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 THE COURT OF SESSIONS OF

. X ® i;_\': -X:—;}o
T . . L4 ] L
17 | richinopoly Division.
¢/ g7 - ¥ | ~ he 15th dav of ‘August, 1895.
s Y 2 o F / - : ‘ : : 2 ;
A VAR AR & /o | Tﬁ’nesent:—ﬁ. D. RBroadfeot Esa. Banmsten—at-lam.
v oo 7 ' i /i T / AG. SESSIONS JUDGE. ' :
& WSyt Ay g s L G ONES OF 1895. :
& A s, ‘: - Y. ¢ o/ ‘“ " |  (Committed by Stationary 2nd Class Magistrate, Udaya.rpoliam(l’- R. NO' 1895°)
| > % - 3 7 4 55 PN QUEEN EMPRESS. YERSUS.' Names of accused- _
: o v . - e 1. Annamalal Padayachi-
7 el . 9. Para Ganapathi-
| 3. Veeramuthu Padayachi.
f _ 4. Doraisami Padayachi. : :
; ' ~ 5. Chinnappan- .
: and 6- Anthoni. ;
Mr. G.A. Salisbury-

1 to 9, Defended by
R | o Desikgchari, B. A. B. L
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4. Next de ' . .
ay he ‘was examined as 19th Prosecution witness, after being
o Ing spec

caut-innud by me, that he had nothi
ey e e ‘ ng to hope or fear, and that he-should speak only to w

8. Tba : . y
= h thetitllin T;:zsdlsgzizd t:hat on the night of 26—2—95 the house of Rangan was enter
e GEah d,e 2 Sin in nnn.xber, were savagely attacked and left for dea;i N ‘-
2 tW: died. ot Az , six were alive, but of these only two were capable of & h . p
) in Hospital. Four recovered and are’ Prosecution witnesses 2, 3 fe::d e Of tl
{ wy Oy W 2.

6. :
Of the eleven inmates three were full grown males, the rest women and children

7. The three males had thei

Craar their throat t and 1

ST e o cut and were practically otherwi

S e]en eﬁ(;ztedet(}]xtzhe;:,t‘iver: ;ltflost entirely blows cn the head, where fract::s:euor;‘:}.;zmllceii

: ient died, the others recovered. O e

i e : .One of the men (2nd P i

e )Hiqo}i :groat was cut recovered, but his injury was so severe that lfe t:av'\ss r:)xjxicll:ltu::n

Ll o} opinizn a:i :::}-le I;rol;ably he grasped at the knife on his throat. The Med?ca(;

e ’ rst set of injuries were inflicted b ;

knives and th . % Ko P

The bill }:)OOk :n se}(;ond set b¥ cut§ or blows with a heavy, moderately :{:arpginstr:::zx?:

R ARG s)?: (msl:te'nal objects 1 and TI) produced might have caused tlie second set.
rp knives produced, of which material objects VI and VII are two

might have caused the first set of injuries

8. 1st pris 3 2

they and their Ff,?n\??:: lza;iésianﬂy related to Rangan and deceased Dorasami, and he and

opposite astions in the s ecen on bad terms for 20 or 30 years. They also belong to

ey s bl l;lge Matters have been l.ately more embittered by a land disfmm

A . T risoner charged Dorasami, Rangan, the Village Munsift and others
S. o case was thrown out on 7—2—95. Directly after the result was

known, 1st Pri .
s W;O 3 the::ne} CFTIIG up to Rangan (2nd Prosecution witness) and said “Are yon glad you
ey e,Itm not tas_te water till I exterminate your family.” No notice was take: or
: litigant. The 'threa;v?ss s?’ois‘diredbto A P B S S
oken to 12th i itnes g :
Rengan. 4pd T-sse B reastrn 1o d'onb{ % Prosecution witness, the Vakil who defended

9. Th !
Ml Domz al;())iuzi :;f tRoatnhgn.n stn.nds'att a corner of the village. Opposite it is the house of
o west of it is.the house of ona Kunjati Padiachi. There three

houses form a small detach
al ed gronp some 40 or 3 |
There are no houses to the east or ‘s)outhci)f‘ R:;;:n?;ards SR e

10. : e

as an approvl::t;?“tj::: ml‘)i(s‘:tf‘ Fi:l;:;s(-.‘c.ntu)n witness) a Pariah servant of 1st Prisoner, was taken

s p,-isonnc Magistrate. He says that on the way home, after the theft
Prisdied. 'l‘he’ i i ;rh said to }'nm‘and to 2nd -Pnsoner, also a Pariah servant of lst
land unless we exterminate R‘“ Aigisterk the conilplamt. I shall not be able to keep the
questioned by witness as t h.a ngan and Dorasaml-"’ Some days later 2nd Prisoner being
ook Bhis extermina.t,io;: (;) és frequ‘ent absence gmd he had been trying to eollect men to
cutting reeds in a s b 1 n_ unday z4_.-2_95 witness, 1st Prisoner and 2nd.Prisoner were
e ok adiaatad :a(;;gl:hg to 1st Prisoner. Then Antoni (6th Prisoner), and one Kora
weapons and make th,o attack one{'(:es;:y:?;h?en R EARA e

oy pl_ “\.1_ O;\v'il‘tlrxle;sstia);l : (;nornm_g 1st Prisoner .ordered .witness to come to that same field
el e II{ so. Under a tamarind tree 10 the field he found collected Kora
TR 30;3.;3.1.-5 whose names he does th kx-mw, two chucklers (5th Prisoner
T wi’t h, ;3 S + risoners and anot,her’ Padlu?hn whose name he does not know,
et » : imself, twelve persons. When witness arrived the Koravars . and
-ers were eating food. After the meal, an oath was taken to exterminate the famil d
keep silence about the deed. ' A

12. Then lst Prisoner asked the ucklers “What w

eapons have you brought?”’, each
prod.uce(%‘ a.'lcather worker’s knife. On similar question being put to Kora gRamanml:Je
replied We have_brought no weapons’ Then from an adjacent hay stack lst Prisc;ner

3

Ibﬁced a bill hook and a hoe, and gave them to Kora Raman. Witness identifies material

ot I as that bill hook, but is nob certain that Material object 11 is the hoe.

" 13. 1st Prisoner then directed witness to g0 and see if all was quiet in the village. He,
r when he meb all

tness, found that all was quiet, and was returning to inform 1st Prisone
: to the backyard of Rangan. The house was

p other men coming to meet him. All went ¢
spected. All was silent. 1st Prisoner detailed witness to watch the front and 3rd Prsoner
K and instructed them o call out “Ku” if any villager approached.

) watch the bac
Jud Prisoner opened the back door by slipping his hand in and drawing the bolt an
left to take up bis

cept the two watchers entered the house. " As they were entering, witness 1€ ]
osition in front. After one paligai he saw Kunjati Padiachi. Immediately he gave the signsl

_ ‘Ku’ and bolted home.
14. Before me he gaid he heard 1o poise during the watch. In the Lower court he
g sheep. About a week later he was arrested.

geems to have said he heard a noise as of killin Sl :
He admits that he never Eaw bill hook No. 1 before that night, and that there is ill-feeling

between him and 2nd Prisoner about a field boundary-

15. Rengan (2nd Prosecution witness) details various causes of enmity between him

and deceased Dorasawmi, whose cause he was supporting, on the one hand; and 1st Prisoner,
on the other. His account of the occurrence is that he and his family petired to restas usual,
Dorasawmi happening to sleep there as he not infrequently did. Nine of the inmates slept

at a little distance. The light was put oub and

a row in the main hall and two elderly females
ise he woke, and saw a light and a number of men

the house shut up as usual., Hearing & 10 :
y lst Prisoner and 2nd Prisoner. Before he could

in the hall. Among them be recognised onl ; y ;
move 1st Prisoner got on his chest and forced his chin back, his legs were seized and SOme

one covered his eyes, his throat was cut and he fainted and recovered consciousness only in

Hospital. He can give no other details of the attack.

16. He gave a deposition in the hospital and in if, he‘ gave the.namns of. 1st Prisoner
and 2nd Prisoner and five other people 88 having been idenf:lﬁed by him that night. Before
me he says he really identified only 1st Prisoner and 9nd Prisoner, and that he a.d'ded the rest
becanse they were his enemies, and he thought it likely they had helped ‘ 1st Prisoner. Also
he pleads that he was weak and confused in hospital- The statement seems to have been
taken directly heo recovered the power of speech'

17. Ammal (3rd Prosecution witnsss)
was awoke by a blow on the head. She rem 1
5 or 6 men, of whom she can identify. onl
heard the sound of blows and Ammakutti crying oub !
Prisoner do any thing particular- After about ten minut
opened it and raised an alarm. Villagers cam
house in a fainting state.

18. Chithambaram (4th Prosecuti
he was awakened by a blow on the head &
He recognised 18t Prisoner standing within tWo Y
not see the departure of the assailants.

19. Ammakutti (5th Prosecution witness
fy any of the assailants.

)is & neighbour, he was aronsed along with

y st Prisoner. 8he saw Ammakutti dragged away,
¢f will not live’. She did not notice 1st
s she crawled t0 the street door,

¢ and she was carried to the pial of the opposite

on witness) a boy of not more than 15, states that
nd saw alight and some two or three men standing.
" ards of him. He lost conscionsness and did

received severe injuries, but failed toidenti-

20. Saminathan (6th Prosecution witness
i itness. On hearing from *

other villagers by,the alarm raised by Kannu—
Kannu that something was wrong in Rangan’s

Murugatambi. There he saw 1st and 3nd Prisoners i i
not identify, from the direction of
1st Prisoner and 2nd Prisoner well
There he found Tayilei (8th Prosecution witness) and
word to the Muusif. Then he looked into b

g el e

—— - ¥ T

e W

house, witness ran thither, crossing the field of

running, With some others whom he could
Rangan’s packyard. There was bright star light. He knew

pefore. He went round Rangan’s house to the street door.
saw Ammal lyiug wounded. He sent

e house, but becawe® faint at the sight therein

R

Y
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and did nothing further. Next day he told what he had .
one of the accused in the theft case of 7—2—95. s o S Sl Nagintonte.. Hu wes

91. Tayilai (8th Prosecution witness) whos i e that o
ness) whose house is immediately opp i
‘ : : : 0 oﬁlte tO
iqngau,’ <tates that one Kattel came and arounsed her, saying there was some disturba:cet 'nf
angan s house and he wanted a light, She told him where to get the light and ran out inlt
= - 0

the street. She saw Ammal (3rd Pros i i
: secutio n witness) come out
Then lst Prisoner and 2nd Prisoner ran out of the street door .10, Tomae poc Tl Cow:
b

to the north. This patrh AT R turming to the east and then

d the side .of Rangan’s hou i

iately after thi . Y x - se, past his back ;
I"fme‘h'm.]} after fa?hls 6th Prosecution witness arrived. Then others came . e
with the light. Witness 1s the mother of decased Dorasawmi ,among them Kattel

’ - 10N 1th‘| S, ﬂ.s S]ee n i 3 H
on witness, w ping m the verandah of layllm’s house.

He VAS )i i a“d I 1n t at t ] 1 d
was awa enec a SC. e “t ]nto the Stre (6] d 1 1 H()]’Se roceede
‘ ] ’ ‘ b‘r noise [1 we eb }n ) } p
fl om I{'\ngan ‘S h(»'u‘;f . Ife k‘ll'()cked at Rangan’ﬂ dOOI‘ and Ca“ed ('ut. ‘TGtting no lel)]y }le
Tan ‘() the ad_‘acent Stl eet Ta1sIng an '&]a’[m. \ i]lagels collectﬁd alld came to Rﬁngan’ }
=] ¢ 8 house.

93. 7th Prosecution witness is the Sub- istra

nf. 97295 and got to the village about 8 A.h:zg‘sg:t:(;nngihgoi’oﬁ::sh a}l)‘mt ‘6-30 ek
xtnmkutestbefore. He and the Station House Officer inspected the place :;nd ;adi:r:nveq a f;;v
ook sta emen'ts trom 8rd, 4th, 6th, 8th, 9th Prosecution ST i By quiry. He
n.wnt‘s f,nlly with the evidence given by the witnesses before me. The bill boe!:' dThese oy
:al objects I' and II,.were ffnmd in the house of Rangan, Sty B‘t) .ﬂﬂd boe,mat.p_

ook had hair adhering to it. He also speaks to the preparation of in 1:116 and the bill
corpses, the treatment of the injured and similar points e e 2:% .'reports on the
back door, and fonnd that a man could insert his hand from outside and d?ellmented on the
also proves the confession of 6th Prisoner (Exhibit A.A). d draw the bolt. He

94. When the Sub-Magistrate fo i

: : : aistre und the bill book he applied to the i i

1;, Thle) village blacksmith (9th Prosecution witness) informed him that th:r?:s(:rr::nl::: ;JX::;
een, about a month before, tempered and sharpened by him for the son of lst Prisoner

95. The Bub-Magistrate adds i
that when he examined 3 and 4 P : :
e = ' . rosecution t se
Ibio‘thdwex}'le ;r; ;a. vetiy feeb'le state. They were different houses, and the one could ‘::0: (}‘::::
eard what the other said. On the deposition of 4th Prosecution witness the Sub-Magi
ordered the arrest of 1st Prisoner, who was one of the by-standers R

J b . .
PriS()nezl'ss;t-Ot)lt; t:e:;(::;::i:: ’jf‘:‘tne_ss is the peon (.)f e SUb-Mﬂgistrate, He says that as 1st
] was in the pial inside x;) : her e o o sa?d to him “ Why did they call ‘(arrest) wme.
act done among themselv / ’1‘3“39- o i e s S Bl
be found.” Witness at n?c'e‘ re s .(Sub-blagistrate\ to go inside and see, weapons nay
e e G ) 'ported this speech to the Sub-Magistrate, and the search
o finding of the bill book and hoe. I do not see much point in this ined
the house would have been carefully searched in due course. e

97. Arumugam, (12th Prosecuti ] i - '
. . seutio tness) is the rate
threat prevxousl y noticed. (para 8). R ki o Bpe’?ks s

28. = - : : .
» ; 8, 13th I.rosecutlon witness, clerk to the zemindar, proves that 1st Prisoner and
eceased Dorasami were each trying to gét the same land.

S i’:d w’l;l:li :011:;:3;2 M:msn;j (14th Proseention witness) got news of the murder about 2
ey i e pot. e found 3rd and 4th Prosecution witnesses speechless,and 80

xamine them. H(". sent Reports E. and S. to the Magistrate and Police and again
a later Report F. to the Magistrate. He admits that st Prisoner and he are on bad te:ms'

as h(-.' bOt bhe Ofﬁce Of Munsif wa i i ’
: > T lst; l risoner was dls [nlssed W
: . 4 . . He as nlSO one Of ‘he BCCUSL‘(l

: 30 15th Prosecution witness is Munsif of Kangianur, the village of 5th Prisoner and
6th Prisoner. He éaye that on the request of the B ead Constable he’j paraded tha; Parii:xrils
a.nd C}}aklmrs of hl'S village and 1st Prosecution witness then poirted out 5th Prisoner and
6th Prisoner. .' Their houses were searched and five knives found, two of which : o ml
out by 6th Prisoner as those with which the victims’ throats We:'e cat. Of cou:: rli:::((
g . sre 18

‘pothing Te

!
".

h i

markable in the AiscOverf of ‘sharp knives in the house of a leather ‘dresser. Sth

Prisoner and 6th Prisoner are leather dressers by trade.

31. Prosecutiont witnesses 16 and 17 simply: prove the removal of the corpses to

the Hospital and the holding of post-mortem on them.

. 82, The evidence ‘of the Station House Officer has been covered by that of the
Sub-Magistrate and Village Munsiffs.

the wounds on the corpses and on the SUrVivors,
inds on the

3. The medical evidence describes
result of a violent attack. The wo

and leaves 1O doubt that they were the .

survivors were S0 Severe that the intent of the assailant must be taken to have been to cause
death. Material objects T, 11, VI, V1I, might have cansed the wounds. (Para 7).
84, The con‘vigﬁtl Antoni (19th Prosecution witness), confirms the story of .the approver
in all mateial points: Mich was inade by the Defence of the mention by Anton that arrac
was served oub, while Letchumanan says e sAW N0 arrack ot bottles:. Careful compa.r(;.sox;1 o
the stories shows that 1s6 Prosecution witness arrived after the arrack was drunk; an hw e!ll1
“the light was that of only one torch it is quite possible that bottles Were there, thoug

Letchumanan did nob happen %o notice them:

g5. Antoni says that,after Letehumanan
knives from him and from 5th Prisoner, and gave
‘van had a weapon, while the rest of the party had none. 'Fhen after
drawn the bolt and the wateh had been set, the others, ten 1n pumber,

house. One of the Padayachis spuok a match and it a small cloth wick:

faces of the sleepers had been dist,ingmshe &y, e pesi Wikhos

: od and their throats ¢ :
grown males were simultaneously attack R s, As witness 8D 4 5th Prisoner

be
e R hat had the weapons gnished off the rest of

had gone to reconnoitre,1st Prisoner took the

them to the Koravans. Thus each Koras
ond Prigoner had

quietly entered the

d the light was put oub.

held the legs of one victim. The chi

had no weapons they ran outside, while « those b

the family.”
e okt e naligsi, 8 quarter of an honr, the -.Kora_.vans came t.: ;,‘l;e ;Eot :

where 5th and 6th Prisoners were Jurking and yeturned them thexr,:mwes, sadyu;%h h :on ev!:

hacked each and all, as if ‘they were vegetables 1}0“ one is left:’ 5;11 e s u:da.wn

ran home, stopping o wash themselves and their knives on ﬁl{e'W&Y: an a"““‘:% - Ourderers.

Witness cannot identify 30 Prisoner ot 4th Pmo‘fe“ as having been among €€ = ;

i 87. lst Prisoner says the whole case is the result of conspiracys and tha,t. h‘;; snf.ie;st
from night blindness. He calls 3 witnesses who speak vaguely aboub some defect in the 81§
' their evidence. :
g statement the gist of which is, that he i? falsely
. No witnesses Wwere examined on his behalf
a9, 8rd Prisoner end 4th Prisoner SImPIY. deny all knowledge of the matter and
examine no witnesses. ;

of 1st Prisoner. I attach no weight to

38. 2nd Prisoner makes a ramblin
charged because he offended the village officers:

40. 5th Prisoner denies all connection with the matter, and says B_th Prisoner implk
cates him because of enmity. He calls two witnesses who speak to the existence of a dispute

between dth Prisoner and 6th Prisoner aboub & family house.
41. For the defence it is urged (@) that the motive alleged by the Prosecution i8
insufficient to account for so heinous a. crimes a 3
(b) That the case is concocted ¥ nst 1st Pfison_er,_ owing to e“nmit:y.' Lhe
second of these arguments practically destroy® the first, for 3¢ SUBESREN strong emmuty o
was motive. v :
() That it is improbablo thet people: so. severely wounded -as Prompution
wisnesses 2nd, 3rd 4th were, could bave identified any assailant- In reply it may bo rema% k- k
ed that if the witnesses had concocted the cm.'thﬂl"“m- have said thab each ‘@W
more than one person. 2




6

-(d) That as 6th Prisoner is on bad terms with 5th Prisoner, it is not likely
he would have brought him to assist in a crime.

. (e) That the Police murdered Periyapayal,brother of 1st Prosecution witness,and that
therefore the evidence of the latter is untrustworthy. Now except for the fact that Periya-
Fayal did die between the date of the murder and that of the arrest of 1st Prosecution witness,
there is nothing to support the above allegation. The Police deny the arrest'of Periyapayal
and the Sub-Magistrate knows nothing on the subject. '

(f) That the Munsif is an enemy of 1st Prisoner. But the evidence of the Munsiff
does not specially implicate 1st Prisoner.

42. T carefully charged the Assessors to receive with caution the evidence of the
approver st Prosecution witness and the convict 19th Prosecution witness. I explained that
there should be corroboration not only of the fact that the offence took place, but also as to
whether each Prisoner took part in the offence. The Assessors were men of intelligence one
a B. A., the other a 2nd Grade Vakil. Both are Brahmins. They unanimously convict Ist
Prisoner and 2nd Prisoner, acquit 3rd Prisoner and 4th Prisoner, and convict 5th
Prisoner saying that they fully believe the evidence of lst Proseeution witness and 19th
Prosecution witness against him, though there is little or no corroboration. '

43. On the merits I corcur with the Assessors thronghout. T see no reason to dis-
believe 1st Prosecution witness, and the impression left on my mind by the evidence of 19th
Prosecution witness was, that he was telling substantially the truth. Of conrse both may
have minimised the part they themselves took, accomplices always do. As for the fact that
the crime took place, there is ample corroboration. - We need go no further than the medical
evidence to see that the crime took place as detailed by Antoni.

44. Against Ist Priscner, besides the accomplice’s evidence we have:—

(a) Hin identification by 2nd, 3rd, 4th Prosecution witnesses in the house of Rangan
‘at the time the murder took place. ' ;

Y (b) That he was seen leaving the house by 8th Prosecution witness, and in its vici-
nity immediately afterwards by 6th Prosecution witness.

(¢) That the bill hook found in the house of Rangan, blood stained [and with hair -

adhering to it, belongs to his family (9th Prosecution witness).

(d) That he has for long been at enmity with Rangan and the deceased Dorasawmi,
. and that he uttered a special threat against them about 20 days before the occurrence.

45. Against 2nd Prisoner we haye as corroboration,
(a) His identification by 2nd Prosecution witness in the house at the time the crime
took place.

(b) His identification by 6th Prosecution witness and 8th Prosecution witness as
above.

46. Against 3rd prisoner and 4th prisoner there is only thé evidence of one witness
and that an approver. The Public Prosecutor did not presa the case against these two men.
They are acquitted and set free.

47. Against 5th Prfsé;ier we have the evidence of the accomplices, which the assessors
believe and which I believe, but there is absolutely no corroboration. His identification is
useless, for Letchumanan knew him before; and the finding of the knife is useless, for the
connection of the knife with the crime depends merely on the word of 19th Prosecution wit-
ness. There are many cases showing that it is held unsafe to convict in such a stato of mat-
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tors. 1 therefore acquit 5th prisoner, on the ground that the evidence against him is insu

cient, and order him to be set free.

48. I consider that there is sufficient corroboration against 2nd P.ri;oner. fI ;:;n;xrc;
him of murder. He is a very ignorant man, apparently much under the influence 0 A

soner. I therefore sentence him to transportation for life.

49. As to lst Prisoner, there seems to me to be ample corrobqratlol?;h I1 itn::ae;,hz
of murder. He was the ringleader. The case is one of great bm]t;altlltg,h :nis ({: e:a iy
of premeditation. [ sentence 1st prisoner to be hanged by the nec 5
the approval of the High Court.

50. 1lst prisbner is informed that if he wishes to appeal to the High Court be must v

g0 within seven days.

(Signed) R.D. BROADFOOT.,
Szssioxs CourT, 5 Sl Sl

TRICHINOPOLY, }
13th August, 1895.
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It is iu the first place not shewn why this man was areested at all ior why suspicion fell
upon him. As he says he did not enter the house, he could not have been recognized by any of
the four survivors. He says he is the farm servant of lst Prisoner, though 1st Prisoner denies
this. It does appear however: that his elder brother Periyapayal, who was not a servant of 1st
Prisoner, was arrested by the Police on the day after the murder, and was detained in custody
for three or four days. Periyapayal was never placed before a Magistrate and returned home
~—only to die. His brother Lakshmanan was arrested after his death,—the Police say on March
9th—but. from the man's own evidence it would seem as if he must have been arrested before
that. At all events ho was not produced before the Magistrate till March 11th, when ha was
represented as desirous of making « confession. Bearing in mind the coincidence of his brother’s
arvest and subsequent death, we entertain great misgivings as to the volantary character of the
statement which Lakshmanan then volunteered to make. The diary shows that no statement was
then taken from him, nor was any statement taken &ill after:the receipt on March 81st of the
District Magistrate’s order making him an apprever, In the meantime 6th Prisoner Anthoni,
who had been produced with Lakshmanan on March 11th, also volunteered a confession=-which
was only recorded on March 26th. As regards Lakshmanan’s presencs at the scene of the
murder it may be noted that he is corroborated only by Anthoni. " As he says he did mot enter
the house, corroboration by the survivors could not be looked for; but he says he gave the

alarm when Kunjati Padayachi came out of bis house and then ran home. As to this, where

corroboration was possible, he -is not corroborated.

In his examination-in-chief this witness deposed that he hid himself for seven or eight days
after the murder and was then caught by the Police. But in cross-examination he admitted that
he had remained at home doing his ordinary work. He described his brother’s arrest' and sub-
sequent death before he was himself arrested, and said that he went with- otMers to see Rangan’s
house the day after the murders, saw the Police and Magistrate there and remained all day watch-
ing the enquiry. It seems to us most improbable, if Lakshmavan had really taken partin
the crime, he would have himsslf gone to this enquiry and run the chance of pessible identification
by persons who came up to the house after the alarm was_given.

In other respects Lakshmanan’s statement does not differ from the ordinary ran of con-
fessions, Asusual, his participation in the crime was of the slightest possible deseription
consistent with his actual - presence on the scene. His consent was not willing,—nor did he
expect or obtain any reward for his assistance, It appears to ns that evidence such as this—
brought forward under - ecircumstances of so much saspicion—is absolutely - without valae in
support of the prosecution—though it must cause most uncomfortable misgivings as to the
methods of detection - employed by the Police. In disposing of these appeals we feel that we
cannot allow any weight to the evidence of the approver.

As regards the first Prisoner, however, it is not ‘Macessary to rely npen his testimony. His
presence in the house at this scene of butchery is spoken to by three out of the four sarvivors.
Of these, Ammal and Chidambaram gave their evidence to the Sub-Magistrate the very next
morning (Febrnary 27th) (Exhibits B and C),~while Ranga Padayachi gave his when he recover-
ed conscionsness in the hospital some days afterwards (Exhibit A). lst Prisoner  is thus shewn
to have held Ranga Padayachi down while another man cat his throat, . Ho  was also identified
by Saminada Padayachi and Tyalai running away from the honse and this evidence ‘was forth-
coming on the morning of February 27th (Exhibits D and H). The bill-hook ' fonnd in the house
is proved to have belonged to his son, and the evidence as to the .motive -and previous threats is
ample. “We have no hesitation in confirming his conviction and . the sentence of death which has
been - passed upon him.

As regards the 2nd Prisoner Ganapathi, we also thivk the evidence is sufficient. He is
identified by Ranga Padayachi as having been within the house, and was seen by Saminadan
and Tyalai ranning away. He is the servantof the Ist Prisoner and ander his orders. His
appeal must likewise be dismissed, s

: : i i hisown plea. Had
i leaded guilty at the Sessions and was convicted on p
j‘ b f[;h;oﬁihsfll:;s;n;‘;fb:m wfethet he could have been convicted, but under Section 412 Cr.
e not don

P. C. it is not open to him to appeal. His appeal is therefore dismissed.
\ 1 lusion we feel we ought to say that we think the circumstances attending the death
n conclust

i

.

{

:

{

| ; ;
!

]

» of Periyapayal should be investigated by the s s
By the Court.

feisrns) OG- T H scnstfon

Dy. Registrar,
Appellate Nide.

ﬂ/f _.fL7AA£r,

Exd. A. Ramaswami Aiyar.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS.

Tuesday, the twenty-second day of October,
One thousand eight hundred and ninety-five

PRESENT : —
Tar Hoxourasrt Srk ARTHUR J. H. COLLINS, K., Ohief Justice,

AND

Trag HonouraBLt MRg. JUSTICE PARKER.

k

Annamalai Padayachi

Rererrep Triar No. 57 or 1890.

1st Prisoner.

T'rial referred by the Court of Session of the Trichinopoly Division for confirmation of the
santence of death passed upon the said Prisoner in Case No. 15 of the Calendar for 1895.

Criminal Appeal No. 470 of 18935. )

Appeal by the said Prisoner against the said sentexnce.

Oriminal Appeals Nos: 471 and 472 of 1895.
Para Ganapathi ... Appt.in No. 471 (2ad Prisoner).

Anthoni vee Appt. in No.472 (6th Prisoner).

Appeals by the said Prisoners against the sentence of transportation for life passed upon them
by the Court of Session of the I'richinopoly Division in Case No. 15 of the Caleadar for 1895.

These cases comingon for hearing on Wednesday, the 16th Instant, and having stood over for
consideration till this da:y ; the Court delivered the following

JUDGMENT :—

There is no doubt that the house of Ranga Padayachi was broken into on the night of
February 26th, and that of the eleven inmates therein seven were murdered, and the remaining
four were more or less injured. 'The three males had their throats cut, and so also had
Ranga Padayachi who eventually recovered.. The rest were women and children, who appear to
have been killed by cuts and blows upon the head. Not a single article of property was taken
from the house, so that it may be safely inferred that revenge and not robbery was the motive for
the crime.

The 1st Prisoner had been for years on hostile terms with Ranga Padayachi and Doraisami.
A charge of theft which he had brought against them had been dismissed on Febroary 7th,
and it is proved that on leaving the Court he had threatened Rangan, telling him he would
not taste water till he had exterminated his family. These threafs were ab the moment regarded
as the angry ravings of a man who had lost his case. Bubon February 24th Rangan had been
taking counsel with his vakil about getting ganction to prosecute [sb Prisoner, and their conver-
sation had been overheard by a young boy, the son of lst Prisoner. Thus the parties were on
terms of the most bitter enmity.

There can of course be mo doubt that this terrible work of destruction was not done
by one person alone, and to shew how it was done the prosecuation has called an approver

Lakshmanan (st witness), whose ovidence has been accepted by the Sessions Judge and

Assessors as substantially trae. This man is ayoung Pariah of the village in poor circumstaunces.

That the murder must have been committed in some such way as he describes is evident from the
4 circumstances of the case, but the question ;s whether his narrative is trae as regards his own
participation and that of others in the crime. We can by no means giYe his evidence the
same amount of credit which it seems to have obtainel feom the Sessions Judge and the

Assessors,
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