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rights under Rule 23 defining bis du.t o far as the polling officer iwecting the electors to place
happen to receive their ballot papers :35 i et persons igno % concerned, he is within his
| ately”. ' The first and second w:ptness° e;xable those who have r%or;':;lt of the ballot-box, he should
s after recording their votes and givin : bo:- the petitioner have de  their votes to «leave immedi-
s L oda gt L
as he was not bound by any ofy the ::IRUIG 23 and for purposes if (; i Wi.m evidently took them
naturally thonght it not worth his whi les to direct the voters to put l;,aml“atwn under Rule 26; and
el e oot thont to 1 o RSB i h billobtiox o
says “I did not know anything abouto ;ny rules regarding the .bo ©5¢ witnesses have themselves
I am not acquainted with the rules, 1 the practice at all”, augd thexl the former in his deposition
s o Bl e s;,h never read the nules, 1 had othatter “I dowt know the rules
know nothing about the rules, the ol i 2 an educated er work and no interest in n,",
of the rules regarding the ba\,llnvf,—blguormb public can hardfy be native like the 2nd admit they
oo bortd ek e L 2:6 and it cannot be laid dow expected to have any proper ides
e .v s a.bout the use and obj ¥t St Domns officer ought to
re appears to be no rale pm‘blhug“::: of ;ihﬁ ballot-box and their %uuea
polling officer frmm receiving - the

ballot papers handed over to hi
im, nor do the vot.
. defined in Rule27. Obj es,go repeiv d
| jection is S that th ed come under the
e Polhug ¢ classes of invalid votes

of names himself; but it has been

: voters were llhterate, or could not ;’;‘l::;:ﬁebie:um thM
and ‘that the wishes of such voters were alwa = }he

officer to examine the ballot papers the voters ?;uoheyea__

person for whom or agmnst. whom they vote& an m Bot 1’

the polling oﬁeers achou aﬁected the uusnccessfnl

i) 9, 'I‘ha.t Yaur Excellency’s Memorialist begs t;q
do not come under any of the grounds mentxq;;ed i
clection can be questioned. e

¥ a8 109 voters enough time

1"‘“ a ﬁ"’ cases, ‘where the

1§

Gmcar
had in Bome cases done the 8001'1'?8 »:

‘U?‘:id:: ;‘:‘;2‘; %Mc he did so,

. requiring t 3

i umdg mth"m a sgwnbe: ?)‘:‘mt:i
s difficult to. “

-l

vy 3
a3 o .
the petition says * :the presence of Krishna Heggade had the

: pobhng office twice, as

~ shew that the said Eali;
.'in favonr of Mr. Nar

egards the third point,
oters”, It is & fact, and it Sppeats from the evidence of Kenchapp
a,

itness, that the said Krishna Heggade, Police Inspector of Mangal
ore

Talug, did make bis appearance “00 the road”, once “at 12, and again at 4 P. M. " but L4
«did not see whether the Talug Inspector talked to any one”. Quite contrary to thls eti ;" - i
7th witness, Abdal Hussein, who, from Lis own evidence, appears to be a vagabond, to ’h'I:vel lioger 3
yote, but to have passed t0 and fro, going to the Mohorum pandal ten times that day‘ m)da no -
according to his statement in the examination-in-chief, lives «¢ fathoms from the POll;n fﬁwlx:,
but when cross-examined +100 fathoms north of the polling office”, says that the said Kl‘lshnagH 0 ced
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credit, who could not remember whether he went alone to vote or in company, or at what hour or
jnto what part of the polling office, or where the ballot-box was, or whether petitioner or counter-
petitioner asked him last for his vote, and who appears to have been all this time in great anxiety
for his wife’s miscarriage, has yet sufficient powers of memory left to say that petitioner was not
present at the polling office, but that counter-petitioner was and solicited his vote, that he had not
decided for whom to vote till he had arrived at the spot, that lie however told the polling officer
that he had voted for the petitioner, but that the polling officer asked him why he did not vote for
counter-petitioner, took his signature and sent him away, implying by this latter statement that the
polling officer fr audulently scored out petitioner’s name, which the witness wanted to retain, but the
truth whereof is denied by the polling officer in his deposition. What adds to this improbability is
that the witness, who, according to his own statement, knew *to read a little Canarese”, should have
been duped in the manner represented by him, and that the polling officer, a gentleman of high
birth, reputed honesty, and vast wealth, should have condescended to single out this witness alone
from among the whole lot to practise his trickery on. This witness’s evidence is not entitled to any
weight, and no case of fraud has been made out.

12. That as regards the 4th point, that Memorialist was not duly elected by a majority of
votes, there is nothing in the petition or in the evidence to show that there was in Memorialist’s
favour any vote invalid under any of the classes defined in Rule 27, or that there was any mistake
in the counting of votes under Rule 31. Memorialist’s election was therefore duly made, and is valid.

13. That if the whole evidence be carefully weighed, there will be found in it nothing to support
the cancellation of the election on any of the grounds mentioned in the petition, but enough to prove
that the whole proceedings were brought about by the petitioner in a spirit of vengeance for his
failure and out of total disrespect for the character of others, The polling officer is a Roman Catholic
Christiah and therefore of a different caste from that of either the petitioner, who is a Konkani, or
of Memorialist, who is a Bant; consequently he could not have had any motive in siding with eit,hcr
party, and it is therefore the more regrettable that he should haye been in any way implicated in an
unjustifiable charge. :

14. That it is worthy of note tha: the 2ud witness is, like the petitioner, a clerk in th
Collector’s Office; the 4th witness is the elder brother of a clerk employed in the petitioner’s de m't“z
ment and under the Petitioner; the 6th witness is the brother-in-law of another clerk in the Hupzur'
the 3rd and Tth are admittedly men of nd means; the 5th literally dropped down in the witnéss-b &
in the course of the examination, and hence even his signature to his evidence could not be obtaine(:lx

‘ 15. That Memorialist begs to refer Your Excellency’s Government to G. O. dated 17th Janua
1887, Mis. No. 46, M., Local and Municipal, where, in an actual case of wa.nt,. of strict re : :‘1“‘;7
seorecy and a certain amount of influence brought to bear upon the voters, the election wugurhelg
by Government on the recommendation of the then Collector Mr. E. Gibson, the present Secreta!.’r to
Government, that the election should not be set aside as there was no proof of fraud, lntxmxda.{mn
or bribery. The evidence m this case will shew that none of these was practised in the present
instance also. . . '

16. That an election on the lines eontemplafed hy the petitioner, that is, an election free

from all defects is only possible when the voters understand their rights and the use and object of

the ballot-hox better and are all literate. But as circumstances now stand in this Municipality,

any slight irregularities as may have been proved are but incidental to the a.pphcatmn of the ballot

system to a place where illiterate persons have to be dealt with and where the educated also seem

ignorant of its details or even of its bare principles, and bhey CRtinoL: ﬂm.efom miate i elect:on
9
¥ ? t N

which is otherwise valid. v e : GRS ‘

17. That Memorialist humbly begs mmfm that Yonr Exeel!e ncy's Govmment my oné,;"
kind and favourable consideration of the above circumstances, be pleased to give M%momaﬁw;swg."
" the careful attention it deserves, and that, after ‘perusing the evidence M oﬁmr wnm-ﬁ@ m the B

case, the duly made elect:on of Memonalm may ira &aelarnd ygha

And Yonr Excallenoy’s Mamormlm shall, sq m Whﬁﬂu&

His Excellency the Right Honorable
' | Sir BEilby Lawley, Baron Wenlock, G.C. L E.,
Governor of Fort .S'amt George, ai

MADRAS‘

‘, Humble Petition of K. Narna Shetty, residing at
A S Kodialboil, Mangalore Town, South Canara
District. Dated 6th August 185,

J

L

Fis Most Respectfully Sheweth,

R 4 That Your Excellency’s Memou&hst begs to submﬁ as fnllows

o 2. That Memorialist and one Marthu Bhandari were both wﬂﬁiﬂiﬁq& at the mﬁmt abo;mn 3
i of a Councillor for the Kodialboil Ward of Mangalore- Mummpahﬂ‘( M&m ﬁhe 29%1& Imm lasr.. md
g . Methorialist was elected by a magonty’ of 7 Vobagissa i T

petxtmner‘ Marthu Bhandan and Memonahst th»e mntar-yetihonht, whmh m&gime Mxﬂ Gn"
mnst have aubmxtted to Gmernment thh a. rapotta et iy

qnantly Memonahss ha.s o meﬁm of pnsm
therefore hero conﬁne lmnself to tﬁe pomts rai

presence of Knehna Haggade haﬂ)ﬂm eﬁsdt@i‘ 7
Shetty was not duly clected”, Rule 36 (@)
: 6 Tha.l: as regards the tﬁrs% '
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. ‘None of the witnesses has deposed that there was a case of actual observati
ervation. Nor is any acceunt

- i £ 3 1.0

" 10, That as regards the third point, the petition says «the presence of Krishna Heggade had the
| o of intimidating the voters”. It is a fact, and it appears from the evide
given of what was overheard; what secret was eut . ek mumldatm'gA ' GEh Wit that the said Krish PP:I de, Police Ins R i
or how is not shown. The whole of this ‘ Head Constable, petltxonel‘f’»bt witness, that the said Krishna Heggade, >olice Inspector of Mangalore
| ) Taluq, did make his appearance “on the road”, once “at 12, and again at 4 P.¥.”, but witness

objection, therefore is simply frivolous.
wdid not see whether the Talug Inspector talked to any one”. Quite contrary tos Shjagatifiinon
ho, from his own evidence, appears to be a vagabond, to have had no

Abdul Hussein, W
to and fro, going to the Mohornm pandal ten times that day, and who
_chief, lives «6 fathoms from the polling office”, o

of evidence. The polling officer and the Municipal In
\ spector have both sworn
that they could uot.

.7. That it upp.ears from evidence that in the very same hall an election w: :
et just e, vaske M OV el o) occup;:;c:g:];tj; swears that the arrangements then ! ::zii,rdb,:; t(t)o h}z,li;e si«;S:;illt in the examination-in
o_ccaSi?“ ?here was no complaint of any kind.  But now that f :lzl:e,plﬁce o e il 1% but \\‘ll;)ll cross-examined #100 fathoms north of the polling office™, says that the said Krishna Heggade
little incident, however remotely connected or totally uncon S the- polling officer, every ‘ was in a house about 8 {athoms from the polling office and that he there received people who were
nected, in fact, the very existence ol i B vote‘ by going to their conveyances which were 7 or 8 and leading them in; but witness is

windows and shutters for the room or of a person sitti
) ittin outsi :
a ground of complaint.. g outside or standing on the road is made wnot_acquainted with them”, nor can he “name those whom Krishna Heggade took into the house”s
i Sk he-in definite that they were the persons who had come to vote and that Krishna Heggade W

. wasked them to vote in favour of his son-in-law”, ignorant, of course, of the fact that Krishna Heggade's
brother having married Memorialist’s sister, the relau_iou between Kris‘hna{ Heggade and Memorialist,
if relation it may be called, is that of brothers—in-law'r\and again, petitioner’s 4th witness, Alli Khan,

7
Heggade at 11. 80 an

7th witness,

? ?)at as'reggds the 2nd point relating to non-adherence to Rule 29 ition i
says “the voters in ‘tlus Ca_Se were not desired to place their ballot p: 2 P“‘"“O“ e alk :
box, and thus the prime object of safety intended by the rule was def. pip(;is follided g

: eated”. But it is not alleged

d at 2 in a small house close by the polling office “going

or proved that any ballot pe :
thu:) the balllot-bt:;y co‘:tzingtrllp:;jr Osaltlls)zsep:leitmsf Rap el il yero missing or abstracted nOF b KridHhn
ers o % ; o ‘ a :
electors who voted, and therefore 109 ballotp papers "'0“:1'8 who had not attended; there were 109 U ::y:ndeo:t. and talking to people going to and fro, t0 50MO that passed” and the voters of witness's
» and these have been found and verified to be ; 2 pbourhood “had congregated beside Krishna Heggade”, but witness could “not name the persons
neig - ¢ docs ho know the particulars of the talk. The evidence of

i ; Krishna Heggade talked”, 10 ) T TR T T e
wich wbonm 1 o, i w5 B
inade to prove the possibility of exercise of mﬂuenc:ﬁy Kugis

within his juri'sdiction', and for this purpose it 13 »'If'eﬁ‘?'?a“n ‘

ét o« (voter No. 118), as well as fus
witness that he, the witness (VOOE 0 © 2 diction of this Tns
lands within the of this Tnsg

‘Mangalore Talud, the jurisdiction
‘proved. The mere ex

istence of lands iv the Poli
sufficient to render the own

correct.' Whatever may be the object of Rule 29 recommendiy th 3
papers in the ballot-box, it cannot be countended that the pollin > fﬁe voters to place their ballot -
g officer in an

receiving from 2 few their ballot papers, which, after being exami y way infringed it by ' : S
they showed in a legible manner the name and number of the elm!:med under Rule 26 to see that ‘ 7
ector or other

to show his identity, he dropped into the ballot-box himse

description sufficient

: s . If, t G
polling office immediately after recording their votes as l-equil:;::tel{: ll“ the meanwhile leaving the
. y Lule 23. And within the short

space of 4 hours (10—12 A.M. and 2—4 P.M.), durig 3 \

was high, though at others nil, it was impogsible togalsl‘::;e;:ct;r::ls i Fir i the attendance of voters

to d<.) all that was needed of him; the 2nd witness says he was i g Feden bl vkt aty e

3 mmu.tes to mevely record his vote. At this rate 109 vfot.em ko Ut suok iy MOEY

There is no rule which imposes on the polling officer the d::yw:fnl(;l‘ s B
ire

their ballot papers iv the ballot-box. So far as | cting the

: _ ' ox. 8o the pollin e e electors to place

rights under Rule 23 defining his duties, if, in cases of petainzﬂ;l;;r’:ntm:c;med, he is within his
' of the ballot-box, he should

happen to receive their ballot papers to enable those ,
at‘ely”. The' first and second witnesses for the peti;::er?e el votes to “leave immedi-
after recording their votes and giving fheir papers to the a;;df’l"‘sed that they left immediately
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as he was not bound by any of the rules to direct the vo{ergméé-of examination under Rule 26; and
naturally thought it not worth his while to refer them to th to ‘,’“‘i‘hf papers in the ballot-bok he'
admitted .f,hat they were nc}t aware of any rules l‘e’éar&i i ;ox ! These witnesses have themselves e
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credit, who could not remember whether he went alone to vote orin company, or at what hour or
into what part of the polling office, or where the ballot-box was, or whether petitioner or counter-
petitioner asked him last for his vote, and who appears to have been all this time in great anxiety
for his wife’s miscarriage, has yet sufficient powers of memory left to say that petitioner was not
present at the polling office, but that counter-petitioner was and solicited his vote, that he had not
decided for whom to vote till he had arrived at the spot, that he however told the polling officer
that he had voted for the petitioner, but that the polling officer asked him why he did not vote for
counter-petitionér, took his signature and sent him away, implying by this latter statement that the
polling officer frandulently scored out petitioner’s name, which the witness wanted to retain, but the
truth whereof is denied by the polling officer in his deposition. What adds to this improbability is
{hat the witness, who, according to his own statement, knew «to read a little Canarese”, should have
been duped in the mapner represented by him, and that the polling officer, a gentleman of high
birth, reputed honesty, and vast wealth, should have condescended to single out this witness alone
from among the whole lot to practise his trickery on. This witness’s evidence is not entitled to any
weight, and no case of fraud has been made out.

19. That as regards the 4th point, that Memorialist was not duly elected by a majority of
votes, there is nothing in the petition or in the evidence to show that there was in Memorialist’s
favour any vote invalid under any of the classes defined in Rule 27, or that there was any mistake
in the counting of votes under Rule 31. Memorialist’s election was therefore duly made, and is valid.

13. That if the whole evidence be carefully weighed, there will be found in it nothing to support
the cancellation of the election on any of the grounds mentioned in the petition, but enough to prove

 that the whole proceedings were brought. about by the petitioner in a spirit of vengeance for his

failure and out of total disrespect for the character of others. The polhug officer is a Roman Catholic
Christian and therefore of a different caste from that of either the petitioner, who is a Konkaui, or
of Memorialist, who is a Bant consequently he could not have had any motive in siding with either
party, and it is therefore the more regrettable that he should have been in any way implicated in an
unjustifiable charge.

14, That it is worthy of note that the 2nd witness is, like the petitioner, a clerk in the
Collector’s Office; the 4th witness is the elder brother of a clerk employed in the petitioner’s depart-
ment and under the petitioner; the 6th witness is the brother-in-law of another clerk in the Huzur;
the 3rd and Tth are admittedly men of no means; the 5th literally dropped down in the witness-box
in the course of the examination, and hence even his signature to his evidence cou,ld unot be obtained.

15. That Memorialist begs to refer Your Excellency’s Government to G. 0. dated 17th January
1887, Mis. No. 46, M., Local and Municipal, where, in an actual case of want of strict regard to
secrecy aund a certain amount of influence brought to bear upon the voters, the election was upheld
by Government on the recommendation of the then Collector Mr. E. Gibson, the present Secretary to
Government, that the election should not be set aside as there was no proof of fraud, intimidation

or bribery. The evidence in this case will shew that none of these was praetued in the present

instance also.

16. That an election on the lines contemplated by the petitioner, that is, an election free
from all defects is ouly possible when the voters understand their rights and the use and object of
the ballot-box better and are all literate. But as circumstances now stand in this Municipality,

slight irregularities as may have been proved are but incidental to the application of the ballot
s iy where illiterate persons have to be dealt with and where the educated also seem

tem to a place la :
¥ . tails or even of its bare prineiples, and they cannot therefore vitiate an election,

ignorant of its de
which is otherwise valid- ‘

17. That Memorialist humbly begs therefore that Your Excellency's Government may, on a
kind and favourable consideration of the above circumstances, be pleased to give Memorialist’s case
the careful attention it deserves, and that, after perusing the evidence and other recard& in the
case, the dnly made election of Memorialist may e declared valid. S :

And Your Excellency’s Memom.hst shall, as in dutg bmmd ever pmy
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. District. Dated 6th August 1895,
‘ % T Most Respectfully Sheweth, ' ,
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effect of intimidating the voters”. It is a fact, and it appears from the. evidence of Kenchappa,
Head Constable, petitioner’s 6th witness, that the said Krishua Heggade, Police Inspector of Mangalore
Talug, did make his appearance “on the road”, ‘once “‘at 12, and again at 4 P.M.”, but witness
«did not see whether the Taluq Inspector talked to any one”. Quite contrary to this, petitioner’s
7th witoess, Abdul Hussein, who, from his own evidence, .a.ppe‘fs to be a vagabond, to have had no
vote, but to have passed to and fro, going to the Moborum pandal ten times that day, and who,
according to his statement in the examination-in-chief, lives «6 fathoms from the polling office”,
but when cross-examined 100 fathoms north of the polling office”, says that the said Krishna Heggade
was in a house about 8 {athoms from the.poliing office and that he the;t_‘o received people who were
come to vote by going to their conveyances which were 7 or 8 and leading them in; but witness is
» nor can he “name those whom Krishna Heggade took into the house”s

“not acquainted with them " : otz . i bt v ) ‘
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credit, who could not remember whether he went alone to vote or in company, or at what hour or
into what part of the polling office, or where the ballot-box was, or whether petitioner or counter-
petitioner asked him last for his vote, and who appears to have been all this time in great anxiety
for his wife’s miscarriage, has yet sufficient powers of memory left to say that petitioner was not
present ab the polling office, but that counter-petitioner was and solicited his vote, that he had not
decided for whom to vote till he had arrived at the spot, that he however told the polling officer
that he had voted for the petitioner, but that the polling officer asked him why he did not vote for
counter-petitioner, took his signature and sent him away, implying by this latter statement that the
polling officer fraudulently scored out petitioner’s name, which the witness wanted to retain, but the
truth whereof is denied by the polling officer in his deposition.. What adds to this improbability is
that the witness, who, according to his own statement, knew “to read a little Canarese”, should have
been duped in the manner-represented by him, and that the polling officer, a gentleman of high
birth, reputed honesty, and vast wealth, should have condescended to single out this witness alone
from among the whole lot to practise his trickery on. This witness’s evidence is not entitled to any
weight, and no case of fraud has been made out.

12. That as regards the 4th point, that Memorialist was not duly elected by a majority of
votes, there is nothing in the petition or in the evidence to show that there was in Memorialist's
favour any vote invalid under any of the classes defined in Rule 27, or that there was any mistake
in the counting of votes under Rule 31. Memorialist’s election was therefore duly made, and is valid.

13. That if the whole evidence be carefully weighed, there will be found in it nothing to support
the cancellation of the election on any of the grounds mentioned .in the petition, but enough to prove
that the ‘whole proceedings were brought about by the petitioner in a spirit of vengeance for his
failure and out of total disrespect for the character of others. The polling officer is a Roman Catholie
Christian and therefore of a different caste from that of either the petitioner, who is a Konkani, or
of Memorialist, who is a Bant; consequently he could not have had any motive in siding with either
party, and it is therefore the more regrettable that be should have been in any way implicated in au
unjustifiable charge.

14. That it is worthy:of note that the 2nd witness is, like the pet.moner, a clerk in the
Collector’s Office; the 4th witness is the elder brother of a clerk employed in the petitioner’s depart-
ment and under the petitioner; the 6th witness is the brother-in-law of another clerk in the Huzur;
the 3rd and Tth are admittedly men of no means; the 5th literally dropped down in the witness-hox
in the course of the examination, and hence even his signature to his evidence could not be obtained.

15. That Memorialist begs to refer Your Excellency’s Government to G. O. dated 17th January
1887, Mis. No. 46, M., Local and Municipal, where, in an actual case of want of strict regard to
secrecy and a certain amount of influence brought to bear upon the voters, the election was upheld
by Government on the recommendation of the then Collector Mr. E. Gibson, the present Secretary to
Government, that the election should not be set aside as there was no proof of fraud, intimidation
or bribery. The evidence in this case will shew that none of these was practised in the present
instance also. :

16. That an election on the lines contemplated by the petitioner, that is, an election free
from all defects is only possible when the voters understand their rights and the use and object of
the ballot-box better and are all literate. But as circumstances now stand in this Municipality,
~ any slight irregularities as may have been proved are but incidental to the application of the ballot
system to a place where illiterate persons have to be dealt with and where the educated also scem

ignorant of its details or even of its bare principles, and they cannot therefore vitiate an election, °

which is otherwise valid. N

17, That Memorialist humbly begs therefore that Your Excellency’s Government may, on a
kind and favourable consideration of the above cxrt:umsta.nces, be pleased to give Memorialist’s case

the careful attention it deserves, and that, after perusing the evidence and other records in the :

case, the duly made election of Memormhst may be declared valid.

And Yom Excellency’s Memonahst sball as in duty bound, ever pray
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w That Your Excellency’s Memonahst begs to submit as follom' » .

S 2. That Memorialist and one Marthu Bhandari were both candidates at the rgcent election

5 of a Councillor for the Kodialboil Ward of Mangalore Municipality held on the 29th June last, aad
il S  Memorialist was elected by a majority of 7 votes.

"

b ‘ 3.. That thereupon the said Marthu Bhandari submitted a petmon to thb Coileetor of ﬁeuth
Tha Canara complaining against the validity of the said election.
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10. That as regards the third point, the petition says “the presence of Krishna Heggade had the
offect of intimidating the voters”. It is a fact, and it appears from the evidence of Kenchappa, *
Head Constable, petitioner’s 6th witness, that the said Krishna Heggade, Police Inspector of Mangalore
Taluq, did make his appearance “on the road”, once “at 12, and again at 4 P.&.", but witness
«did not see whether the Talug Inspector talked to any one”. Quite contrary to this, petitioner’s
7th witness, Abdul Hussein, who, from his own evidence, appears to be a vagaboud, to have had =
vote, but to have passed to and fro, going-to the Mohorum pandal ten times that day, and wl-xo, ;
according to his statement in the examination-in-chief, lives 6 fathoms from the polling office”, i
but when cross-examined “100 fathoms north of the polling office”, says that the said Krishna Heggade . «
was in a house about 8 fathoms from the polling office and that he there received people who were
'come to vote by going to their conveyances which were 7 or 8 and leading them in; but witness is
wnot acquainted with them”, nor can he “name those whom Krishna Heggade tm,k im? TR
and yet he is.definite that they were the persons wi;;_o ha.d come to vote and m Kimhnl H eggade
«asked them to vote in favour of his sop-in-law”, ignq:ggf, of course, dfﬁmfut ﬁ“’; Kushna Hegg ﬂﬁﬂ’s i .
oot having marriod Momorilits siser, the eluion between Krishua Heggade and Memorilist,
ifu relation it may be called, is that of brotheifg-in,-lgg{f};d‘,gggin,_ ?myj@:.?gﬁ? 4th w_gtnesgk Alh Kﬂ'am
hna Heggade at 11. 30 and at 2 in a smail house close by th ; e

says he saw Kris | o small o
in and out a.nd.talki‘ng to people Qing o ?nd;ﬂtta,»m, 3‘}@0. - -
neighbourhood +had congregated kgagfle Krlshnaa

with whom Krishna Heggadef talked”,, nordms 4
these two witnesses, 7th and 4th, even ,{

made to prove:the pc

witness that he, the w:tnass(mbg;v
Jands witbin the Mangalore Talug,

sufficient to render the owners thereof subst
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: credit. who could ot remember whether he went alone to vote or in cafgpany, or at ahat hour or : 3 ; ‘ ) ' & (‘&’?H 7
o ¥ ) 3 g ‘ il /‘- ’ M
into what part of the polling office, or where the ballot-box was, or whet'filép'f)é{md};er or counter- : 3 ‘[ GURRENT }00. e et .."

petitioner asked him last for his vote, and who appears to have been all this time in great anxiety
for his wife’s miscarriage, has yet sufficient powers of memory left to say that petitioner was not
present at the polling office, but that counter-petitioner was and solicited his vote, that he had not
decided for whom to vote till he had arrived at the spot, that he however told the polling officer
that he had voted for the petitioner, but that the polling officer asked him why he did not vote for
counter-petitioner, took his signature and sent him away, implying by this latter statement that the
polling officer fraudulently scored out petitioner’s name, which the witness wanted to retain, but the
truth whereof is denied by the polling officer in his deposition. What adds to this improbability is
that the witness, who, according to his own statement, knew “to read a little Canarese”, should have
been duped in the manner represented by him, and that the polling officer, a gehtleman of high
birth, reputed honesty, and vast wealth, should have condescended to single out this witness alone

from among the whole lot to practise his trickery on. This witness’s evidence is not entitled to any
weight, and no case of fraud bas been made out.

12. That as regards the 4th point, that Memorialist was not duly elected by a majority of
votes, there is nothing in tl}e petition or in the evidence to show that there was in Memorialist's
favour any vote invalid under any of the classes defined in Rule'27, or that there was any mistake
in the counting of votes under Rule 31. Memorialist’s election was therefore duly inadé, and is valid.

13. That if the whole evidence be carefully weighed, there-will be found in it nothing to support
the cancellation of the election on any of the grounds mentioned in the petition, but enough to prove
that the whole proceedings were brought about by the petitioner in 4 spirit :)f ve;) geance for his

* failure and out of total disrespect for the character of others. The polling officer is a Roman Catholic 3
Christian and therefore of a diﬂ’ergnt caste from that of either the petitiohr "whd is a Kopkani o © -
of Memorialist:, who is a Bant; consequently he could not have had any moc,iuve in siding with eit:lmr :
party, and it is therefore the more regrettabie that he should have been in any way implicated in an g
unjustifiable charge. L ' e

14, That it'is worthy of note that the 2ud witness is, like PRSI « s i e
Collector’s Office; m’ﬁi& witness is the elder brother of a clerk ethplil;eed?ien??l:: :eh;o:::t c;:p:!l't :
ment and _nnder the petigioner; the 6th witness is the brother-in-law. of . anof.hbr (';lnk in the Huzur;

the 3rd and Tth are admittedly men of no means; the 5th literally dropp.ed'dmn in. the Witness-‘t;o;; L
“in the m&ﬁtheﬁmhm, and heg_oi even his signature to his evidence could not be obtained.
‘ 15. That Memorialist begs to refer Your Excellency’s Government to G. 0. dated 17th January
1887, Mis. No. 46, M., Local and Municipal, where, in an actual case of HER Y R diond w 5
~secrecy and a certain amount of influence brought to bear upon the !‘mi&g mam‘m st IIM
by Government on the recgmmendation of the then Collector Mr., E. dﬂ!ﬁm | thepmant TS Ao .'ka-' :
Government, that the election should not be set aside as there was no Pﬂ;ﬁf oi: fﬁﬁ intilml -‘:‘g‘
or bribery. The evidence in this case will shew that none of thm,mu e i;; L :

* instance also. X . : : R g % <o ‘_‘f]*;_ i

16. That an election on the lines contemplated by the peti‘ti&néi, ﬁmﬁu‘ sn !lemon i
from all defects is only possible when the voters understand their nghts a‘miﬂm She ant IR
the ballot-box better and are all literate. But as circumstances now stand fi?l’k.tbis Mu ;,‘;-:
any slight irregularitie$ as may have been proved are but incidental to the W PP EM
system 1o & placo whero lliteraio prsons have (0 be dals ith und whore the sducated also soem
ignorant of its details or even of its bare principles, and they cannot therefore vitiate an clection,
which is otherwise valid. ~ ° e S RN . LRI, i 5

17, That Memorialist humbly begs therefore that
kind and favourable consideration of the above circumsty
the careful attention it deserves, and that, af

*case, the duly made clection of Memorialist may be




3
¥

i .03 el PO BRI L
Current No. fZL,S’O}n ‘_’f ¥39 £, dated : from o ‘/;CI-.AM Kot
Ourrent No. ke 82 In. of 1808, dated 2.9 Wl S B TR “7€

25 82. m.— h
{ 4

m—

— A

5

%. ./VL‘L*Z"I'LOL Cm
o/ %ml,jr -’l//”?/&-

No.

.Dated §- 5-7+
Received /-7 -

"" finer et

" Enclosures i«

~ SUBJECT.

. Adbssittnig mamsriad fraysiog R s sl
Y Ao yatri mydfov the Mwma

: il L | RAraL



il e 'f%"
-~ — F— —r—— - - S
e e oy . - ; 'i‘\' Yﬁ ,‘ "R T
Fluga~

- t[g,,s ie Mo fefi¥tien 7 v 4 ;Iw)j
el

ootk pmias pradecd, 1
I—-—!Uf_uL;- e L ¢ o ovaal._ o A
| L;ngu&) iy Rzam—go o d D
LD, R affur . ot i T Cace

of LA R T R o e N
Ff:tg W oheg fafos arrr LS ol

et 152 fafoos Wi otk s
B iy Lo bR Ll E il
2.,«’1.4“5 affn 2 we ko hogheb Rowin st
PR M. (ot i S g inio R

Bl D% TN Lo, of £,
$eluator 308 X aov kBl piskd
cate s el becuise . foafons

IZ & = P%O#u) gkl ol o

N DR aﬂfmﬂmclb af/..usaln.{g
;”,7;?1,,1/ iele 0 BLID Lol S 2h 2,

w“’vu! I\“ : ZR“&;EMA}; ',’ , Crilsem)
Jorsenail- mmwmcmﬁ%
v i by, Mt 6 ol

N7




Again G.0., dated

Current No.

bp)

i DEPABT‘\[E.\”I‘.

Again (+.0., dated

A gy g~ =

Papers to be read in proceedings ;:—

189 . No.

189 N0

ZqGO,ﬂL of 1595’; dated
£2. ROE™

wehM 5

., from

1582 .M, 189S

b3 }






	Image00053
	Image00054
	Image00055
	Image00056
	Image00057
	Image00058
	Image00059
	Image00060
	Image00061
	Image00062
	Image00063
	Image00064
	Image00065
	Image00066
	Image00067
	Image00068
	Image00069
	Image00070
	Image00071
	Image00072
	Image00073
	Image00074
	Image00075
	Image00076
	Image00077
	Image00078
	Image00079
	Image00080
	Image00081
	Image00082
	Image00083
	Image00084
	Image00085
	Image00086
	Image00087
	Image00088
	Image00089
	Image00090
	Image00091
	Image00092
	Image00093
	Image00094
	Image00095
	Image00096
	Image00097
	Image00098
	Image00099
	Image00100
	Image00101
	Image00102
	Image00103

