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ASSESSOR CASE.

OALENDAR CASE No. 9 of 1809, on the file of the Sessions Court
of Cuddapah.

‘*;v/; o

p 9 [
W‘J

v d
-

-

(Preliminary Register Case No. 2 of 1895, on the file of the Taluk
ond class Magistrate of Vayalpad).

The 6th day of February 1895.

-

PRISONER :—Wo0DDE SAMAKART PEDDAPPODU alias VENKATIGADU,

(defended by Mr. T. M. Munisawmi Aiyer, Pleader

/A
< N appointed by Government).
&
4
/ Name. Caste.
i \;3 Assessors :—1. Proddatur Chennayya, Komati.
h; » 2. Khajakhan Santoji, Mussalman.
N
~
~
~ # . \
: Offence .—Murder, Section 302, Indian Penal Code.
( Opinion of Assessors —Guilty.d
Finding of the Judge :—Do. ; //“f:d

Sentenee -—Death. :
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Calendar Case No. 9 of 1895. Serial No.
Wodde Samakari Peddappodu alias Venkatigadu. 5
8
Nalla Ramudu. g | o
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28 years. > |8
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Singamvandlapalli, Vayalpad Taluk. =
| :
20—12—1894. Offence.
90—12—1894. Complaint.
i ——— - —— e i—— U
Apprehen- =
22—12-—1894, sion. &
L}
S Yo _h: a0k 634 v Commen-
11—2‘_1890. Cing trial.
6—2—1895. e |
VVVVVV e i P T
Explanation of

delay.

Prosecution Witnesses :—
Battula Ellappa. -
Battula Elli.

LY
N

Battula Ellugadu.

Samikari Elli.

Kemba Kristna Rau.

Lingala Nagi Reddi.

Samikari Timmi

Tmam Sahib, Police Constable No. 998 G-

Defence Witnesses:—None.
Exhibits filed for Prosecution :—
A. Panchayetnama held on 22nd December 1594.

B. Medical Evidence before Lower Court.
O. Statement of the accused before the Committing Magistrate.

mxhibits filed for Defence :—

. Kadirirayalcheruvu Village Magistrate’s Repori to the Taluk
Magistrate of Vayalpad 48/20-12-94.

II. Nadimicherla Village Magistrate’s Report No. 6/25-12-94 to the
Taluk Magistrate of,Vayalpad.

JUDGMENT.

The murdered man in this case Wwas done to death by two fearful cuts by
top of the head. The Civil Apothecary has stated that the skull

a sickle on the
These blows were the cause of death, the body

between has nearly been cut out.

heing in & very healthy condition.

9. The two chief witnesses agaiost the accused, Samakari Peddappodus

girl Ellugadu and Elli. As spontaneously remarked by the

are a small boy and
f having been tutored. The learned Vakeel

1st Assessor they had no appearance O

defending the aceused had 1

tance of the defence. There are con
an intelligent and eager attempt to state what they knew. They had gone to the

field Rallakuntamadi, where Battula Venkatigadu was working, with his food, a mile

trom Kadirayacheruyu where they lived.

aid much stress on this f_ac_t and it was the sum and subs-
tradictions in their evidence. But there was "‘
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and they cultivatcd
found his brother
went with Ellu-

She was wash-

3. B. Yellappa says that the deceased was s brother

the field Rallaknutama(li on koru. e was called to the field and
ond witness is Elli daughter of Battula Venkatigadu. She

ther's food to Ra“akuntnmnﬂi field at about 10 A. M.
rnal uncle) was holding the plot ah.

er (son of senior pate

d killed him with a bill-hook. He hit him across the

he and Ellugadu ran away one way and accused an-
d they ran to the spot.  She

| the villagers, an
He was 3 or 4 yards off

dead. The

gadu with her fa
ing her hands and her broth

Peddappodu came behind an

top of the head. Being afraid s
She told her aunt Elli and

other.
did not see the accused coming nor whence he came
when she saw him and Ellugadu 5 or 6. He came up slowly. She did mot see
After her father fell they van home. e came slowly and walked off
He

y. They could ot beenseen by Peddappodu.
He had a sickle in his

n that direction.
ndoubtedly contradictions in the abstract
The girl is only 9 and

ored witness.
tried to state accurately what she saw.
bsequent evidence, Any how

d and she gave her statement
d Police.

him strike.
Jowly whilst they

conld see them bu
, he went away- The
but they are not those of a tut

was naturally terrified. T believe she has
The carrying away of the sickle s confirmed by s¢

<he raised the village and the corpse was al once foun
i Ellugadu thessame day t0 the Village Magistrate an
s the boy Ellugada who went with Yelli to the field

eating bis food facing east. Accused came behind

ran awa

¢ they could pot see i
Land wher re are u

given above,

along wit
4. The 3rd witness i

He said that the deceased was |
and they did not see him.” They sa¥W him when Venkatigadu ceied out.  They
e sickle Venkatigadu fell and died. Fearing

blood when Peddapodu raised th
that accnsed would kil them, they ran and told the villagers and their aunt Elli.

The accused had not threatened them though be saw them. He saw accused give
This 18 affirmed by the Medical Evidence. The 4th witness Elli, the

A denied that the children reported Venkatigadu’s death. It
Her evidence otherwise is only important

sSHW

two cufs.

mother of the accus¢
may have been an error of the children-
the bill-hook before the Court as her sODS The Hth witness Kembha
He deposed t0 having

as identifying
K ristna Rao 18 the Village Magis
.earched for Peddapodu directly after the murder on 20th
1 22nd December in some Kanuga trees W

nadugu two miles from his village and from i
they took him t0 Mallallabanda Kondah where he showed his bill-
ook which then lmé blood and hair on it. The evidence of the 6th witness Nagi
Reddi Village Magistrate of Nndimicherla is identical. It was urged that this
witness oontmdicted himself a8 he had reported that accused Was arrested in @
But it was explained that this was only where d food
and accused (whether he had heard the Police were comio
Lad got out & ghort distance to hide.  The last witness 18
Sahib and his evidence 13 only form ot the post-mortem W

t,ignd\l's body-

trate of Kadarayacheruvi,
December 1894. He

est of Manganagari-

was nob found unti
pformation that

palli, @ hamlet of Sarir

Peddapodn gave

the accused had ha
g or nob is not proved)

Police Constable Tmam
as held

house.

on Venka

\

I3
9

r
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v

murde‘!f; _
a;li!'l ahsc_ondihg of the
his information. Practi
¥ ractically to this he ;
puts no defence but th
at the Police

; ‘-." Ijla'

threaten

house.

I was going North, T eant and the Reddi's came from the Sout
g : he Police, the Ser]
] . ¥
v h

and arrest

not.

| had not seen (I k A y
ox (I know nothing)”. Tt is not likely that two independent Vi
Magistrates one'a Brahmin and the other a Reddi would combi sk

ombine.

l)e(‘ﬂ Shown tO be mcnsed’S b h' “’. e and b]le wltness h h
y 18 lf it E 1 i
ul hls mot T e gi[’
Aer. 0 I

5. 'The series { i
of facts proved conclusively connect the accused witl ]
: with the

After eating food I ca
me to the Village Chavidi
g i at Kadarayacheruvu

5

ok 3 [P =
héi’é 18‘ t ovi ’ »,
.

; cen ’ o
e ) l‘lln a e « d ﬁ d Da t ]. d- tl n l‘b 1'

ed me and took me to i
the Reddi’s house at K
g . a
e B;]la}yi and the Serjeant asked me if I had struckaVZ:xalz?gmc‘luvu. g
1ey kept the sickle and a cloth there and Balayya had 1ga ll.l- I said I did
a slipper.

also saw him leave the scene of offence with a sickle

is elder brother of the deceased a
gives the following ex

made accused angry.
Venkatigadu advised her to go, but to her brother’s house
£ the deceased had been settled on the evidence of

4 e o

her.

{hat the intrigue on the part o

the witness himself.  And the witne

tled the matter that he saw accused an
{hat accused had food the morning of the o
served the food. The accused fre uentl
tl 4 ] ﬂb“ : q y
e 7th witness, stated that decea

e .
|'imm1,

quarrels.

the aecused. -Unless t
Peddapodu is of a very vengeful spirit
with him after he had turn

yonfu_ giq‘qa‘ Vookatigadu is guilty
l’onal Code. Fuxjthezj the Court can see 10 5.1'0
highest penalty allowed by law <

. $ ; ""'x-n.; g

6. The evidence as to motive is confusing.
nd accused is his elder Sister’s son

planation.
Accensed’s wife went to her mother’s house as he ill-treated
-treate

rl‘led 1 1

The 1st witness Yellappa

ss adds that it was before the Panchayat set
d deceased quarvel. Then Yellugadu stated

|
|

T said 3

The sickle has

And he 5'

It is confessed

o

offence in their house and his mother :
vx&M od them. The wife of the accused gt geen i
sed aided her and her husband 1 : :
: in thei F
Her husband had turned her out. He remonstrated on her behalf t;:‘r i
here is something kept back it can only be surmised tha: E
vy - : b
and was angry with any one who interfered k3

ed his wife ouf. gu

7. The Court agreeing with the Assessors finds that Samakari Pedd | :
da- =
of murder, punisha.ble nnder Section 302 Indian |

unds for passing any than the :
| 4

cowardly manner,

The na_tﬁre of th
death. The sentence of the Court is qb#t Samaka

The accused u_tmcked Venkatigadu in a secret

I ¢ hanged by the neck until be be dead

(Court he should do so within seven day-'é

8. The at was informed that
he accused was informed that if he wished to appeal to the Higl
He notiﬁed that he would appeal

e wounds shotws that he intended to cause
ri Peddapudu alias Venkatigadu

W. G. UNDERWOOD,

Sessions Judge.

(True Copy). 4 :
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