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ASSESSOR CASE.

PRESENT.

Sessions Case No. 34 of 1895.

JUDGMENT.
Sheikh Ahmed. )
Murder, section 302 1. P. C.
Not guilty.

Guilty.

10}

High Court.

. Palmanair Taluq.

In the Court of Sessions of North Arcot-

E. J. SEWELL Esq., Ag. Sessions Judge.
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1. Abboy Naidu, Balija, Teacher, Mission School, Vellore.
9. Sreenivasa Pillai, Karnam, cultivator, Nadavaloor, Puttur Division.

Prosecution- Witnesses :—

Khidu Bee.

Vijir Bee.

Ghulam Mahomed.

Subraya Chetty:

Rasfil Sahib.

Mr. C. F. Francis, Civil Apothecary.
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Defence- Witnesses :—

1. Petha Mahomed Oosman.
2. Chinna Mahomed Oosman.

Eahibits :—

A. Village Munsiff’s report to the Committing Magistrate.
B. Mahazar.
C. Post-mortem certificate.

D. Statement of the prisoner before the Committing Magistrate.

The defendant, Sheikh Ahmed, is charged with murdering his wife, Hussein
Bee, on the afternoon of August 9th, 1895 (section 302 1. P. CT)

9. The story for the prosecution is that Hussein Bee being ill-treated by her
husband had left him and was living with her mother Khidu Bee at Kadapanattam.

o5 nasglgu Cart’s ffqtber got a panchayat convened on Thursday, August 8th;
the panchayat told Hussein Bee to go and live with her husband on his promising
to treat her kindly.

4. There were other disputes and she did not go. The defendant on being
informed of this at Palmanair, 15 miles away, where he kept a smali shop, hitk
up his shop, took the large curved chopping-knife produced, and went to Khidu
Bee’s house at Kadapanattam. He got there in the afternoon and found in the
house Khadu Bee, his wife Hussein Beé¢, and his wife’s sister Vijir Bee. These
women say that defendant went-into the house and said to his wife, *“ Are you
coming or not "’

5. She rose and stood upright but said nothing. The defendant then struck
her with the knife in the stomach ; she bent forward and he turned the knife in
his hand and gave her a cut on the back. She fell forward and defendant dragged
her by the hair to the entrance and gave her a violent blow on the left side of the
neck with the knife, cutting her head half off. He also cut Khidu Bee who
attempted to rescue her daughter on the arms and then made off.

6. Defendant was arrested that afternoon at Baireddipalli, 2 or 3 miles away,
having thrown himself into a well. This was before the news of the murder had

reached Baireddipalli.
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7. The defendant admits killing his wife with the knife but denies that he
intended to kill her or to cause her injury sufficient in the ordinary course of
nature to kill her. He says now that he took the kuife simply to frighten her
but that her conduct so angered him that he struck her with it and killed her.

8. The only questions for decision are whether the defendant’s 1ntent or
knowledge are proved to have been such as made his act amount to murder, and
whether he acted under such provocation as to reduce his offence to culpable
bomicide not amounting to murder.

9. Tt will be most convenient to deal first with the question of provocation.
The defendanp has told a very long story of his proceedings. He alleges that
his wife’s mother, Khidu Bee, kept his wife who was willing to come back and
live with him from doing so, that one Syed Ahmed, the husband of his wife’s
sister, Vijir Bee, lived in Khidu Bee’s house where defendant’s wife Hussein Bee
was living, and that Syed Ahmed and Hussein Bee were on terms of criminal
intimacy. He says that when a panchayat ordered Hussein Bee to go home and
live with her husband, she had consented to do so when Syed Ahmed interfered
and that she then withdrew her consent. This news made defendant very angry and
he took the knife secretly and went to Kadapanattam. When he got to Khidu
Bee’s house, he was received with great want of respect: this increased his anger.
When he asked his wife if she would come home with him, his mother-in-law
Khadu Bee told him to take away his pig-face. 'Then his wife’s sister Vijir Bee
called him a foul name. Last of all, his wife called out in a loud and disrespect-
ful way—*“Who is it that is there ?”” Then, defendant says, his anger which had
been rising under the previous insults, boiled over, and he struck his wife on the
neck with the knife. She stumbled forward, and he then saw what in the dark
room he had not observed before, that she had flowers in her hair. This made
him still more angry, and he killed her by a blow on the neck with the knife
produced.

10. If this story were proved, I think the defendant’s state of mind, arising
from what had gone before, might constitute the provocation described both
grave and sudden. The essential fact to be proved to establish this is that the
defendant had good ground for suspecting that his wife insisted on staying in
Khadu Bee’s house because of a criminal intimacy with Syed Ahmed, the husbaud
of her sister Vijir Bee, who was living in the house. Without that, the story is
that of an ordinary quarrel and the conduct of Hussein Bee and her relatives is
quite insufficient to, cause such provocation as could reduce the crime to culpable
homicide not amounting to murder.

11. Now there is not only no proof of any such criminal intimacy but the
evidence is opposed to it. Vijir Bee, wife of Syed Ahmed, gave evidence.

12. She says she had no cause of quarrel with her sister and that there was
no criminal intimaey between her sister and her own husband. I do not think
Vijir Bee is concealing the truth because it would be disgraceful. She did not
appear to me to be the sort of persen who would act in that way. She is, I think,
a bold young woman, who affected the most exaggerated modesty in Court.
Further in defendant’s story, she is made to take Hussein Bee's part all along. If
Hussein Bee's relations with Vijir Bee’s husband were such as defendant says,
and were, as he says, publicly known, I do not think Vijir Bee would take Hussein
Bee’s part against her husband. She would desire to get her out of the house
and if Hussein Bee's going home to her husband led to her ill-treatment, Vijir Bee .
would not object.
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13. Then again, the panchayatdar who was called by defendant himself, said
that Syed Ahmed urged (the panchayatdars to send home Hussein Bee and said
she ought to go- This is quite inconsistent with defendant’s story that Hussein
Bee consented to go home and then that Syed Ahmed interfered and she then
refused to go. The defendant’s old father, Ghulam Mahomed, does St support
defendant’s story in this point. He says Hussein Bee refused to go back and
describes Khidu Bee as refusing to send her. ;

14. The defendant has not proved this part of his story nor do I believe it.
That being so, the bottom drops out of his story of provocation.

15. As to defendant’s intent or knowledge :—He is an ex-sepoy accustomed
to the use of weapons. The knife is a heavy knife with a curved blade some two
feet long. The defendant could not fail to know that a violent cut, with such a
weapon, on the back of a woman’s neck was sufficient under ordi,nary circum-

gtances to kill her.

16. In the defendant’s statement before the Magistrate he deliberately stated
after being warned, that he took the knife intending to kill Hussein Bee vyvith it i;
ghe refused to come home. When called on to plead, he explained that he took the
knife only to frighten Hussein Bee; he did not repeat this story when his state
ment was read over to him. It was obviously put into his mouth to secure tha;
there should be a trial.

17. This taking the knife 15 miles to kill his wife is plain evidence of defend-
ant’s intention and has rightly been so regarded by the Assessors

18. 1 think the defendant’s guilt quite clear and agree with the Assessors in
finding him guilty of murder.

19, The defendant not only murdered his wife, he wounded Khadu Bee and
another woman who lies in danger of death (see defendant’s statement aixd athe
diary of the Sub-Magistrate). I see no reason for any sentence less than death
The defendant Sheikh Ahmed is sentenced, under gection 302 I. P. C., and su:)?ec{;

. to confirmation of the sentence by the High Court, to death.

90. He has been informed that if he wishes to appeal
,h - 35
geven days from this date. ppeal, he should do so within

91. He was defended b lead : ‘
Ociidt: y a pleader paid by Government and appointed by the

P. Dorasami Namv, E. J. SEWELL
Ag. Head Clerk. Ag. Sessions Judge.
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His Excellency

The Goverror in Council,

Fort Sair t George.
The humble petition of ¢,é ZAMC
021,0'/%
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sentence was confirmed by the High Court of Judicature at
Madras'in Criminal appesl ‘No. 4 7' of 1805 and|
now Convict No. &4 07 in the (entral Jail, Vellore,
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P (4/0 ot ka2 ? Sey ""M/JM/
*é’/m/m Q/M%/V‘W/MZVMM&

/ e
M/ﬁvz(‘;wf,,«ﬁ;,{i,,?m/&l/@&m

N AN ,MZA,,, : /f/m:/m Ko p b &

il ,WM;K,, P,
Y2 % ./4A “jz
P g O R S Yoad M-& @""‘?

o Mx—o—( s
i O W s //j ﬂw?ﬁ—;%;-f* |

R

e CaTA RN Q/A/r ZW ?,M :

'/Mfyw‘g*%yf - = Bniri oad

M/‘Z’M" j 20 oo b : /ah%b/ m,' % 44}‘




e g B s bl i)
W /d/ooc%//o—w/{ Wm,o@ AR Le-,a/,h

na 7. .

AT

SRR TR e
,WWéZonm Mo Moo i 3e W 2
M?& SN Mo e sy Lk,

| 4 . L)O P2 2 O/W 4/¢-.,( %e,c//‘?,(a
& ey A TS %—@% e ol
N e Y %7 confe ov HH- V"W
L SRS Mﬂ&wx e R, ore
By s
&(c%lu//‘/é M Aefseed Lizd @'

o avic Vhoad ~lrorys |




o

th]oc

ﬁ alation gt \) |
/1' i atle W
F { [ }i pr LYtl m | ]] W b7 = o /.
A (I.AN RAAA e« LAQ@A,/M n/l( -
b A l ‘:A
DAM o ime’ ﬂ/‘/% ot &,(A ﬂ&x 7 M

”'[)Mm/\_ K(,
AAaa(M? f[ , 2er—en D‘D

!

o

]
|
#
1
)
i

9.

& 60 by G\”W@va/w,(p /,,,,

Ragr 0 ~77
@A7 6@‘/#3.»(2—'5

Wo'y/(v & JV(FWWQ;ZMM@#%‘
67’@36 7 ﬂbbb%_’ :
C@m—ﬁ@ PYTNIS) “"‘7‘—“-—"5"’7"‘7’ Lo/ S un /> I.\P.L@-f;\
@M@\N @WJ)WWG‘WW% A'Mm‘__
g Q;Jawnﬂaﬁu—mz_—w\c— /LJAu_&-AXlO |
¥ Rarr—QRo gp@‘my’m 7‘070#23
c?&"a/m’y’@ i
(R R wm@'@g/ AOK > ry‘é@amymy*ﬁ
A St B~y W £ ot 8% R W@w/ﬁ&a
£ SR @6 Rurgs) 2 :&AZ\ frmra-'-;ém@m
ay{ﬁ@‘s D@Amcﬁﬁé)wnoAJ@s@@@__ﬁ VAL
R S lorP Aot f@’moyy@w&@wff-
\/73@1"’*“’7’ /7"@49.’/’”/3.22—5 0&#—#&:71’?3}{9;
dnd———mgmnmv ry‘W wu i A c7/7_9,_:9 n:-flyH
A LT % @WD X‘M /wfpa—fmwwgg

7/‘7 ~ ”VW&!- Sy
S AL S C@;A é) @4
;iw nw/s__f-iv@ MTJ—A_L’!* G?w%@w@.\m.

&%A g@w o 7‘07%» ‘/)'V(QMJJ)'/)'




2 _ - —
e

3
“ : : : O
j ﬁ'@\w'@ y”@nﬂ.g_ﬁf:o, Y7 oW "7";5/’——"(\/“("”“" . J
Y . B )
: — ~ : , : o @S : , ' , Wi,
| B fmf@ainarpacei®—ry =77 W . GG ey S B R
| , 0 p

. — i / 6 : féi | - . ) :
5 BLE~S ”7“’3"”" e e _Srvbo_fm; x | @J___n?"dy"ﬂﬂ‘y"@mﬂvQM/’ ~ > @b s 4 L
' . e L &/ B e R\ . 35 : V- > Ao A
i oy Fymar Yt 7 o 1 ' PN ST e S e M &
i‘ o ’27, : W@@ /70;{/0//@. ey =5 e | ?4 Q) ; ST j;’gv //Z:gs@wvy ‘|
| awevErreg 2 T FL gk ’w CWEWIA L i e 7t I |
: @G ££W¢§f@w#ﬂ7wf’7"°7’3)@\9—/)f'7‘ ‘ . o A o cfawrr}@mgwé\“"# !
2 z /Z;‘ 52&7’“’“”‘7"7"6"”’@"‘8/“’”"—" 4 Y ﬂz#,@\ ,:L i A ey b S
‘,?:_m___ﬁ A A TS TPk S 4 o ks T K I :’g\@;—;é : iw@:\i@ o e dsrda’s 1 o ”7"77/?
W A 2> AT G ﬁ‘/gﬁe\m’?w"”%@” o o s RISy i (; e ity
: . if ' ANY N9 W
AT »@n&‘v«ws'@a;fsgw;@% PYRERIN : v j |
: : : NG A vs_ﬁgw 4 (D s A s £ PP A K
: ay%ﬁzﬁl-ﬁ@v““fv"?’”” & , | , Bwrsny : e
? oo §ang BBt EORENTET T B [ gt A B
4 o7 mi uer e moBe b D s WP, O s
: Sl i A0 T A AN 5> ‘, St @y |
64#&60@6/%6 7 DY NS | ‘:_’_Evs /,’7
ez an A7 | &

i
|
jé Da
’ Re

e “""@""'wﬁfﬂ"f :

“«

- Bazg wc__-sf g A, @ngj‘@ﬁ.;_—
st K e BB P S RS
PP YL @ngoi?—ﬁ VL Uﬁf%@gﬁé » &

M/?@}(;'W;_L@@yz-nbto LA A @7:-.;‘__:5 44;6 ,3’
VWV@'@@F@J@h@@_{J»ﬂﬁ

i E———— T ——

s
DA A

0 "m,/ M"’/‘/7’/O

/<

S T = ”
AN

e A

5 : - g @6 : : '

b ot I @w&—\wwb w'ymny'd'?’,cyywwx .L-.L.‘ A Mméwﬁ

sdu @HMZM n—j’/ uf 4__17@'&—@4;\«:2_1 ‘ % W/p?r? %M
|- W“g”‘im“f&”‘@ﬂ 5 Rt N 7 EC O e g

w__ﬁﬂnfcfz_wmw—-sgﬂé'b\wﬂ?@@fé—{uj , e e

W@@M%xu@m@)%w@gw% | ’
I e @7'77"6%"7" /y'n\w”ﬁ@—"{?’ | s
h e f PR 7 +erapns, 7o |
Y £ e 8M¢%AMM"’”7"W‘7“‘"" '

W?éj Y 5/4@«14?—‘3//"76}’"75#/’@ ‘/57\ | ‘

’ .
fy" 6 1 r7 D :
| R et \;‘ ‘
1
| ) 5
.:; -‘_‘_A > . - g - | | | |
o - ~ —— e b "\ = Bl
: = | | = = : X . ' $ ¥a. ¥ " : g - v 4
= : | . ’ \ V e . ¢ 4 amp¥ =
; = o ks ‘
4 g g : N iy i - 3 :
" ; <o g 5 - - = oo i) - - - ‘ g




Mominal Rell of Convict No JJ&/ Wm.

Numher of

{
3 5 " f bate of | Adjudicasting | Btate of | Uondooet| Regulo of o
Crime, | Sentense | w i Age ‘ |Appealdo the | Prévious
i | Bentonce Conrt Lkeaith | 1n 4ail | High Uourt 4 Lonvictions, if
| , g Gany, & Remarks.

Il- FI‘O‘W M ‘/%‘AL‘C : = ’q %\
) = | ! N
X ! ; X

Conviet Yo, {/07

| , ;,
%
Cential Jail, . Vellore. | \ y@
At EeRE ot }
£ 5 His Excellengy . \§ 3 ¥ ; §\§ }‘g " \& ‘ \e | (3\‘9\‘ f: g g ]
; | The Governor in Council, 5 s R l \ i : 2 “ (g g s %
Yort, Bt, @eorge. [t | £ Gy B\ y ¥
{ Yoxrt , Weory a ; @ ' @ & | ‘ Q]\ x\ ‘_ ’§ \5 \s l &
o l o \ J ‘ o an &
‘ ,‘Dated /‘;} A/WW/&*’*’A S i . f | [ § g t
il : | |
; - "Hece ved a‘/ﬂ’ﬁ .ﬂ ,? | ]l ! ?\ﬁ '
R g g : | | f
B E 3 pe AT e Irien ey E T ————
g T e R S T e By g |
e /Y 7/ |
' g AV L

¥ allaus e 7 & g = .
Vellore Central Jail } //t - Superintendent,

G
/8 ‘/'P/WA!.’VV"..("}L, 13%‘ P :

% vlfatn e %W |

| FOR

~
b
s
] g
- -~
- "
L [
b Al
/
{
‘ : i
= - 5
e e - ¢ Y
i Ta -
3 o < L 5 w el




Vellore Central Jail

B L F. CAVENDI 5.H Lsde

TRt Cantral Jail
Quperintendent, Lentral fail,

ollore,

/ /dMW/
Sl G ’7

o PR e b AWAV A

(?oﬂbﬂz(f—{("’/l//-dj‘/‘ 0/ /6/ C%m,ex//»/l 44'

G e B SELL e, e iy Al
¢ e .16 o
! o a ,onm/(/[{/%? //0/ 3/&(4% '/44/1/&0( Ao “%W |
! A f/)% : \ﬁq /{ s AD&/7 !/21/1[1/(/@ o/)!a/Z ’f/ |
Frocelosur

{Oo/ // W,& ./'4 Q%’l%c tﬁ//wﬂ/ ﬁaw
%/0 34 7 /oﬂ?.r
o

/{a//;;;/ n/’énx,&é bl
PRI e e

< ™ (’,“
i dt%/w /z/i‘/ 4,'7//44 AG R LRLAANLAN S
. /7
"4

/ /_,?/ /
v A LA LAN B
A L L 4,-

agz.o /WA/’G/L»O&&{ .

L ARRS
Z.

//Ma M e M/JMM/

}7/ %ﬁ &sz/

y

R / ) F Azt b /‘/ p-

”

/ = )",
e

> T :

\___4/

T ‘ 2
e



‘::4% Yk /ﬁ“%ﬁ/ A 4

e T—— T
~—y

é ( MMM/’ Zxd %

,,q/e 'drgzl,

C
T Y
. ! || {
L :,o ‘j E_ J\!% ! 1 s e
| |
' BoBrEcT
i “%A R Lo ,f/"f Coerac // e /" N
i '// A/~ ga- ;26/1//,( J/") - At Lt ‘)f;l;,fa,‘/‘;p

f//'f /, frieness /w

“l C'.&u(/z,' / 2o %{ 07 TJ(B/T‘/{/%! L

P X 7 >
b s O AR
Cs {4.—{:{1/,4 e M) €<t o= Sl z
/ o

4 ) ',
7 7 - 7
/ 7 : 7 Y ~Z
Ve e/ X o1 /4/
&
|

I so0-n1508
43,

*

JUDICIAL DEpARTMENT,

Current Number. fgﬁ 7 b

FOR ORDERS.

=3

ArreaL for mercy from Conviet No. ﬂ/]
Ve A Az L under sentence
of death in 4. Ser# Sessions Case
No. 7 4 of 189% ’,’which sentence has been

confirmed by the High Court.

The Superintendent of A fetlose
{ o z Jail certifies that the sentence

will not be carried out until a definite reply from

Government has been received.
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(FOR ORDERS.)

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

Reap the following letter, dated /% /’Z/W T/"J/, Ao ..;’5: , from the

Superintendent of the W/?»v( Jail at fetlivee, ' , forwaxang
Gurs Mﬂ ~ e A /%4‘;«7 ander

petition from Conviet
gentence of death 1n 7 /yu// Session Case No. 24 of 18955
‘confirmed by the High Court of Judicature.

Beﬁd"alsu—}ettel“&afed—’——' B e #rom the Registrar

MpﬂmﬁMforw xxdxw

ORDER THEREON, / 5" A e 18957 No. > 345

Having considered the circumstances of the case as set forth in the foregoing
il sees no reason to interfere with the

papers, the Right Hon’ble the Governor in Counci
centence of death passed on Convict Zw k/u] Lo Ak /%’«—M)

9. The law will take its course.

(Erue Extracty
Q
%/walg/’ /%‘ ((l%s
Chief Secretary

Inspeetor-General
Hon’ble the

”
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