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0 Fu the Sessions Gourt,

Gombatore  Dibiston,

THE 9ra DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1895.

et (0F

Preseyt :
THOMAS WEIR, Esquire,
Sessions Judge.

SESSIONS CASE No. 85 OF 1895.

(REGISTER CASE No. 12 OF 1895,

Committed by the Stationary 2nd Class Magistrate of Erode,
Coimbatore District).

————— 2 o e -
QUEEN TMPRESS OF INDIA Fersus Vétta Vannan —= Ml by
: Mr. Krishtna Iyer, High Court
Vakil.

OR TR o s on s e ame s unp o sl das Ml Seekion 3090 E POEL

1 Chetti. %

OPINION OF ASSESSORS { Guilty.

1 Goundan.
PINDING OF: JUDGE o5 cve ' ven. sne sau ass Ooncurred.

SENTENCE ... ve. vvv ver vev see wee oo .. Death subject to confirmation by

the High Court.
TO
. “
D.W.G. COWIE, Esquizs,
ACTING REGISTRAR,
HIGH COURT, APPELLATE SIDE,
MADRAS.

Sir, -

I have the honor to submit my judgment in the above case, for the

.orders of the High Court, under Section 374, Code of Criminal Procedure. |
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JUDGMENT,

The accused, Vet
» ’ ta V
Vannatbi on 13th July last, annan,

's husband
After the death of the hlmbandn t.:: ;
i a

dld Lhe lat‘ 1
er’s work (2 i 4 evtdeﬂ.oe)'
who became hig concubine (Znd witness

w -
used continued to reside with the decess

Oﬂrl'ence, reproach. 3
drinking habits, "

9, E&l‘] o
Vannathi, wag f{)u: Sunday morning,

about 1 mile or3 d at g jung]
ths of J440gle-stream,
proved beyond a doup a mile from g 04.\11::;“ 3loot't.l?}?noouoo Pallam d:;:;
ge. e injuries on the ©

t

ted under circ,ndid not return to the villag® ot

f Monda
Y, the 15¢
h July. °

) m b‘r

come on a short visi i
visit, her gop Palaui, 2ndmrned daughter, 1st witness W

- 'itneu, and 0
ce of these two y; a baby aged 10™

tnesses, 1st and 2nd witnesses, decensed ®

children, is not of i
8pecial im
ac ' D
cused and deceased already rafenedn: They 8peak to the quarrels b’“’;
:
o

gether
on the Saturday morning, to the :c::dloonud and deceased leavi® s
baving taken with him 0 5

stated on the evening o

ho hed

12. The eviden

] :
4th July, the corpse of the decensed Ang: 3

turday morning to go with acoused ¥ =

pthe:

is charged with the murder of one ADE® =

&
us

waist-cloth a knife with a white handle (afterwar

3

ds discovered ¢lose to the corpse),

to their uneasiness ab their mother’s non-return on Saturday evening and to their

seeing and identifying her corpse on Sunday.

13. 'The 3rd witness—Karuppayi—deposes that, on the Saturday in ques-
w the accused and the deceased ab Sittodu

tion some time after midday, she sa
heir bundles of soiled clothes. She

near a temple, where they had placed down ¢t
saw them go on carrying the bundles of clothes. Witness who belonged to the
same village as the deceased returned home in the evening, and the boy Palani,
2nd witness, came to her and said the baby was erying on account of the absence
of its mother. She then told the boy that she had seen acoused and his mother

leave Sittodu that afﬁél/'m

14. The 4th witness—Kolandal—a Shanar woman, was re
village from Bowani on Saturday evening. She met the accused at some high
ground near a ford (@ am»), and spoke with him. Witness asked accused why he was
going alone and where the washerwoman (deceased) was. The accased replied be
had not seen the washerwoman’s face nor had the washerwoman seen hig face.
The time was one naligai before sunset. 'The place where the witness met accused
is said to be two miles from the place where deceased’s corpse was afterwards

found lying (8th witness’ evidence).

tarning to the

After seeing accused, witness went on to the village. As she was passing
by deceased’s house, Rangasawmy 'l‘evan.(St.h witness) deceased’s neighbour, asked
her why deceased’s child was crying, Witness said she did not know, and that
she had just seen the accused going towards Bowani and that the washerwoman
was not with him.

15. The next witaess, Karuppayi,
ness in this case,

5th witness, is the most important wit-

She deposes that, at midday on the Saturday, she went to Sittodu to sell

some plantain-bark.

She met the accused and the deceased coming from Sittodu at a place
o fields distant from Sittodu. The deceased woman was carrying a bundle.
Witness went on to Sittodu, sold her plantain-bark and started back to her village

(the same village as deceased’s) within one naligai.

As she was going along the itteri (road) at Moottoonoottoo stream, she
heard a cry of ‘Eiyoh, he is stabbing, he is killing’. She left the road to see what
was the matter and stood on a rock of a temple (called Madesvara Betta. 11th
witness’ evidence). Shethen saw the accused stabbing the washerwoman. The wash-
erwoman was bleeding from a wound in the throat. She saw the accused who had
his back to her give a stab and then, being afraid, she waited no longer and ran off.

'he distance from which witness saw the deed was, according to her
evidence, 30 mars, but, according to the measurement of the 11th witness, Head

Constable, 25 mars.

She observed, she says, the white handle of a knife in the accused’s hand
when he was stabbing.




2 .
JUDGMENT, i
inan, is charged with the murder of oné Aﬂlﬁ E

The accused, Vetta Va
Vannathi on 13t July last,

.. A Theac dicted to
1618 said, clothes belope:

of P
ged the clothes and on account E

ness—}, The decenseq’y 507, a precociong boy, aged 12, named Palani-—'g“dn
ﬂ:’:" 34 al50 quarrelleq i, the 8ccused and had told_ his mother thats 9
; i ke "0t away, the '“"i'] would be reduced to poverty.

6. Fret
b B Matters were on thig &;ol.mg betw

Y on the Morning of te

Pep
i

wit" ;
les$
and
een the acoused and the dﬁc‘;‘t’:}u”* 58
Ay of the Oceurrence, viz., Saturday, P

7' On tbat mo !

i he de- :7:::_‘

Ting after taking the 1 nsed and t Bt

d g their early meal, the ace : wafs

to:a::i nw::i;: n;t Ut to go to the noigbbouring village of Sittodu, 2} miles l]o .

8 soiled clotheg o, vashing and algg, jy 5 %aid, 1o redeem o pledged @O

8 According tothe gyige N womd®

nor the acougeq returneq toe:::o:illa:: u“pmmmnou. neither the decessed | )

Vannat%i Em,’ i ey morning, 14, July, the corpse of the decensed ,‘;ﬂ;.

about 1 mily or gepd 8¢ A lo Ble-ttream culieg 3 ttoo Pallam %0y

mile or 3 thy of 3 mile from d " villa O_Ot'li.oimqo_ 0 5 on the 00TP* =

Proved beyong g doubt that the womg § village. @ Injur e
10. T}

murdered, 7
L:] acouaod, as ga| i - . illage
Saturday evening. He wag ar::fo{i :::m“d' e Tohurd o ibe §

-
e
P
h
vl

¥
lae

1

%8
ol SR

- - . au‘i“!r Y
stated on the evening of Mondg , the 1 5:; ;’:;’;mahnou which will h. p
11. When decea ]

w L:;

"ed left home o0 Saturday morning to go with a h‘:’”ﬂ &
3 her hougg hrllrri.a daughter, Jet witness ¥ onthe
".200 Palaai, 20d witness, ang s baby aged 10 ™%

12. The evidence of

cbildren, 18 not of special JlinaMf st and 20d witnesses, dece

Sittodu, ghe left behing
come on a ghort visit, he

.8 v
B

3

o i
i 1 l er s non ) '
0

the Saturday in ques-
i—deposes that, on : Sitbod

e -d witness—Karuppayi deceased at Sittodu

H ; lheftse::-i :idday, she saw the accu.sed and] t:ef soiled clothes. She

et "“1“9 ahel‘e fhoF, had places St Jt bV‘Vlfn:i e:s who belonged to the

near a temple, W ing the bundles of clothes. itne Palani

rrylng the bun : ing, and the boy 2

saw t.h‘?m go on h(:a d{aceaSed returned home in the e.vemng T Sy T

same village as to her and said the baby was cryiog on PEREAR R g
o w;ze then told the boy that she had seen accu

of its mother. .

leave Sittodu t})a.tfafveﬁm

arning to the
' 4th witness—Kolandal—a Shanar woman, was ";t & s:me high
T " ¥ ‘ ; accuse
. - g:)ewani on Saturday evening. .She @et thzsked SR e
village from ford (s ems), and spoke with him. Witness e oy
« & . 3 & = i 6 a 1 a
ground near a ford ( hhe’washel"voman (deeeased) was P
going alone and where n’s face nor had the wasberwoman seen }ig face,
had not seen the washerwoﬂ;:a sunset. The place where the witness met
loal re .
The time was one naligai befo where deceased’s corpse was gf
id to be two miles from the place
is sal _ 2
found lying (Sth witness’ evidence).

accugeq
terwardg

After seeing accused, witness went on to the yij|y 0.
er 1 1
sed’s house, Rangasawmy Tevan (.Sbb thn?ss)
by de(:e“ deceased’s child was cvying.  Witness saig 8
hﬁ" : gjust seen the acoused going towards Bowgpy
she ha :
was not with him,

oot ey, IR U
he diqd not rlw iy

n >
aud thy, the ", ang >

| 7
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lnghg e

e

15. ‘The next witaess, Karuppagi, 5y}, Witnegg
ness in this case,

2 fields distant from Sittody,

\ : oo ol :

he Comip, , o
Witness went on to Sitt_Odu, sold hey : ed 'ﬁh v ik,
(the same village as deceg

Wo‘" g
’ plan 1 = 4 i %o ¥ th

sed 8) Within on:‘:l:l;hnr‘k ang N A :;i?' -3

As she wag going algy e K

e - e
heard a ery of ‘Eiyob, he i Stabbing, ::eil: &ﬁ@) * Mooy,
was the matter and stood op 4 ook of 4 g, illings She

witness’ evidence). She then SAW the aocusedmple (calleg
erwoman was bleeding from , Stal

: abbiy
Wound i th 8 the
his back to her give a stab anq then, beiy ® thrgyy, S

g &frﬁd, lkg 2
The distance from

Which witne i ot
evidence, 30 mars, but, according ¢, the:: AW the deeq
Constable, 25 mars, eagy
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She observed, she ga ’ _ ' |
when he was stabbing, ¥, the White ban Fien _
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she says, about 10 paligais before sunset

1

) :

Her b : -
feoam the d ouse was some little distance
ie deceased. She told no one that eveuing of what she bad being

ad seen,

0 .
Bowani to sell grass and, as she Wa:ltte ?ame morning, Sunday, she went off to
d ate in selling her
one to a:ccompauy her homwe, she stopped all night 8"“8.8 e AT |
to the village on Monday morning. SRS ean,

man of the same caste as herself.

and only returned

Phe ¢ T )
he Committing Magistrate who had arrived at
at t

ing day, Sunday, recorded her evidence on Mond he village on the preced-
ay.

16. Rangaswami T
mi Tevan, exami
n .
. ed as 8th Witness, gives evidence that, 00

tlmi Saturday evening, Kolandal, 4th witness told hi
going along the road to Bowani and that ,o S"
, on

Karuppayi, told him
’ that she had
at 20 naligais, seen the aceus

m of her having seen the acoused
unday morning, the 5th witness,
: ed and th
uarrell : e deceased on Saturds
quarrelling and struggling at the Moottoonoottoo st : 4
0 stream.

This witness
ac i
» 8ccompanied by the Curnum, 9th witness, went to see the
’

“corpse early on § :
y unday morning and found it lying at the Moot
: oottoonoottoo streai

T"he Curnum thereu W
pon sent the Taliari, Chenni, to fetch the Moni 6th witness
nigar, ] y

-who came to the spot at about 9-30 or 10 a4.u

This 8th witness was examined b
T4th July, and he is recorded to hay th
Karuppayi told me’ ete,, e
had gone to Bowani.

y the Committing Magistrate on Sunday?

ea said < Thi

adding that K mfi This day at about 7 o'clooks
aruppayi was not then in the village bat

17. The 6th witness,

the Villa :
spot at 10 A, on Sunday, 8© Monigar, deposes to bis being oalled to the

to his sesin
L
g the corpse at Moottoonoottoo stream, 0

his finding the following injuries on the bod
y-—

A stab wound on the abd
omen, another i
bowels bad protruded on the left side of the abdoz::& i "O“D'fi iy v dfe
of the throat—and an incised wound just above it b Sels o
e it,

the arms and legs, There were also wounds o8

Witness himself knew th
e deceased and wag
= ' ; ‘bl . . Ld
I'he Police, the Sub-Magistrate and the Apothecary came ettoboldenhf’ i bSOd:
at about 4 p.w., on SUO”

day and the Apothecar
y held the post.mortem examinat;
- - a |
examined the boy, Palani (20d witness) and sent i':':::'::“ °l" ki “?;;‘ v:mw“
al report (Ex. A).

18. " :
The 9th witness—the Curnum—was present at the discovery of he

d . i
eceased’s corpse on Sunday morning, 14th July. His evidence was, howevers
]

5

taken principally with reference to the discovery of the white-handled knife pro-

duced in Court.

This knife, although it was finally found lying within 4 cubits from
where the corpse was found, was not discovered on Sunday. It was only found on
uesday 16th July (Mabazar Ex. C). When found the
ar bushes (10th witness’ evidence).

The blade of the knife was broken and there were marks of blood on the knife.

a search being made on T
knife was lying on the leaves of some prickly-pe

19. The evidence of the 1st and 9nd witnesses in regard to the accused

taking the knife with him on Saturday morning has already been mentioned.

These witnesses state that the knife was not broken when accused took

it. It may be added that the lst witness (deceased’s daughter) said that the

accused had first shown the knife to them on T'hursday (2 days before the occur-
bought it from an Arab at Bowani for 8 annas.

rence) stating that he had
le—did, it may be mentioned, appear to bear marks

T'he knife—especially the haund
of blood.

20.
not seen until Monday evening.

The 7th witness gpeaks

"'he accused, it has been stated, disappeared on the Saturday and was

to the circumstances under which he was

arrested.
is the Village Magistrate of Yelavamalai at which place there

wani leading, among other places, to accused’s village
Monday evening(15th July) the accused from the
. Witness (who said he was contractor for the

The witness
is a ferry across the river Bo

3 miles away. At 8 pat, on
opposite bank hailed the ferry-man.
ferry) told the ferry-man to go and bring the accused. When the man came near,

witness found that the accused was very drunk.

Witness
got a light from a temple close at hand and examined the accused. He found

questioned accused and the latter gave incoherent answers. Wit-
ness
marks of blood on each of accused’s two cloths. The marks of blood on the waist

cloth were slight. Those on the other cloth which appeared to have been washed

were larger.
(Nore.—The cloth was produced and appeared to have faint marks of

discoloration).

Witness sent a report (Ex. B) on the subject, and handed the accused
over to the Erode Police (10th witness) on thenext day, 16th July. This witness,
on being recalled by the Court with reference to certain statements made by the
accused, said that accused had a wound on his left hand between the thumb and
forefinger. The wound was bandaged and accused untied the bandage. The
witness with reference to another of acoused’s statements said that no Vathiar spoke

to the accused, although a Vathiar did come there,
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21. The evidene
e of the 10th wi .
tbat; of t}l(—" 7th : : witness (S. H- Omce \
) t r—Erod
0 . witness in regard to the clothes found wi E—
& sosead’s b, nd with deceased and the wound

This 10th witn
ess was also a
July as X present at the disco : .
y as well as at the inspection of the corpse on 14th J v]ery B
u y.

22- 'l‘he llth .
w
(Exbibit D) showing the itucss, another Head Constable, had propared 2 p'a
scene of the occurrence and the distances from one another

of the se
veral places connected with the ineident

23. The de el
position of the Medical witness who held the post-mortem

examinatio
n was read and placed on the record as Ex. E

24. i
No evidence was called for the defence

25, The aceu
. sed :
examination of the wit , when examined by the Committing Magistrate after the
5 nesses, made a statemen i & :

. F. t which is filed in the record as

26. The Ple
ade
this statement in evide r who defended the accused objected to the admission of
nce on the ground that the questions put by the Magis

trate w d
ere lmprope
r and -
were in the nature of a cross-examination of the accused

ll\be dec. £ ’
SR ision of the High Court in I. L. R., 1X, Mad : 224, was £
B : 224, was reler:
27. It a

A ppeared t A
them were impl‘:per) tho me that (assuming that the questions asked or some of
after the examinatio fe statement of the accused being a statement recorded

0 :
Raiis Y G- £ ;)the witnesses, could not, having regard to the language of
’ a ]

rocedure Code, be excluded from evidence and 1 ruled ac-

cordi -
ingly and directed the statement to be read

28, The fi
' rst guesti ’
I consider, improper :‘ :sno“ addressed by the Magistrate to the accused was not,
that he murdered th d( the accused baving, in reply to this question admitted
e deceased, the remaini : ;
5 1 ’ emainin 4 :
ecessary sequel and were also not improperg e xS R vt 3

29, Ita
r ppears t : -
P o me that, in the special circumstances of this case, the

further questioni

improper. I'he :::iu:d tlh ; f\cous.e d by the Magistrate was inexpedient if not

offence, the object of que :.“V‘.“g, in reply to the first question, admitted the

circumstances ﬂppaariqn E’t ‘Om.ng an accused, viz., that of enabling him to explain

by any further questiog-m evidence against him—could certainly not be served

unnecessary and S and. a further examination of the accused became
opposed to the intention of the Legislature.

The accu
sed was, however, asked numerous questions as to matters of

detail and several -
eral of the questions asked and especially the questions asked towards

_ next-day

7
y opinion, objectionable and have, as was

f having been a

the close of the examination are, in m

argued by accused’s pleader, the appearance o
vl the evidence of the witnesses.

sked to elicit state=-

ments in accordance Wi
[t is, I think, to be regrehwd that the accused was examined 1in the
o against the

30.
Magistrate ; but ©

manner he has bsen by the

accused is, in my opinion, 8
ed from consideration.

he weight of the cas

carcely affected if the statements made during his

examipation are exclud
racted his statement pefore the

igation of the Police. He went
y from

3]1. In the Sessions Court, the accused ret

he had made it ab the inst
nan were returning (appaventl

eir village, seven,

Magistrate alleging that
s he and the deceased wor

at, when they werea
d them, took his bundle an
also dragged away

Rangaswami Tevan

bout 1 mile from th
d wonnded himself on the

the deceased. He went

on to say that, a
Sittodu), it got dark and th
eight or ten persons attacke

T'hese persons
(8th witness), but the

d him to be quiet.

hand and fo rehead.

on to his village and cornplained to
at time to the rock and tol

id no one could go at th

t home and told the childr

Jatter sa
en, and they all wept.

He then wen

""'ben the villagers took him that Saturday night and tied him up at the
the deceased.

d him with having stabbed

Curnam’s house and charge
Next day, Sundays he was sent to the Police.

39, The question nO¥ to be considered 18 what conclusion has to be come

to on the evidence ?
33. The statement of the accused in the Sessions Court that he returned

to the village on the Saturday night and was tied up and delivered to the Police
is opposed to all the evidence. The 7th witness’ evidence shows that his

whereabouts was not discovered until as late as Mpnday night.

'he acoused’s statement that he and the deceased woman were return-

34.
sed to the evidencs, viz , 3rd, 4th and 5th

om Sittodu after dark is also oppo

ing fr
o—and cannot, [ thiok, be believed.

witnesses’ evidenc
35, 'The accused, it will be seen, admits up to the last that the deceased
woman was in his company when she was last seen alive.

'"'he evidence therefore that he went with deceased and was with her ab

Qittodu on that day (lst, 90d and 3rd witnesses’ evidence) need nob be dis-

cussed.

36. The evid
until the Monday night at Yelavamalai is also,

ence that he did not return to the village on that night—and
was not found I think, true beyond

all doubt.
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37. The evidence of 4th witness, Kolandal, that she saw accused nea;r
sunset going towards Bowani and that accused then said be knew pothing about

the deceased woman, seems also reliable and free from suspicion.

38, 'T'he above matters are, however, in themselves, not of special weight
against the accused.
39. There remains the incriminating evidence of Karuppayi, the only eye-

witness.

Her evidence is of course open to attack on the ground that she did not

at once reveal what she had seen,

She is also shewn to have made apparently contradictory statements as
to whether she told 8th witness, Rangasami Tevan, of what she Lad seen on Satur-
day evening or only on Sunday morning. She also apparently did not mention
to Rangasamy Tevan that she saw stabbing—but spoke merely of struggling.
Her statement that she saw the white handle of the knife at a distance of 25
mars was also challenged by the accused’s Pleader.

40. 1 do not myself think these matters—although they deserve consi-

deration—are of weight against the woman’s evidence.
Her silence on Saturday night is entirely in accordance with experience.

The fact that she told Rungasami Tevau (Sth wituess) only on Sunday
morning and that she was herself absent from the village on the Sunday is, I think,
sufficiently proved by Rangasami Tevan’s sworn evidence before the Committing
Magistrate on Sunday to the effect that ‘This day at 7 o’ clock Karuppayi, wife of
5o and so told me—and thab ‘she is not now in the village but has gone to Bowani,
already referred to (para 16 above).” It seems clear also that the corpse was
discovered on the Sunday morning on her (Karuppayi's) imformation given to
Rungasami Tevan and that notwithstanding that Rangasami Tevan is shewn
to have said to the Committing Magistrate that Karuppayi did not tell him at what
place she saW the incident. The discovery of the corpse at a place concealed from

ordinary passers-by cannot otherwise reasonably be accounted for

41. At the close of the trial, T asked the Assessors, after addressing them
to state specially whether they believed the evidence of Karuppayi and they boths
without hesitation, stated that they did believe it.

42, 1 agree with them, and notwithstanding the woman’s gilence until
Sunday morning I see no reason to disbelieve her statement that she actually
witnessed the murder, nor do I think her statement that she was able to notice a

gmall portion of the white-handle of the knife at a distance of 25 mars unworthy

of belief.

: nesses as to the‘ accus

9

43. The 5th witness’ evidence taken along with the other evidence in the

case, is of conclusive weight against the accused.

44. The circumstance that accused’s clothes, when he was arrested on

Monday night, are said to have been blood-staine .
first because there is 1o professional ovidence that the stains were blood-stains
and secondly because the blood-stains

by accused’s own wound in the hand.
Thowever, as a whole, viz., the accused’s quarrels

with deceased, his having admittedly been the last person
in whose company she was, his absconding on the afternoon of the day on which she
disappeared, his false statement to 4th witness on the Saturday evening, the dis-
covery close beside the corpse, of the knife which accused is said -to have taken

with him on that Saturday mornin
ness, Karappayi, leave in my mind
46. As regards the discovery of the knife, the evidence, is I think, on the

whole, satisfactory- The fact that it was not discovered on Sunday when the corpse

was found geemed to me ab

the leaves of a prickly
having been noticed earlier.

d, may be left out of consideration—

__if they were such—might have been caused

45, 'The remaining evidence,

and strained relations

g and lastly the direct evidence of the 5th wit-
no reasonable doubt of the accused’s guilt.

first suspicious—but the situation of the knife, among

47. There is a slight discrepancy between the evidenoé of 1st and 2nd wit-
: od’s showing the knife before he set out on Saturday morning—
and the 2nd witness is not shown to have mentioned the knife to the Monigar on
Su_nday morning—but the 1st witness is shown to have mentioned it in her second
statement made to the Magistrate on Sunday, 14th July.

48, For the reasons stated, I come to the conclusion that the accused killed

the Jeceased.

49. The accused’s Pleader sought to contend that, on the accused’s aceount
of the occurrence given in his statement to the Magistrate, the offence did nt
amount to murder, inasmuch as 1?he deceased woman first stabbed the accused. o

_ 50: There is however no support for accused’s statement that the deceased
stabbed him beyond the fact that the accused had a slight wound which ase‘
otherwise accounted for, and it is altogother against the probabilities thal: themay =
would have attacked the accused. On the other hand, the number and thg (‘,hwom::_

of the wounds on the deceased point to a murder of a most savage and determined

character.

51. There is also no reason to think that ther 5 iy o
ere could ha 2,
sudden provocation. oA ?‘n‘?

-pear bush, acconnts, I think, sufficiently for the weapon not - .
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52. The burden of proof as to any exceptional matier was on the aceused
and he has altogether failed to discharge it.

53. Having regard to the relations between the parties and their antecedent

quarrels, it seems probable that there was provocation—hut I cannot see grounds

for thinking that there was grave and sudden provocation.

54. It seems also probable that the accused may have been drunk at ihe

time. His dnnkm(r habits were, according to the evidence, one of the causes of the

quarrel between him and the deceased. His own statement (which, on  this point,

may be referred to as the matter is in his favor) is that he and the deceased

both drank toddy at Sittodu. The evidence of the 7tl witness shows that he was

very drunk when arrested on Monday evening,

It seems therefore highly probable that he w
killed the deceased.

as drunk at the time he

.

-

55. If he were drunk, the quality of his crime is not affected, but the circum

stance may perhaps be taken into consideration by the final Court in determining

whether the sentence I am about to pass should be upheld.

56. As a Court of original jurisdiction, T do not, however, feel  mvself
at liberty to give to this circumstance the weight which the Court of appeal may
possibly be disposed to give.

57. I accordingly find the accused guilty of murder and, subjeét to the

confirmation of the High Court, I sentence him to he hanged by the neck, until
o - - ’ ;

he is dead.

Nore.—Accused is told to appeal to High Court within seven days

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed) T. WEIR,
Sessions Judye.
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To
The Registrar, High Court, Appellate Side, Madras.
,», District Magistrate, Coimbatore; with ( ) spare copies.

»

,» Superintendent of Police, Coimbatore, with ( )spare copies.

%

Ly Prisoner,
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT. i

Ruap the following letter, dated /4 - %/W"7 ' fi - feo 2572 , from the

, Superintendent of the C/M*MA Jail at PP i e , forwarding

petition from Conviet #o Z ﬁ;’ g Vo Ja ot under

sentence of death in Loy um AnForeBession Case No. of 18957
med by the High Court of Judicature.

wru

W@e.;et,tu,_damd——————’,,
OMWW di . |

e —

e

e

S

confir

T

ORDER THEREON, /f ﬁ’;‘ﬂ/w""‘/ 189 55 No. 2}57

the circumstances of the case as set forth in the foregoing

il sees no reason

Having considered
papers, the Right Ton’ble the Governor in Counc
sentence of death :passed on Convict Z.¢ 7 &7 7"

~

to interfere with the

9. The law will take its course.

_éq:;.ug._ExM [ ?D-ﬁw W}
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Chief Secretary.
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To the Superintendent of the [’ a7 ///A&(’/” C
' for communicatign to the Prisoner.

ctor-General of dets. ﬁ(‘MW
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