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H. E. Tue Ricat Hon’BLE

BEILBY LAWLEY, BARON WENLOCK, G.CIE,

The Governor in Council,

FORT ST. GEORGE, MADRAS.

The Humble Memorial submitted by RAMACHANDRA RAJU, son of

GOPAUL RAJU, residing at Ambasamudram, Ambasamudram

Talug, Tinnevelly District. .

RESPECIFULLY SHEWETH :—

That memorialist begs to lay before your Excellency in Council the following facts
for your Excellency’s kind and just consideration.

2. That Subramonia Pillai, Head Constable, No. 61, Station House Officer of Amba-
samudram, owed memorialist the sum of Rs. 46 and odd, the said amount being due to
memorialist on a settlement of accounts for services rendered to the said Head Constable by
memorialist, who is a painter by profession,

3. That the said Head Constable not having paid memorialist the said amount in
spite of repeated demands, memorialist filed a suit against him in the District Munsift’s Court
at Ambasamudram in S. C. 151 of 1895. The said suit was decreed in favour of memorialist.

4. That in the said suit the said Head Constable not only denied memorialist’s
claim, but also set up an alibi and pleaded that at the time when memorialist contended he
dettled accounts with memorialist, he (the Head Constable) was at Veeravanallur on beat
duty, and that he there met at the time Head Constable Nellanayagam Pillai, the Station
House Officer of Shermadevi. In support of the said plea of alibi, he produced certain

. forged documents, and made the said Nellanayagam Pillai to produce other forged docu-

ments. Both of them also gave evidence in support, of the above documents, and thereby
committed perjury as well. The nature of the offences committed by them will appear from
the judgment in the said suit, a copy of which is herewith produced.

-

5. That after the decision of the said suit, in the trial of which the said offences
were committed and exposed, memorialist applied to the District Munsiff for sanction to pro-
secute the two Head Constables, and two other constables, for the offences of perjury, forgery,
using a forged document, &c., &c., under Section 195 of the Criminal Procedure Code.

e 2 g i it i

B LT L T T I ; Mol s o TITRRE -1 o g
i, A SR Fand M-l TR SR R i LN A T M il ] sl A 4o e e 3 By




~

2

6. That in the preliminary enquiry on the said petition, the District Munsiff ruled
that he would (in the interests of justice) proceed under Section 478 of the Criminal Proce-

dure Code, and accordingly issued warrants to the said two Head Constables, one of whom,

Subramonia Pillai, was arrested and remanded.

7. That throughout these proceedings, both the Superintendent of Police and the
Inspector of Ambasamudram have been backing up the said two Head Constables, and
thwarting in different ways the course of justice.

8. That the offences having been committed by the said two Head Constables not
in the discharge of their duties as Police Officers, but simply as private individuals, there is
absolutely no reason for the said Superintendent and Inspector to support the said Head
Constables. Their duty was clearly to help the prosecutor and judge in having a full investiga-

tion, and arriving at the truth, or at least they ought to preserve an attitude of striet
neutrality.

-9.  That instead of doing so, they have taken the extraordinary step of practically
conducting the defence for the two Head Constables and taking a strong and personal interest
in getting them off altogether from all enquiry and trial under the lay,

10. That when the memorialist applied for sanction to prosecute the defendant
and his witnesses Nellanayagam Pillai and Karunai Anantham Pillai, there have been fre-
quent communications by wire between the Superintendent of Police and the Inspector of
Ambasamudram, indicating an ardent desire on the part of the Superintendent to get the
constables out of trouble and the ineffectual attempt to do so of the regretting Inspector.
The statutory period for the destruction of the said telegrams (i.c., four months) is unforty-
nately close at hand. 'The memorialist, therefore, begs your Excellency to apply by wire for
the said telegraphic communications to thoe Central Office, Calcutta, and crave leave to take
them as part and parcel of this memorial.

11. That as soon as Subramonia Pillai was arrested (on Monday, the 29th ultimo)
the said Inspector rushed off to Palameottah and himself engaging a Vakil for the said Subx:a-
monia Pillai, spent the whole of Tuesday, the 30th ultimo, and W ednesday, the 1st instant,
at Palamcottah, far away from his division' and without doing his daily official duties. Al
these two days he has been going forwards and backwards between the Superintendent’s
house, the Vakil’s house and the Court house. And the Superintendent himself not only

Subramonia Pillai on bail and to call up the records for revision ! ]|
mention that the application was granted.)

12. That as soon as the application was granted, the said Inspector of Police rushed
to the Telegraph Office and despatched a telegram to the said Subromania Pillaj through
the Sheristadar-Magistrate who is in charge of the sub-jail at Ambasamudram 4 intimating
the Court’s order.

13. That the Police Superintendent was more or less sure that the case of forgery
would be proved against the said three persons, and that is why he had transferred some five or
six constables from Ambasamudram to various places in the district all at the same time and
for no justifiable reason. It is very surprising that these constables, who are the best witnesses
to depose to any crime connected with the beat tickets of their station, are transferred
beyond the jurisdiction of Ambasamudram M unsiﬁ’§ Court, anfi the person,i.e., Head Constable
No. 61, who is very much interested .in suppressing the crime and who would readily take
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up any opportunity to do so, is retained in the same place, not to speak of the bad and objec-
tionable policy of the Police Superintendent in keeping him in service when a proper tribunal
has suspected that he has, in direct violation of the trust imposed on him by the Government,
committed a very serious offence.

14.  That further on the duy (the 29th ultimo) the District Munsiff passed proceed-
ings taking up the case under Section 478 of the Criminal Procedure Cole Wl busd ek
for the arrest of the said Subramonia Pillai and Nellanayagam Pillai, it has been pretended
as if the said Nellanayagam Pillai was deputed on that day to go in search of certain thieves
with warrants of arrest for them and as if his whereabouts was unknown.  Accordingly they
returned the District Munsiff’s warrant of arrest to Nellanayagam Pillai with an endorsement
to the above effect.

15. That such a procedure on the pact of such responsible officers is without a
parallel, and is calculated most seriously to prejudice and thwart the course of justice.

16. That it is unnecessary to point out that the proper course pending such an
enquiry and trial is not to allow the Head Constables (when such serious charges are hang-

ing over their heads) to be in active discharge of their duties, but to suspend, them or at any |

rate to relieve them from active duty.

Prays, therefore, your Excellency in Council to be graciously pleased to order the .

said Superintendent of Police and the said Inspector not to interfere any further with the

case, and to be further pleased to take such notice of their extraordinary conduct as your !

Excellency in Council considers proper and just.
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