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HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,
FORT ST. GEORGE.

The humble petition of Vrava NADAN, Sa-
RAVANAI NADAN, MaDAsaMI INADAN AND
MasinaMANT NADAN, under Section 401

of the Criminal Procedure Code,

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—

That Petitioners were the 7th, 8th, 9th and 11th prisoners before the
Session Court of Madura in Session Case No. 34 of 1895, and, having been con-
victed under Sections 302 and 149 of the Indian Penal Code, were sentenced by

that Court to transportation for life.

9. That, on appeal to the High Court, the conviction and sentence passed
on Petitioners have been confirmed, and Petitioners now appeal to Your Excellency
in Council, for the exercise of that prerogative of mercy which is vested in the
Government by Section 401 of the Criminal Procedure Code.

3. That, to enable Your Excellency in Council to determine how far the
(tovernment would be justified in exercising that prerogative, Petitioners beg res-
pectfully to submit the following facts for consideration.

4. That the story of Petitioners having taken a prominent part in the

Judiciai

Thevaram Jellicut is opposed to reason, may be seen from the fact that the Jelli- fos; /
out is a national pastime peculiar to the Hindus who do not profess the Christian E

religion, and Native Christians have nothing whatever to do with such a pastime,
tor the simple reason that the Jellicut is initiated by a short oarbmbhial before &
Hindu temple in which no Native Christian could join.

5. That, in little villages in the Mofussil, Native Christians are all along
accustomed to observing the Sabbath more rigidly than in large towns, as their

numbers are small and their conduct more subject to supervision by their Pastors.

6. That, in a little village like Kombai, the evidence of the Native Pas-
tor (the 8th witness for the Defence) who presided at the wusual service on the

evening of the 94th March 1895, and who swore to the presence of Petitioners at

that evening service, is deserving of some consideration, corroborated as it is by

the testimony of the Defence 4th witness Gnanamuthu Vathyar,

-

7 That the fact that the names “of these Petitioners were mentioned
soon after the occurrence as having been present at the Jellicut and taken part in

Dent.
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the riot, is a civcumstance which would have at once brought to the recollection of
the Native Pastor and the Teacher, that these Petitioners were present at the Sab-
bath service on the evening of the 24th March 1895, and that they were being
falsely implicated in the riot, and would have made a strong impression on their
memory.

8. That a slight consideration of the circumstances connected with the
first complaint A presented in this case will shew that that complaint was never
_written at the time it is alleged to have been written, and that it must have been
a subsequent production after sufficient deliberation # to who should be included
as accused.

9. That if, as it is admitted all round, the Jellicut was over at 5 P.M.,
that the riot occurred at 5-30 P. M. after the crowd had dispersed homewards, and
got into the village of Thevaram, it is not possible for the complaint A to have
been prepared and presented to the Village Munsif at 5-30, for the riot had just

3

thing specific alleged against any one, warrants the inference that when the com-
plaint was lodged it had not been arranged who should be * selected as the ring-
leaders of this riot, and what part should be assigned to the rest.

13. That where a serious riot takes place and 40 people are said to have
taken part in it, it has always been held a safe rule to insist on something definite
being alleged against those whom it is sought to implicate ; but in the present case
nothing specific has been alleged against Petitioners from the complaint down to
the close of the trial.

14. That admittedly a crowd was returning from the Jellicut, and to
make that crowd criminally responsible by simply saying they all beat the deceased

would amount to holding out a premium to aggrieved people to wreak their ven-
geance on the innocent, either from personal malice or secret instigation.

15. That the circumstance that not an inhabitant of a single house liv-
ing in the street in which the riot took place has been examined as a witness,

then come to an end, and the Police Inspector’s report Exhibit Q dated 26th March
1895 states that the complainant Lakshmana Kudumban first went to a relative’s

%ﬁ"/’ ﬂ i e tﬁﬁouse for paper to write a complaint on, and that he then went to the Chavady, and

(
4 v «/l4 there found a man whose name ha
W emritt P ) s never yet been revealed, and
complaint A in all its detail, ; R

coupled with the fact that the name of the man who wrote the complaint A for
' Lakshmana Kudumban has never been revealed, indicates that that complaint was
drawn up at a later period of night after mature deliberation, and passed on by the

Village Munsif to the Police next morning.
? RO 96, VThatt it is a singular circymstance that the Police Inspector who
, received the Egaplaiht A ﬂll"Ollé‘l'l the Vmaééﬁunsif at 5 A.M., on the 25th March
| . - +-1895; - and who,went to the %illage-of THévyaram at 10 A.M., on that day, should
' ‘;Q%vg‘ b:\e%a._l‘%lg _to;fmld the complainant Lakshmana. Kudumban there, who, for
reasons nop known, is said to have gone -to Kombai, and to have been produced

befqre, thé Insfigetoriof Rolica db 8P,

10. That, looking into the contents of complaint A, it is impossible to
believe that Liakshmana Kudumban who calls himself an illiterate man, couald, in
all the distress and excitement of that moment, have given all the detazls th .
set out, and have enumerated his witnesses and the accused so systematicall . iy vt
lecting chiefly Native Christians from Kombai and including a non-Chryi,t_se- 5
the 10th prisoner who had been arrested on the spot by a Policeman, where:sl:t

ey A (,[: l&‘iu—%p(

g &

o all A= IS Y

cording to the complaint there was a orowd of 40 persons who came in a body and
. 2 M g

made the attack in a street in the village of Thevaram, when there must haveyb ¥

the utmost confusion imaginable, and identification impossible. B

11. That another circumstance which goes to shew that complaint A
was a later production after considerable deliberation is, that in Exhibit Q the
Police Inspector says he examined the mother of the deceased who stated that she

17. That another circumstauce worthy of remark is, that ,thé complai-

nant whobmfesiﬂﬁ hdve been 0/ energetic in preparing and presenting his

f&om_'Elaint A, forgomeﬁupkgti&gn reason concealed himself when his case was cal-
led up, and had to be produced under a warrant, on representations made by Pe-

titioner’s Solicitor. (Vide Exhibit R1.)

18. That the conduct of the complainant was followed by the 10th,
11th and 12th witnesses;

went to see the Jellicut ; that she saw her son being beaten ; that when she went 1 “d . {':o’:é?'plam s, aD.Y ey
b ; except that these men were withheld by some one interested in shaping their evi-

up to her son she found him dead ; that she saw the co -
P el et village dence, and who believed he had not had sufficient time for his purpose.

Chavadi, but did not observe her son Lakshmanan or the Village Munsif at the cancasits
place. 19. That while in his sworn evidence the complainant declares he was

being beaten by Petitioner Saravanai Nadan (8th prisoner), his first complaint A 4 oy et A (

12. That a further curious circumstance is; that while in the complaint \ § : . , i

A a vague and general statement is made that about 40 persons including the ac- does not say a word ABORG L avin g Dodn "besten By GHOERAL Weany me. l{»w: /i 71,“;" i il E
cused beat the deceased, no attempt is made to assign any specific act against any \ 90. That it is noteworthy that Petitioner Masilamany Nadan’s name o A ;;z -

of the accused, not even when the Police Inspector examined the complainant on {' ) (11th prisoner) was never mentioned in the first complaint, and his subsequent e

the following night ;, and the fact that it was not till the case was inquired into by implication in the matter by the 6th witness bears on 1t the impress of falsel:ood.

_ the Committing Magistrate on the 20th April or pearly a month after, was any- L
e - a” Sl 45 - % g 7 Dl DR e J - - \
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91. That the Assessors who presided ab the trial in the Session Court i -’
of Madura, found Petitioners guilty ot'.rioting only undet: Section 147 of the Indi- ’l h Curenr Nog 2 Y6 s
an Penal Code; that, assuming the evidence to be true, 1t would be a pure matter ‘ 1 -“' / or 1895 . 1
of inference to decide whether the case of Petitioners would fall under Sections i \ \ Application’t o {/ﬂ’, o5y 1 SO A E27C '
. & ‘AR ) 1cation 1981
302 and 149 of the Indian Penal Code ; and Petitioners would beg your Excellen- %, ¥ Tail, 71’;1; or rem1§?§10n‘ of sentence from conviet [ in the = M“’é
/

FOR ORDERS.
.

AR el cmﬁ,@% |

way justify the inference that, as seb out in the charge framed against them, they

cy in (Council to determine whether the facts alleged against Petitioners in any ‘ i
murder was likely to be commatted by the unlawful assembly in F

must have known that

e M s 5
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the prosecution of the common object to inflict bodily injury on the deceased. ‘ s
o 3 M ( B m,m. Nume of the Convict
¢ sentence of their judgment i - - — 2 ) 7
celre Lo soff fais ases Gabnt e Aw/ )

99. That the High Court have in the las
punishment inflicted by stating that they

given expression t0 their view of the - . Vs M “~
/g'y po 57//"./'”,-«”:—‘,.’ M“’f": "(r‘ﬁ”f’j

have no power to reduce it 8 p
R f - s b o / i ~ 4 Loopsrt arssrs
93. That itis open to Your Excellency 10 the interests of justice to ‘ il 7 / 7/ 7 : _(’"/- L /éfM “rg, |
orant Your Petitioners an unconditional pardon if upon & dispassionate considera- ,_.' i 4 b y 1y $ /{, v §7000 Fcmilase e Aarme (] ) ;
tion of the evidence recorded Your Excellency in Council should be of opinion ". ' 7 Offence  committed. 121
that the innocent have been mingled with the guilty in this case ; and Petitioners {i fe /“w’ Ty A
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xercised by Your
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pray that the prerogative of mercy which was e

accordingly & 1
Txcellency in Council in the Kunnivailamputty case (Session Case No. 39 of 1894), ¥
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The following papers aré sobmitted herewith = ;}
( :

(1) Copy of the Madura Sessions J ndge’s Judgment in Sessions Case No. |
! Result of appeal to High Conrt.

R R 5
e T, . !‘F’ =

34 of 1895,
) Copy of Judgment of the High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 278 of 1 ’ ﬁ; > )

\ 1895, and ' '

3 Printed Book containing the evidence and other Session record far- b P
| nished by the High Court to the Petitioner’s counsel there. e 1
: revious Convietions. 5
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B To

His Execellency the Right Honorable

the Governor of Fort St. George

in Council;
The Humble Petition of :(—

1. AYYA NADAN.
MUTHUKARUPPAN.

Lo

MARIMUTHU NADAN alias PERIA VELLIAN.
IYEMPERUMAL alias SINNA VELLAYA NADAN.

o
- -

5. RAKKAPPA NADAN.

6. MARIMUTHU NADAN alics MARIAPPA NADAN.
S AR AN A e A,

A AMABASAMFmiirs MANTRRAVASAGA NADAN,
10. VELUMURUGA NADAN.
12. SINNA SUPPU GOUNDAN.

Sheweth :—

1. Petitioners have all been convicted of murder and rioting with murder
and are now under sentence of transportation for life.

2. They were so convicted and sentenced by the Sessions Court of
Madura in 8. C. No. 34 of 1895, and the conviction has been upheld by the
High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 278 of 1895 and Referred Trial No. 42 of 1895
(copies of judgment of both Courts are herewith sent marked A and B).

3. Petitioners submit that they have been unjustly convicted and beg to
present this petition for a remission of the whole or any part of the sentence as to
the Government may seem fit under the following circumstances.

4. Petitioners are all except-thedest; Christians ; and they are all said to

have taken part in a murderous riot on Sunday the 24th March last, at Tevaram,
in Madura.
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5. There was, it is said, a Jellicut on that day at Tevaram and in that
Jellicut it is also said that the 8rd prisoner let loose his bull which the deceased
succeeded in catching and in consequenee of a quarrel that ensued on it, it is said
prisoners with 30 or 40 more attacked that single individual with sticks and beat

f him to death in the presence of a lot of people, who were going back to their vil-
'{ lages after the Jellicut was over.

e . _ gt et < g, t-*ﬂm-‘“-“.““

6. The following are some of the very gross improbabilities attaching to
such a story.

(2) Granting that there was a J ellicut,’ it is grossly improbable
that Christians would have taken part in it on a Sunday.

(8) 1t is not shown that any of the prisoners had any bull in that
Jellicut beyond the hearsay evidence of the first witness,
brother of the deceased (see Page 57, printed records).

————

(¢) The motive alleged (the abuse by the Palla of the owner of
the bull) is so very week and it is not likely that the Nadars
as a whole would have risen enmasse to punish the deceased.
Moreover it does not find a place in the very first cem-
plaint, see Exhibit A, page 39.

(d) It is not said there was any general commotion between the
' two classes of Pallas and Nadars and so it is impossible to
understand ‘why 50 ‘or ‘more Nadars should unite to attack

a single individual, -

(¢) 1Ina Jellicut, bulls are let in to be caught. and why should the
owner of the bull prevent its being caught.

SEE TS 9 ]

‘ 7. Petitioners do not deny that the deceased was beaten to death by
- some persons or other but they do deny that petitioners had any hand in that affair
and the story for the prosecution as to how the affray arose is entirely untrue.

8. From the number of injuries found on the deceased and considering
alsp that prosecution witnesses 1 and 2 and accused No, 10 show marks of wounds
Gt kv"”“‘ﬁl/gth

| % - g eir persons, it is probable that there was g general fight between several peopl.e
s ‘”\7:;0“51 that Jellicut on account af some dispute as to who was entitled to a prize as is

p #4;:1/;& sy ~usual in Jellicuts, and in that scuffle deceased must have been killed and the Zen?m-

. éfzz:#‘ ¢ dars of Tevaram and Kombai taking advantage of this unfortunate event availed
| /“\‘/4"“!‘})‘/ themselves of the, opportunity to charge their longstanding enemies the Nadars of
' Tevaram and Kombai. The fact remains that accused 1 to 6 are from Tevaram

and the remaining 6 are from Kombai.

9. Inpara. I2 of his judgment the Sessions J udge observes that there
is no satisfactory proof of the enmity between the Nadars and ?t,he.ar people:i,
headed by the Zemindars. That there has been and is such an enm}ty]l:s px-over

" | by the admission of the first witness himself (see his statement to Police .nr(lispe:t:ts,
‘page 58; see also Exhibit IV, page 66, para. 2.) Besides these, numerous jndgm

AL

Y dm

cérw/‘{kf
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of courts showing the general enmity between the 2 classes were given to the
solicitor who defended the accused, which he has failed to file. A reference to the
following public documents will show how bitter is the feud between the Nadars on
the one hand and the other people of the village. It is evident there are some
persons working behind the scenes as the first witness admits he has engaged a
seperate Vakil. Who pays for the Vakil? Not the Pulla of course.

List of documents abovementioned failed to be filed in lower courts by the
prisonors’ Vakil

(1) Complaint by the servant of Kombai Zemindar on 21-5-94
against the 9th accused’s brother Komarady Nadan, 7th
accused, 8th accused and 11th accused.

(2) Village Munsiff’s report,
(3) Police referred charge sheet.

(4) Judgment in Calender Case No. 186/94 by the 11th accused’s
brother against the Zemindar of Kombai and others,

{8) 579/94. Complainant Perumal Servai, servant of the Kombai
Zemindar brought a complaint against 11th accused and
4 others in which 8th defendant Saravanai alias Sami
Adiyan supported the defence.

(6) Judgment in Calender Register No. 15/92 in which 8th ac-
cused Saravana brought complaint against the Zemindar .
of Kombai, deceased and some others in which Madasami

alias Manikkavasaga Nadan, 9th accused, supported the .-
prosecution.

(7) Judgment 148/92 by the Zemindar of Kombai against the |
11th accused.

(8) Deposition of Apothecary in C. C. No. 20/93 that Masila-
mani’s the 11th accused’s left hand is useless to do any work.

(9) Judgment in C, C. No. 185/94. Mahomed Ghose complained
against the servants of Kombai Zemindar in which 7th
accused Joseph alias Vyrava Nadan and 8Sth accused
Saravanai alias Sami Adiyan deposed against the defence
and supported the prosecution.

(10) Judgment C. C. No. 584794 against the Zemindar of Kombai,
3 deceased and some others by one Dorai Pandiyar in which
12th accused and his daughter deposed against the said
Zemindar and this complaint Just previous to the present
case ; and hence the present case has been concocted.
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i s?,id there were 13 eye-witnesses to the occurrences including 14. The Occurence Report, Exhibit Q, page 54, shows that the mother of

ﬂllle ?gnstabge b‘:t X 1 ? fact worthy of note that although there were houses 0; the deceased was an eye-witness to the occurrence and in her statement she does
all sides yet not a single neighbour gives evidence in the case. The onl i not mention the first 3 accused as having tak b1 :

. y neigh- i g taken part in the beating, nor does she

& mention the other accused except the 8th, 11th and 10th (10th arrested on the spot).

bour the 7th witness was tendered for cross-examination f
i She on the other hand mentions other people as having killed her son and they have

not been arrested nor was she examined at the trial.

B 1'1. The so-called eye witnesses 1 to 13 are not entitled to any credit for
the following reasons.

: 15. The 11th and 12th petitioners further say that their names were not
mentioned in the first eomplaint (Exhibit A, page 40) nor were they mentioned by
the first witness to the Village Munsiff. See Village Munsiff’s evidence, page 21;
and the 9th witness says (page 15) that he did not see them there. The case

b) They gi i
(®) ozlyleivizl sx:ram:}llmar y story as to how th.e accused and against them is therefore considerably weakened by these facts. The first witness
) efore the court, beat the man with sticks even admits there has been bitter ill-feeling between the 2 families of the 11th prisoner

fter h g 3 " :
after he had fallen down dead. and his own on account of his having got the deceased convicted (see Exhibit IV). < 4,
and it is therefore unlikely that the first witness could have overlooked his name if 7 7"/4"

really he was concerned. Moreover the 11th is a man with only one arm. This &f‘- VL4
portion of the case has been entirely ignored by the High Court.

(@) There isa strong feeling among other classes against the
Nadars of the place.

—

| (c) 1f they were really present at the rioting they would bear

o 9 ‘max.'ks of injuries on their persons as it is impossible to

:,_/‘*V/"V“-/z’v : (beheve that 40 men could be attacking only a single
individual,

16. Petitioners also beg to bring to the notice of Government, the conduct
of the Head Constable, in showing the prisoners before the trial began to the Prose-
cution witnesses, see Exhibit IL and evidence of the 9th and 10th witnesses for

the defence.

L (d) All of them when asked to identify in a court the prisoners
s, —a=_ onthe 20th April before the Magistrate, pointed out persons

/ A
i 5ot GUERTRRE U8 SR N b totally unconnected with the transaction, see Exhibi
% 7 A ﬁ/»//";, o/ 4 3 L /‘ ok B i R PATaR e e JAT - it I1 a. 17. Petitioners had the misfortune to be defended by a solicitor who did |
| S Y seaeties ™, (¢) Of these the 6th, 7th and 8th witnesses were mnot even not understand Tamil, before the Sessions Court and petitioners consider their case '
Fi : named in the first complaint, see Exhibit A,page 40, and some ‘ has been prejudiced thereby. '

witnesses named in the com laint have not b i 2 .
;‘ P een examined. 18. From the circumstances mentioned above, it will appear that there 1s

12. The 1st witness is the most important witness. He is the brother i(;nzldirableedl:‘ubtﬁ.t 3 ﬂgh?r?:ence; J tbﬁ accl,ls?d at the ri_Ot" if any ; and Petitio-
of the deceased and he says he was with the deceased all through the day. The rs who are law-abiding Chirstians Aave bECH injustly punished.

8th witness is also said to have been with the deceased right through. The 1st
the name of 8th witness 1 his first complaint. The 8th i P. §.—Petitioners pray that the enclosures to this petition and the order

e

19. Petitioners therefore pray they may be pardoned.

witness did not mention
witness says that accused 1 to 3 rescued the bull, while the 1st witness to whom

it is admitted all the accused were known by name previously, says he does not
know the names of the Nadars who rescued the pull. This is a very material

point as it 18 said to be the cause of this outbreak ; again the first witness admits

enmity between the Nadars and his people.

' id thereon, may be sent to their agent, Revd. S. Nullathambi, Kombai, Periakulam, |

Madura District. The judgment of the High Court will be sent to Government
by their Vakil at Madras, as the copy applied for has not yet been obtained.

ANy Ty

;1}4.\’ cyﬁil,c.glﬂ;/lz, 2 ';,») . )J"f' Z

The 2nd and 8th witnesses, curiously enough, profess to have been present - !t 46’\/%7 NPT
o seizure of the pull and the attack on the deceased with an

-:A.(_LA
i -

on both occasions, th

interval of some hours. Why were they not attending to their own business. “Q; (H f f/ AL yl\, [_21/@ 3 /W
A 3 =

13. Moreover the witnesses with some variation now say that the first 1 e ,7/b @ _
three accused dealt the first three blows (the fatal ones)l buti this fact g}asﬁnot 8 97'(,"% ; /Lﬂ? A, e

: : : +1 his evi Police Inspectorsthe 1irs : (e Lo SR
mentioned in the complaint and 1n his evidence before ’f,he i o e Res e ; B
witness only mentioned the 1st and 2nd accused as having dealt the fatal blows (Sfre i 2ty :QM »73’) e Or 042657 e

he includes 8rd also. It is rather remarkable that the Wit- ' 5o & PR, e o I8 ‘
C 2 5\ y I Ly

page 97) whereas now

nesses in that crowd of 40 or more, should have noted who dealt the fatal blows.
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Judicial Dept, |

E 2

Read azain G,0.dated qoth'Wcr.l’Bﬁ'
No,. 8151, !

C.Nus., 4179 & 4278

0ORDER 974-—/0—75‘//1’—,2»5?

Mis.

the Govt, is pleased to commute the sonr.—.";‘:..

tence of transportation for life passed;:{

upon the undermentioned conviects in

»

Madura Sessicns Case No.34 JF 1895 and

confirmed by the High Court in Criminal

}l

. _‘3 i

~ Appeal No,298 of 1895 for the terms of

¢ T ¢
ﬁ imprisonment specified beiouw, - : _.

Name of Convict [Trichy | Pericd for

9211 N4 which origi-

is commuted. 1'};

> . Nfpassigned in
~x i? Madura Sessions
. Case
) l"
;.IJ - 4 /
.
- 5/
6. ‘/

j ' : l/ 4 T
| Iyemperumal aiias Sinnd 5063‘_A Rig. imprisam-~
. Veliaya Nadan ment for £
‘ / seven years
 Rakkappa Nadan 5064 - - do === :}
| 2 [ &8
- Marimuthu Nadan aiias 5065‘/ do ,
Mariappa Nadan : b
Vyrava Nadan aiias '5.065 | =-do - -
| Joseph Naday - B
Saravanai aiias Sami- ‘/ ~ v =
agtyar el o v neey

Medasami aiias Manikvaf sogg | Seven years |

vasaga Nadan /
. \/'v \/ ‘/ -
10 v/ ; Ve lururuga Nadan ‘ 506] - Ten years
- ii ¥ | Masiiamani Nedan 5070 /] Seven years |
m 12 v Sinna Suppu ‘Goundan 5071 - do - = ..
o
. ‘1 X \L
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?f \When given for copying 2
B The remalning three con- When copied
PET1TION from CONVICIS. .. When examined 189 .
victs wio have petitioned Govt. Viz. - :
1gt accused Ayya Nadan No.5266, 2nd -
accused Muthukaruppan No.526% and érd "fxun m;xsx; G.0., No. e
accusea Marimuthu Nadan aiias Peria
yeiiian NC.5268 ¢l ouid e informed
that the Govi. sees no reason to inter- /
ere in their pehatf. CurreNT No.
; (¢ R O M ORDERS)
B The Govt., observes that
1 %3” l"‘- ) & 3 “n :
this is Ul a,seconix case wh&,gg;,,r as
pecent1y come to its'noiicbﬁ%an which , /
aj iiica has brought aboutl a fight » !
D
l'---ter’mihdting in nurder. The Dt, Magte.
ghould report whether in his opinion v g :
’11 . 4 cLosvres o 0. No,
it 18 agesirabie to reguiate meetings SR . :
of this description in order to prevent . |
the occurrence of simiiar disturbances
in the future. it
: - noEa o7 GOVRRNMENT 23 = 2
e ey o AlAA[AIA|A|A
i ‘L -
\ < 4 Jog. $1° f ; :
{ Ny BITER OF GOVERNMENT.
i 4
' ’ TEMENT WITH DITTO.
10 ‘ i : ’ ' _ y g . |
9 ¥ { :
1 P prisons ith recordassy ¥ 1 A
o X b ol e ; '”‘\, ) ) XOT FILED UP, BEING MBANT FOR DESPATCH
: PR | IN ORIGINAL. _
,, Hon, the Chief Justice with C. I ; 4 |
>-» I,(x. 01 Pu'icb t
£
Y
{ b
,, Dt, Magte., Madura, b |
A :
¢
b
'\ NB.—
f A = Copy in full, : ; : .
B == Not to be copied. A - \
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P = Copy abstract only.
Q == Copy heading only-
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