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The Secretary to Government,
Law Deriartment, ¥ A4 D
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!  The Registrar, _ .
3 High Court of Judice e, MADRAS,
81z, !

Smections 401 €, P. §. and 55 I.P:L. = SuC.lo

1950 on the flle oft thisg . Court = accused Tholi &ali
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was not & woman of good rgputation who might' e
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1 reaz"ir.g St In 80 doing she acted in an inhuman
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In the Cottrt of Session, of Nerth Arcot Division, Vellore.

' % PRESENT :—L. C. HOB&ILL Esq, 1. C. 8,

:3,»..;& “l?
P ot
4

s : Sesmions J
4 : " — ———#—
"' g Thursday the 24th d&? of July, 1930. .

b  SESSIONS CASE No, 17 of 1930,

"b——_—‘.—h—u-
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P. &. No. 3 of 1930 coamitted by M. R Ry., R. Michael, B. A,
Second Olwmclstrate Velloro-

Name of Aceused :—

Tholi altas Govindammal. 3
i» : ¥ ORBDCO ——
: : Murder Saction 302 1:P. C.
The accused was defended by M: R. Ry., B. Ranganatha
Mudaliar, Advocate, Vellore. (Appointed by the Crown)
gt Nam&a‘and castes of Assessors:— i ok -

i 1.. Abdul Jabbar Saheb. (Mahamadan)
g 2.. Govinda Reddiar. (Vellala). =9
¥ 3. - Jayaratna Chettiar, (Ohe \1). :
= kL 4 Anna Na.mar. : am

10

Oplmon of Assessors '—Not guilty.

3 Ffind’ing of the -Court —Guilty. :

f . Sentence or order i— ; 8

b S 3 ‘I‘ransportatmn for life, but r mended to . Government
8 L S e T e that this sentence be uped\ to R.1 for three
: T P years under Section 401

¥ - e ‘%zl' .

- “This case coming on for trial on §2nd day of July, 1930

;Indhavmg stood over for oonsxderam n till this day the Court

JUDGMEN‘J:.—

i Theaccused is charged undor Seqﬁon 3021 P. C. with the
murdpr of her newborn child. ¥
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. 2 P.W.1, a young boy, was
’ -J(f)onkulam)m Sirukalambur when he g
- raked it ashore with his stick and findi _
‘& male infant, ran to the village and mg
~ of his me discovery. P. W2 informjed
| ‘dgmmbﬂr.andheintum
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g his cattle near' a tank
w a body floating. He
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Sub Inspector armted the aoaupi

.

hospxtal for post-mortem onm 1

8. P. W.4is the ﬁmi
He conducted the’ poat-martnuf

_brain and engorgement of the

out to him by the learned ad:

of the organs was oomistsnt: f
however, the sigas of congestion a
nm-strohand what thisw -
when cut’ is ulmr

cm ahn the accused was in jail
inﬁubmmthf “the ‘police before being
have been raised to the
d. The firstis that the
mm she was niot bound to make
- a confession and the socond is that he 1so did not give his reasons
for believing her statement to be voluntary. With regard to the
first wht, there is no ohhgation on the Magistrate woordmg a con-
sion to put his warning in the form of an interrogatory. He has
ended a oertiﬁcm to the effect that hie warned the accused that 10
, : ?aﬁaa confession “and, in the absence of any
' that . poini, the eertificate must be accepted.
mi&wﬁmaond@mng it is true that ‘the Magistrate did
- notrecord hisreasons for believing thatthe statement was volun-
2l Mry ‘but the explanation is simple inthat there could have been no
. reasons for believing that it was not voluntary. He questioned the
i - accused as to whether she had been interviewed by the 'police, what'
U Ia Tl  they had amd to her and whether they had threatened her. Although
~ he b given his reasons, I do mot think that under
: m e&ahnmm' ] faﬂurefh/&o wmmh any way the value  20.
&ém made. 4,} '

: 10. The confemonal story -is also reamnable and probable.’
Those present at the inquest saw 2 small mark ontheneck which may or
‘may not have been caused by the foot of the accused in the manner sta-
ﬁd by her. ‘The Medical Officer did notfind any external marks of
¥ but he examined the body about 36 hours after it was taken from
e which time decompositionmtst have set in. In any case,
ttle foree to stifle a newly born child that she could have
thout causing any external marks of injury at all. There
ﬁu--mtpport of the sun-strc theory and it is not true 30
58l even while sh&was in the hospital. It was
t n the child died from natural causes or by
y of P. Ws- 6 andlvhhows that she was anxious
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s Even apatt from the confuislon it seems 1mpossible to
resist the eonclusion that the aceused committed the murder. She
left the hwpltal only 414 miles from the“village, with the child in
fithrew it away secretly  ‘an hour ~or 80 later 1 find
mﬂt}" of murdering her infant childé» = |

13, The Assessors do not accept -any part of the Prosecutxon 4p
nce-not even that the child found belenged to the accused. This
has never denied and the ecircumstantial evidence puts
beyond doubt. The accused must passed that well:
mm’mred was of ﬂ:e samom ' ' SeX as the child of

nforLife'
Government. . tha
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: Sessxons Judge. | 59
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8. Chinnathambi.

%9, Mithukrishnan.

1 "'—5 10. Kuthiveethu Munian.

: - 11. Chintamani. 5
4% 35 L f 12. Arunachala Pillai.
" 13. Mr.R- Michael. :
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