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child. The prosecution allege that the child was born alive, that
5 cretly buried so that the birth might be concealed.

the first accused being the father of the dead child, a
of Kanal;amma, the dead child’s mother.

1

it was murdered and then se-
Hence the charges against the two accused,

id the 2nd accused being the grand mother

rt3. Ten witnesses have been examined for Prosecution,
is a sweeper-woman employed in the house of 1st accused. The 9
accused ; the 3rd w1tness ( Appa Rao) is the brother of Kananam

nd his slster Who are in no way related "to 1st accused, come
a

The 1st witness, Obalamma.
nd witness js the wife of st
™3, and he explaing how he

to be living in his house, T}

lst and 2nd witnesses say that the child was still born, that after the
8

«<hild was born 4 message
sent to 1st accused, who is Head Accountant in the offi
was

ce of the |
danapalli informing him of the fact, and that the child wag buned in
napalli,

f 1st accused before sunset that day, it bemg the custom of his caste
o
born dead, must be buried in the back yard.

. . .
“Xecutive Engineer at Mo
the back yard of the house

TR e SO

3. The 5th witness is the Station House Officer of Ma,
Village Magistrate of Bandamidikammapalli ;
Madanapalli, and the 8th witness is the Police Inspector,
rove that the back yard of 1st accused was searched onm
P

dannpalh the 6th witness is the

(Village servant) of

have been called to

orning of 7¢h December, that the body
of a child was found buried in a dung-heap'; that tha body was sent to the  Madanapall; Hospi-

tal, and that the Apdthecary (9th prosecution witness) made o Post=mortem examination of the
body.- I am not atiall certain that the search wag made in accordance with the. Provisions of the
law. One thing is certain that although the body was found ag 8. 30 A. M. it was not sent to
the Hosp).tal tlll aﬂ;er mld-day and that the Apotheeary dld not see it tlll 2 0 clock

medmtely aﬁ.er the body had been
th

These witnesses

list was prepared so the 5th’ 6th and S’th Wltnesaes Btatg, lm
found, and before the body was sent to the Hospxtal yet i
: »

“the Police have sent the body to the Hospital

4. The 9th witness is Mr Home the Apothecarv

on'ths ahild Bad been born ('lead and he gave 6 reasons for his ' Oplmon
opg:cwr Myler, the District Medical Officer, who after ixeam,g M i p L)
j‘sowmg to the length of time that had elapsed between the birth of the child ang
examination and owing to decomposition ” no decided, medical opinion, could Bo arbven. e :
mits, however, that the reasons given by Mr. Home for his opini that the il d Wu g de.d i
certainly are in favour of the child having been born dead, 1The
tal Assistant who examined Kanakamma on 13th December,

birth to a child about a fortnight previous to 13tk Dece
i easy and natural one, and that the child mxght have
been an

who exnmmed the body In his

'l‘ize 10th witness
evidence, said that

mbe;“ at the
been bom dead,

;)‘:";

quwi mm ave
5, There is not a scrap of seyxdence that the clnld vm bom alive, The .
w1l dence and to ﬁnd t,h.f, ﬁle Ehﬂdm 00 8 ,5
beheve the medlcal evi ,P"Oleolhon
wants me to dis

edical evidence were eliminated frmh theirécord, there ; 18 still the evidence of the
the (;)f;h; :tnesses that the child was born dead and that evidence ;
"1st and 2n

HM l'ebM As there
v;denoe ﬁmt the child was born alive the &sfgﬂim& ‘m\lrder fall
lﬂnoe f SRS ot ol RSO0 O P 1:‘:.—’}”‘“—4;'“»'
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that a fipgt born child, if './

e search list it is fnlaely stated that

we If the T

/f 1.

-9
‘” o P |

' f the secret burisl |
and abetment o : :

f secretly purying the bOd;’ AR of the birth was

e charges © o the 1st and 2n b

6. Astot s Accordmg t Engineer’s Office, w
3 ence. o
. scrap of evi
there is not a 8C

tiv
underling in the Execu

Station
ied at night, but in the day time. The
t buried a
body was no

ber

accused on 7th Decem!

that when he asked 1st his question “ Did
witness) says :4 « No”; that in reply to his q o

g sagel £ nestion “ was it buried in y /

me

sent to 1st accused by so'lhe
ness to bury the body. -
House Officer (5th prosec R

5 1d had been born recen e

hi 5

lt: 7 :hxld die "? 1st accused sal

e

1] No
: used said
back yard "7 1st acc 1t and which was

d that in reply to his q e g
£ t beheve the thneas, for book
1 dont

y ues-
Onl

had not brought to Cou

nspa}',() ¥ .f
o < used I asked the assessors if.
ere put by the el vidence against the acc

tions we A ‘

absolutely

id “No”. Iagree
i § he body and they sal
There being ret disposal of the :
i here had been any = a1 quit, them.
t the! L
i behevedltl:d the prisoners Not Guilty
with them. n

bso-
d There was a /
itted to this Court 1 can:::l :‘;::tabomm alive, consequently

was comml that the chlld ed the 071‘
8. Why the cas:i‘e Joint Magistrate Joint Magistrate evidently disbeliv that the
Jutely no evidence before a not be sustained- v did not justify him in gromaig by 5

n t
the charge of murder Wﬂm,, born dead ; but tha ution to prove that the accused is guil hl;
that the child had o duty of the prosec ot be called on to prove

dence boen alive. It is th accused person cann
child had been born inst him an

agn lass Ma-
bsence enal Code i trmble by a lqt o / |
d in the a of evidence 818 of the Indian P .
an

Section Court,
An offence under soad commit the accused to this
mnocence A lty to
there neally was

. MOBERLY, &
gistrate, 50 (Signed) L Sessions Jud;}c-
WITNESSES
OSECUTION p :
- ] 6. Venkata Subbi Reddi.
eddugadu.
. Ob“la:ama. ; g K. Sundara Iyer. .
~ Nilam Mr. AJ.Home. :
:23 Appa Rao. la Nair. 1?)- D. John william Glenton s :
. u - > k. -
4. Emily Gopa
5. Narasayya.

DEFENCE WITNESSES:—None.
EXHIB[TS

MOBERLY
(Slkﬂed) H. AR
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