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HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE
THE GOVERNOR IN COUNGIL,

Fort St. George, Madras.

THE HUMBLE PETITION OF MUTHUSAMI PILLAIL
AN Eez. HEAD CONSTABLE OF THE TOWN OF
MADURA, AND THIRD ACQCUSED IN CRIMINAL
APPEAL No. 649 of 1893 ON THE FILE OF THE

HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS = 3
PREFERRED AGAINST THE SENTENCE PASSED £
BY THE SESSIONS JUDGE OF MADURA IN b
SESSION CASE No. 65 of 1593 ON THE FILE OF :C
THE SAID COURT. €

SHEWETH :
{. That the Petitioner and two other

Sessions Court of Madura on charges under _
Penal Code in Session Case No. 63 of 1893 on the file of the

<entenced by the said court to Thuge years’ Rigorous Imyp

constables were charged before the

S.8. 220, 323 and 342 of the Indian
, and the

former

aps the

18~

9 That Petitioner appealed entence t

Chief Justice and the Honorable the of!
upon altered the sentence pduc
against the Petitioner.

3. Thaggetitioner hoped- dships the Judges of the HighOourt;fcw i
“would acquit © titioner, on & | \tion of the evidence of the Prose- E
clearly indicated that the charges MR

ition and Defer Witnesses, the former
s preferred @against the Petitioner svere t ' e of previous malice and long- :
grished il1-fe isting between the fa ily of the complainant and the Paliz = "I GRS
tween the Pe itioner and some of the Prosecution witnes: e VL «;
11 as of Publi o

of oral evidence of witnesses as we

ich consisting LSRG
blished the physieal. " -G

), G
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il

& | ocumeﬁts ept in the regular”course of business clearly esta » :
impossibility of the Petitioner’s having been present ab the scene of occurrence at h’f ‘
| : itions of Defence Witnesses L

r

. *1‘51" '8, 4, 5 and 6 and
* herewith) ; but their Lordships some how only came to
- ! the evidence as to the alibi of the 3rd accused is ansalisfactory.” (vide copy of the

Judgment of the High Court submitted berewith) ; that this circche clearly
indicates that the charge against your Excellency’s Petitioner has been in a great

measure if nob completely shewn to be false.

he hiour mentioned in the complaint : (vide the depos 1
f of the Defence submitted

: ~ Exhibits 1T, IIL, and V filed on behal : |
this conclusion, Viz., That
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- ircumstances your Excellency’s Petitioner humbly prays

4. Further, the evidence for the Prosecution besides being mostly those of f Th;;’ unﬁe;:I l;‘illeis;ec;t;ZZsed to exeyrcise the prerogative of mercy conferred
complainant’s relations and castemen who were from enmity and ill-feeling interest- } ?,hat Agpons ](; 4 under S. 401 of the Crimiral Procedure Code (Act X of 1882)
ed in bringing about the ruin of the Petitioner, is supported by the evidence of the ‘ upon yOur. Excellency f conviction passed against the Petitioner, and remove
committing Sub-Magistrate who had already arrived at a conclusion in his mind as and set aside the sent',emfe oharaoter and order him to be reinstated in his office of
to the supposed guilt of the Petitioner along with the other two prisoners ; that the stigma attacl?ed to le)lsrc De art:ment either in the said District of Madura or
besides, the committing Magistrate had for sometime previously been in inimijeal E]Ie“dh0°“sm§13;;:,iem;l::tiufd to the half-pension to which Petitioner was justly
terms with the Petitioner. elsewhere an

and lawfully entitled at the date of the aforesaid calamity, and which he would have

5. That both the Sessions Court and the High Court have acted under the earned but for the aforesaid occurrence.

impression that the nuisance case alleged by th

il appear from the evidence for the Prose-
cution itself,

6. That although the sentence passed on a
tioner has now expired, and he has been set a
for the stigma that has thus been attached to
the consequent damage which has ensue
standing his long and faithful seryice

M/f / e
L paragraph. 3 od / W . . g
7. That Petitioner served the Government, loyally, diligently and faithfully 6@‘ M i

ppeal by the High Court on Peti-
gain at liberty, Petitioner feels bitterly
his reputation and character, and for
d both to himself and his family, notwith-
to Her Majesty as shewn in the following

B A A s S

for over a té;'m of nearly 26 years in the Police Department, and during all that time
has borne a character unimpeachable in every respect and

has won the satisfaction 9y " 3

of his superiors as your Excellency may satisfy yourself, if considered necessary, by W »
making a reference to the Departmental authorities concerned, and would but for , |
this unforegeensea amity which happened to him have been enti i
under the @rament Rules for Pensioners in Her Majesty’s S

ervice,

g rewards from Government for his

_ - o
o e 1 L

A reward of a gold ring for having dg_!:f’fected the thief con
theft in Rangasami Iyengar’s house at Trichinopoly, =

B o R

4. Areward of 5 Rs. for having detected a thief who had removed 4.
currency note belonging to the Engineering Department, Madura.

NP Ve e a
- 3 : i

9. That about a month before this case Petitioner applied for permission to
retire from the service on half pension to which he was entitled, and the

same would
have been granted in his favour but for this unfortunate occurrence.

1 - h 2

1 "_, g t
10. That Petitioner has a large family consisting of 8 members consisting of J
his wife and children and an old and infirm father aged more than 80 years solely 1
dependent on him whose prospects and well-being have all heen blighted owing to the
aforesaid calamity which befell the Petitioner.
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That under all these circumstances your Excellency’s Petitignel‘ hnmblgfgll.‘::’:
: g ise the prerogative of mercy co
S that your Excelleney will be pleased to cxercl.se‘ X of 1882
™ enmity and illfeeling interest- 7 upon your Excellency under S. 401 of the Crimiral Procedure Code (Act X o )
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. i g e Petitioner, and remove
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ting Magistrate h | i

ki W”ibh the Pet ad fop Sometime

i i ither in the said District of Madura or
Head Constable in the Police Department eit : . ot !
GI:ewhere and declare him entitled to the half-pension to which Petitioner was justly

and lawfully entitled at the date of the aforesaid calamity, and which he wo

Previously been in inimical

't and the High

earned but for the aforesaid oceurrence.
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