who
except the 7th witness, are related to one another as follows: 1st witness is the
brother of the deceased, the 4th is his. paternal uncle, the 5th is his nephew, the
6th is his wife’s nephew, and the 3rd, 8th, 9th and 11th are his cousins, and who
more or less, were persons mixed up in the Jellicut, and on whose stereotyped state-
ments alone, the prisoners, including Your Memorialist, were found guilty and con-
victed by the Sessions Judge of Madura, Your Memorialist craves Your Excellency’s
attention to the facts est forth in the following paras. .
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8. That on the very day, that the riot is said to have occurred, the following
Official Reports, were severally written by the Village Munsifs of Nallamaram,
Lakshmipuram, and Villur. The first was Report, Exhibit D, written by the Acting
Village Munsiff of Nallamaram to the Stationary Magistrate, Tirnmangalam Taluk
and dated 2-4-94, stating “that a riot took place between the Agamudia Maravars of
“ Villur and the Valayars of Vannivelampatti, within the limits of the said village,
““and serions hurt was caused”. The next was Report, Exhibit F, written by the
Village Munsiff of Lakshmipuramto the 2nd Class Magistrate, Viridhupatti Division
and dated 2-4-94, 6 p.m., to the effect *“that he heard that some Agamudia Maravars
“of Villur village and some Valayars of Vannivelampatti had come to see the sport,
“that a riot had ensued, and that a marava of Villur died, within the limits of
“ Nallamaram Village, and that 2 or 8 persons were wounded ; that he went to the
“place indicated and looked, but neither the corpse northe wounded persons were
“ there”. The third was Report, Exhibit J, written by the Village Munsiff of Villur to
the Station House Officer, Kallikudi and dated 2-4-94, 8 p-m. stating “that intherio-
“ting which ensuedat the Jellicut, Muthu Karuppa Tevan, sonof Poochee Tevan was
“ beaten and killed bysome persons, that the corpse was brought to his village, that
“he went to see it, accompanied by some Mahajana ryots and that there were marks
“of blows with sticks on the nape of the neck, the chest and head.” These same
Village Munsiffs were examined as the 12th, 13th, and 15th witnesses respectively
for the proscution, and their evidence, as far as they bear upon your Memorialist’s
case will be considered further down.

9. That at 7 a.m. on the 3rd April 1894, the day following the riot, the
Police appear to have held an inquest, after which, a Mahazar, written and addressed
to Government, was subscribed by 18 respectable inhabitants of Villur, including
the Village Munsiff, the village Maniem, and Annamalai Tevan, the brother of the
deceased and 1st prosecution witness, who headed the list. The Mahazar, Exhibit
111, was in the following terms : “Itis ascertained from Annamalai Tevan (1st prose«
“ cution witness,) that he learnt that his youngerbrother Muttu Karuppa Tevan, son
*“ of Poochee Tevan of the said village, had gone to see the Jellicut at Katanipatti
“ during day time yesterday, and seized a bull, and some one had beaten him and
“ that he was lying with wounds on his head, nape of the neck, back, &ec., that
“thereupon he (i.c., Annamalai) went, lifted and brought the wounded man,
“‘and that when he was being carried near Karaikanni, the wounded man died,
“being uuable to bear the pain caused by blows inflicted on him, and we haye
“gsigped this.” Bo it will be seen,that in the very earliest statement made by the
brother of the deceased, there is not the remotest reference, by name or description,
to Your Memorialist.

10. That on the 4th April 1894, the Station House Officer of Kallupatti,
submitted an Occurreence Report—Exhibit XIX—to the 2nd Class Magistrate of
Tirﬁmangalam, in which, for the first time, particulars are given of the riot which
ensued atthe Jellicut. The Station House Officerexamined the following 6 witnesses,
viz., Sangli Tevan of Villur, Kudan, son of Moona Kuravan (probably the same as
Muthukaruppa Koravan, the 7th prosecution witness), Sankara Tevan, Alaga Tevan,
Suppan Chetti, son of Muthukaruppan Chetti, and Arunachala Tevan, son of
Parasuraman Chetti; and their statements, as to the person, who incited the
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Vannivelampatti men to beat the man, who ha.d seized the bull, V\.rasl sevzﬁlysaf;;
follows :—Sangli Tevan stated that Vembuli Muppan of“ Vann;\rre an.xp e
Vellur fellow is seizing the bull, beat, beat;” Kudan that anm.ve] patti
Vembuli said beat the Thayoli ;7 Sankara Teva..n, “ that . Vanvae arx‘l‘pthat
¢ Vembuli Muppan said he has seized my bull, kick ];.nm,” and Alaga g egla: ahovy
Vannivelampatti Vembuli Muppan and another said, h.e has seized ¥ i
velampatti bull, beat’’. The remaining two persons are silent on tl'le po:ln .t crank
also Your Excellency will be pleased to note, that no reference is made o 10
Memorialist by any one of the men examined.

11. That on the following day, the 5th April 1894«', Fhe Station HO;JS;
Officer of Kalpatti, sent a second Occurrence Report—Exhibit XX—t.;o t%le .mto
Class Magistrate of Tirumangalam, in which a furthe.r devel‘opment 18 ﬁvezrst
the prosecution story ; and Your Memoriali.sb’sf name 18 mentioned fo-r 3 e o
time, as being one of the persons who incited the riot, ab the Jellicu ,.w ic
resulted in the death of Muthukaruppa Tevan. . The OccureTlce Beport. g.lv.es an
account of the Station House Officer’s proceeding to Katbampattl.on rec&}alwu;g :
MTakid, Exhibit L, from the Division Inspector, Panchapakesa..Alyar, t e n
; Your Memorialist has reason to believe—for his own
ends—gave form and shape to the prosecutio? f:ase. The Occurencet l?ep:? ::zi:
further, that the Station House Ofﬁcer:bon ;rmgng t}il:::’;?;::t) fx;;n;’ eri: 8 ‘?i ; i

1 n down anchapa ;
’(TWI;::: hl:[i:::nglireTtii;ﬁZe 5th pro:('acution witness, Pon.nusa.t.ni Tevan, the 4th
:osec’ution witness, and Virabadra Tevan, the 2nd pros-ecgtlon witness, 'f,halt amo:f;-
gther things, Your Memorialist and the 2nd prisoner incited the Vannivalampati

men at the Jellicut, to attack the deceased.

19. That it is a circumstance to be carefully noted, that of the 6 witnesseg
: e 4th April 1894—two days after the riot—by the Stfmon House
st Occurence Report—Exhibit XIX—not

prosecution witness, who,

examined on th e
Officer of the Kalpatti, as reported n his . g
one has been called ’to support the prosecution; except, 1618 contended, that

Kudan, son of Moona Koravan, is the same person as Muthukaruppa Korav.an, the
7th pr;secution witness. There is also the further fact, that a number o.f Wltnessez
were examined before Usalampatti Magistrate, but they have been studiously kep

out. lest their evidence should prove inconvenient for the prosecution.
3

th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th and 10th witnesses for

1st, 3rd, 4th, 5 > :
13. That the 1s lated to one another, and interested 1n

secution, are men more or less re ; regit
:111: p;:se as h;ving been mixed up in the riot, that ensued at the Jellicut ; and
3

the burden of their evidence, given in an off-hand style, as far agit r;latcst torYﬁ:
i ith sli jati follows : Ramasami Gaundan (10U
rialist, was with slight variations as - : :
?f[;nc::ial.list) ’and Vembuli Muppan were standing on a cart, and said the Villur

¢ men have seized the bull ; beat them.” ”’

3 g i 3 5
14. That the followiug analysis of the evidence of the prosecufion w1£1:z:8geh;
so far only as it concerns Y our Memorialist, will serve to show that the case

i malai
against him, was an after-thought and the outcome of a consplfaﬁy; anﬁn:;ther
Tevan, the 1sb prosecution witness, who says, thaf, Your Mefnorla ;s ks
man were standing on a cart and inciting the Vannivelampatti men to .
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who had seized the bull atthe Jellicut, is the same person, who on the very next
day after the riot, made a statement, at the inquest on his brother’s body, to the effect
that he bad learnt (not that he had been present and seen anything), that his
younger brother Muthukaruppa Tevan met with his death, from a beating he had
got at the Jellicut. This statement, as Your Excellency will observe, was embodied
in the Mahazar-Exhibit III-submitted to Government on the 3rd April 1894, by the
Village Munsif and 17 respectable inhabitants of Villur, including the witness him-
self whose signature is the first in the Mahazar. It was not tili the 6th April 1894,
or 4 days after the riot, that Annamalai Tevan made a statement, Exhibit II,
before the Station House Officer of Kallikudi, in which for the first time he sought
to implicate Your Memorialist. Sheik Budan Sahib, the 2nd prosecution witness,
says nothing which concerns Your Memorialist. Virabadra T'evan, the 3rd prosecution
witness, says that when Muthukaruppa Tevan seized the hump of the bull and was
running with it, he caught its tail. The bull went some distance, and they went
with it. 'While intent on pursuit and capture of thebull,he heard Your Memorialist
and the 2nd prisoner say ‘“they have caught the famous bull of our village; beat
them,” This is a statement, the utter falsehood and improbability of which, must
be evident to the commonest intellect. Ramasami Tevan, the 4th prosecution witness
states, that he was an eye-witness to the attack on the deceased, and got a beating
for his interposing. He says, that Ramasami Gaundan, Your Memorialist, was
in a cart and the 2nd prisoner was standing in front of it, and both said, “A Villur
man has seized the bull; beat him.” The statement of the witness varies from that
of the other so called eye-witnesses, in a material point. These have all asserted, that
both Your Memorialist and the 2nd prigsoner were standing in a cart. Furthermore
this witness is said to have mentioned to the Police Inspector, 2 days after the riot,
that he went to the scene of the attack only on hearing, that Muthukaruppa
Tevan had been beaten and knocked down. How this statement is reconcilable
with the later statement of the witness before the Session Court, to the effect, that
it was at the instigation of Your Memorialist and the 2nd prisoner, that the deceased
had been attacked, does not appear plain or easy to Your Memorialist. Murugandy
Tevan, the 5th prosicution witness, says, that he was present at the Jellicut,
when the bull was let loose ; that Muthnkaruppa and Virabadra went and seized
it, and came running with it, and that Ramasawmi Gaundan (Your Memorialist)
and Vembuli Muppan said, the Villur man has seized the bull; go and beat him.
The transparant falsehood of the statement becomes evident, when it is compared
with that made by him to the Trolice, embodied in Evhibit XXII, wherein he
stated, to quote his own evidence, “ they said at 5 naligays before sunset that Van-
“ nivelampatti men had beaten and killed a Villur man and were beating those that

< went there. I ran, Ramasawmy Gaundan, Village Munisiff of Vannivelampatti

¢ (Your Memerialist) and Vembuli Muppan said,” Ttisa Villur fellow that has come,
¢ peat him,” or with that other statement made by him at a latter development of
the case, before the committing magistrate, which was in the following words :—
« T went to see the sport, I was within the crowd, they said a Villur man had been
¢ heaten and had died. I ran to see, then Ramasawmy Gaundan (Your Memoria-
¢1list) and Vembuli Muppan said, “beat the Villur fellows whosoever may come.”
Viranan, the 6th prosecution witness, says, he was an eye witness to the attack on
the deceased and that the assailants had been instigated by Ramasawmy Gaundan
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(.Your Memorialist) and the 2nd, prisoner. This witnesssaysin his eross-examina«
tion that he was interviewed by the Inspector on the 3rd day; but this is untrue
ar.ld lmprok?al.ale. The Inspector would have made reference to this witness, in his
diary, Exhibit XXIII. Muthukaruppa Koravan, the 7th prosecution witness gives the
same story as the preceding witnesses, except the 2nd, and, says that one Muthu-
kara.pp.a. Tevan and Virabadra, seized the bull. Ramasawmy Gaundan (Your Me-
morialist) and the 2nd prisoner, said “ He has seized the bull of our village ; don’t
let him go ; beat him.” If this witness is the same as Kudan, son of Mo:na.’Kura-
v'fm,mentioned i}l Occurrence Report—Exhibit XIX—then it is clear, he made a very
different statement before the Station House Officer of Kalpatti ; f;r in the Occu-
rence Report, he is said to have stated, that when Muthukarupp; Tevan seized the
bull and went hanging on it, Vannivelampatti Vembuli, the 2nd prisoner, said
“beat the Thayoli.”” No reference whatsoever was made by him, in respect to, our
Memorialist. Muruga Tevan the 8th prosecution witness supports the previousy;vit—
nesses except the 2nd, and he evidently got the story from them. The same remarks
would apply to the evidence of Kaliani Tevan, the 9th, and Periamuthu Tevan, the
10th witnesses, for the prosecution. These men, as well as Muruea Tavan the 8t}’1 e
ness, were forced to admit in their cross-examination, that they h;d been spoken to b

the Head Constable, before their examination by the Committing MagisI:;rate Thi};
alone ought to speak volumes in support of the theory for the de’Zance that th.e case
against Your Memorialist was the outcome of a conspiracy, got up by ’Panchapakesa,
Aiyar, the 12th prosecution witness, of whom presently, and his myrmidc;ns The
evideuce of the next 11 witnesses for the prosecution, fromthe 11th to t};e 921st
inclusive, does in no way touch Your Memorialist. Of Panchapakesa Aiyar, the Divi-
sion Inspector, the 22nd witness, it must be said that there is not th:e least doubt
that it was he, who gave that development to the prosecution story, which has re-
sulted in mixing up Your Memorialist in the case. According to his diary, Exhibit
XVIII, he appears to have examined a number of witnesses of whom n;ne have
come forward to supporthim, except Muthukaruppa Koravan. He seems tohave made
further enquiries of which nothing is known except a desultory reference to them in
Occurrence Report, Exhibit XX, of the Station House Officer of Kalpatti. This wit-
ness’s motive to implicate Your Memorialist and others, clearly arises from a desive
on his part to rehabitulate himself in the good opinion of his superior officers, before
whom he was often brought up for misconduct, carelessness and breach of discipline.
He often got black marks; and on his own admission, he was reduced from 3rd to 4th
grade Head Constable. Here was a fine opportunity to work up a “ Cause celebre”
and, he has so far met with success ; Your Memorialist’s respectability and status

lending a flavour to the case for the prosecution.

15. That it is astounding, how in the face of so many contradictions, pointed out
in the foregoing para, the prosecution witnesses can be said to have made good the
case for the Crown, while no notice whatever is taken of the prosecution witnesses
the 2nd, 11th, 13th, 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th, 19th, 20th 21st, the really and
disinterested witnesses in the case, who say nothing to implicate Your Memorialist.
The following witnesses have to some extent supported Your Memorialist. Mootha-
rasu Tevan, the village Munsiff of Lakshmipuram, the 13th prosecution witness,
says in his cross-Examination, that he did not see either Ramasawmi Gaundan
(Your Memorialist) or Vembuli Muppan at the place where the Jellicut was held;

s
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and Sesha Aiyangar, Village Munsiff of Viilur, says he was present when Mahazar,
Exhibit III, was read out in the presence of Annamalai Tevan, the 1st prose-
cution witness, and that the latter signed it, of his free will. In the said Mahazar,
which contained the result of the inquest, held over the body of the deseased
Muthukarubpa Tevan, it is stated that the same Annamalai Tevan gave informa-
tion at the inquest stating that he had learnt, that his younger brother Muthu-
karuppa Tevan son of Poochee Tevan had at the Jellicut, on the previous day,
seized a bull and some one had beaten him, and that sometime after he had died

from the effects of the beating.

16. That under the foregoing circumstances, it must appear evident to any
unprejudiced mind, that Your Memorialist is the victim of a conspiracy. The case
against him is purely fictitious, and there is little doubt in Your Memorialist's
mind, that it was mainly got up by Panchapacasa Aiyar (the Division Inspector)
the 22nd witness for the prosecution. There is a strong under-current of facts
which go to show, that the Ist, Srd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th
witnesses who, with the exceptions of the Koravan, are all persons related to the
deceased man, were worked up and manipulated by the Inspector; or otherwise
there is no reasonable way of accounting for the very gradual growth of the
story for the prosecution, and the attempt, so far infortunately, successful on his

part, to set up that there was a stong anxiety on the part of the Villur people, to
as against Your Memorialist is untenable. There is mo

stifle the prosecution,
different to support this preposterous view.

evidence of any kind, good, bad or in

The genesis of the case must have been as follows: The Vannivalampatti
men were mixed up in the affray; whether true or false, it was alleged, that a
Vannivallampatti bull was let loose ab the Jellicut; a riot ensued; and a Villur
man was killed. Under these circumstances what was the most natural thing to be
expected, but that the Vannivalampatti Munsiff (Your Memorialist) was himself
present at the scene, and that he incited the Vannivallampatti men to attack
the Villur men, who were audacious enough to attack their bull. This idea
being caught up by the Inspector, it was not difficult for his Brahman brain, o
work up the whole case, into a very plansible story, and there by earn a cheap
reputation for vigilance, tact and skill, and regain the good opinion and confidence
of his superiors in the Department, where hitherto he had been looked upon as a

black sheep

17. That Your Memorialist, although it is himself who says it, is eminently
a man of peace. During his whole life time, he was never known to have been
mixed up in any affray. And in token of his good character, popularity and other
Your Memorialist has learnt with satisfaction, that the leading men and
other respectable inhabitants of not only his own village, but of the villages around,
within a radius of 5 miles, have submitted to Your Excellency, a Mahazar most nu-
merously signed, praying that Your Excellency will be graciously pleased to re-
consider the terrible sentence passed against Your Memorialist of transportation
for life, which in Your Memorialist’s case is equivalent to living death. -

qualities,

18. That Your Memorialist declares most solemnly, that he is absolutely
guiltless of any complicity in the riot, which ensued at the Jallicut referred to in
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previous paras; that in reality he was elsewhere at the time ; that he knew
nothing of the death of Muthukaruppa Tevan, until sometime after ; that there was
no attempt on Your Memorialist’s part, or on that of his friends to stifle any
prosecution, as against him, and that the prosecution itself, so far as it relates to
Your Memorialist, is an after thought, and the outcome of a conspiracy, the lead-

ing spirit wherein was the Division Inspector, Panchapacasa Aiyar the 22nd
witness for the prosecution.

19. That Your Memorialist craves leave to forward for easy reference, here-
with, the printed judgment of the Sessions J udge of Madura, marked with the letter
A ; the printed records of the Sessions Case, No. 39 of 1894, before the Sessions
Court of Madura, marked with the letter B, and wherein will be found the depo-
sitions of the prosecution witnesses, and the Exhibits, commented on, in the foregoing
paras ; and the judgment of the High Court, in Criminal Appeal No. 402 of 1894,

dismissing the joint appeal of Your Memorialist and the other prisoners, and mark-
ed with the letter C.

20. That notwithstanding the reasons set forth in the foregoing paras, if
Your Excellency, is of opinion that Your Memorialist is a guilty person, Your Ex-
cellency will be graciously pleased, to exercise in Your Memorialist’s favor, the PrRE-
ROGATIVE MERCY, vested in Your Excellency as the IMustrious Representative of Her
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen Empress of India, and forgive his offence, and

release him from prison, or commute the terrible sentence passed on him to some
lighter punishment.

Your Memorialist therefore prays, that this his Memorial may
be received, and that Your Excellency, considering the
grounds urged in the foregoing Memorial, will be pleased
to direct Your Momorialist’s acquittal and immediate re-
lease from Imprisonment 5 or, should Your Excellency hold
to the contrary, that Your Memorialist is a guilty person,

Your Excellency will be graciously pleased to exercise in

Your Memorialist’s favor, tag PREROGATIVE OF MERCY vested

in Your Excellency, as aforesaid, and forgive Your Memo-

rialist’s offence altogether, or commute the terrible sentence
passed on him, to same lighter punishment,

And Your Memorialist will, ever pray.

7, For7 £a7 for g £

I, Ramasamr Gaundan, the Memorialist named in the Joregoing Memorial,
declare the same to be true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.
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Dated // A D 2’—%»5241894(.

From

A. G, CARDEW, Esq., M.A., (BJ

INsPECTOR-GENERAL oF MS,M )

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT.

Sir,
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%’ I have the honor to be,

Sir,

Your most obedient Servant,
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