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of the occurrence and arrest of the accused persons; but, instead of going forthwith
to the scene of the crime, which was about a mile from his office, and systemstically
inquiring into the case, he contented himself with illegally remanding the acoused
persons to custody for five days, and for several days did nothing.©

“““The Session Judge desires to be informed under what legal enactment and
for what reasons this remand order was made. ' Had the Sub-Magistrate gone at
once to the Brahmins’ house and honestly bestirred himself in the matter, there
can be but little doubt that several influential persons would have been found to
be implicated in the erime. Even now it possibly may not be too late to discover
the worst offenders, and the Session Judge would suggest to the District. Magistrate
the expediency of inquiring further into this atrocious case through a European

i : their being iime-expimd' known they would return to their former means of 1i ving,
f i and had recaught them in their very first offence. The proceedings that concern
ey the Sub-Magistrate referred fo are then as follows:—

“ Read reply* of Narayanasami Aiyar, Sub-Magistrate of Tanjore Town,

* Translation encloged, . dated 17th November 1874, to the Dis-
Proceedings, dated 15th J anuary 1875, No. 4, triet Magistrate’s Proceedings in Appesl

TS e . Nuogoeiarse.

. @ explanation is rambling and altogether unsatisfactory. The Sub-
M.agxstrate, mstead of adjudicating on the case before him on its merits, made
himself gubSGTVieflt to the wishes of the complainant to try the counter-complaints
first. He made inordinate delay of 100 days for which there is no excuse, and

Z”h;clh oot b SO ta: e e e L TIR dagw Y M:‘giSt;att'e.’ enclosed with arzi in original (to “ On the same Subﬁagistrats after
in cases, * Translation enc S : ¥ €l
: : %= be returned). receiving his explanation,* 3
“ His delays in magisterial cases have been more than once strongly *»

“¢ Here again there is no explanation of the omission on the part of the Sub-

: Magistrate to-go to the spot, which is

North Tanjore Session Court Prgceedmzﬂs dated 41560 to his court-house, and inquire into
14th December 1874, No. 895. fie cirontiiiliihe o i h
Instead of so doing, he illegally omitted for many days to take any steps against
the prisoners actually produced bifore him, and cont mted himself with ordering
the Police to inquire for him. In the opinion of -ﬁjﬁﬁourt the Sub-Magistrate
has shown hime-lf to be. if honest, quite unfit for the efficient discharee of the

. 'The Head Assistant Magistrate, the Assistant Superintenden of Kolice, =
- and I have been very carefully into this case, mdiﬂtﬁnebmlnding 5&8@ il
judge I quite concur. There is, in my opinion, not a word to be said for the Sub-
juage q 4 9 2 ; . ok
Magistrate : either he was wilfully s‘hxe!dmg the wicked or, in the face of the
most pitiful appeal, he was callously indifferent to duty. In either case be is not
fit to sustain the office of a Magistrate, and I could wish might be relieved of all
magisterial authority and relegated to th-e posiﬁ?n of a clerk. S8till my expe- .
rience of the general leniency to o.&‘endmg. 0501.319 o m.xchthae, unassured of
support, I have not dared to take this step. thmk 1t will be seen, before this
letter is ended, that, if crime is to be p‘ut down, lenlxency‘to the Sub-Magistra
will for the present be misplaced in Tanjore. 1 “k, ﬁhe,r'efo:'e,' to be permitted to
degrade this man, now on Rupees 70, to & position in which he can do less

#: ; v istrict Magis-
Nos. 27,78, 79, 82, 86, 88, 1 i e gt R

141 of 1874 and 361 of 1873.19' o, trate, by whom he has been warned in
: : vain. It only remains to punish.
F.mally, he 'has de‘clde(? 8 case of a riot amongst wealthy mirassidars’ tenants
directly against the evidence and the law, for it was a case which he had no
power to decafie at all. : If there were other posts to which it would be convenient
;) degrasd'e: ‘him at this Juncture, he would be degraded ; as it is, he is fined.
Rupees 5, FNTE o e

3. Itw‘" be seen therefrom that my Opinioﬁ is 'm;t !J’mv"e is searcelv room.

o ?ny.‘btnef’eoncm?;qn b.ﬁt that he is corrupt, using his magisterial power; not
tor. Jnftxee, but for his enmhment. by making inordinate delays for the purpose o

there})y ; and, lastly, that the most charitable view possible is that a man who ean be
"thus indifferent and dilatory and unrousable in the midst of so much glaring erime
1s not a fit man to be longer entrusted with the active suppression of such crime.

4. Furthermore there are many more appeals from his decisions than from
those of any other Magistrate, and of these appeals a large majority have to be
reversed. ‘A

5. 1 would further solicit that Annach; Aiyangar, Deputy Tahsildar and
3rd-class Magistrate of Tranquebar on Rupees 70 a-moath, may be degraded to

a clerkship. harm.” i , : S TR L :
: 3R g _ g : : - 7. Further inquiry by the Iead Assistant Magistrate shqwgd_ that the Judge's o
= tfd The primary ‘reasons for his éegradahon will be found in my letter above fears were only too wall founded; for. ow soiimiitie) four ‘Peisbs Wort sebuetl. o

for grievows torture, wd the Fed -
~ Assistant, in  his committal register, i -

remarks of this Magistrate:—
* . 4! ' ®

“20. The 14th witness deposed that he told the Sub-Magistrate that his
mother was keeping back evidence against some of the guilty P‘“’hﬂ, but he paid
uo attention to him. If thisis so, and I see no reason to doubt it for the mar
can have no object in making a false statement, it places the conduct of the Sub

b i = ™

P e i o Ha 300 200N
“ Paragraph 4.—* * & ¢In this cage also there probably has been 2 grave ot

- ‘ miscarriage of justice. A poor feeble
Proceedings of the Session Court of North Tan-
jore, dated 21st September 1874, No. 610— old woman was suspected of theft and

rcontinued), - barbarously tortured in the house of
Regular Case No. 9 of 1874 on the file of the ; 3 %

Sub-Magistrate of Tranquebar. some wealth.y Brahmins at Tranquebar,

‘ : - She complained at once to the station-

Louse against two. persons whom she named, and the Sub-Magistrate was informed
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Magistrate in a worse light than ever. I have long considered Annachi Aiyangar
unfit for his post, and this case strengthens my opinion, and I hope that he will
be removed from the bench or, at any rate, from my division.”

8. I would also seck orders about Kristna Row, Tahsildar of Pattakottai, on
Rup?“ 1,75 a-month. My desire is that he may be no longer entrusted with
magisterial authority, and I would, therefore, degrade him at least to a Talug
-Bheristadarship, ' :

9. His caso has already been touched on as follows :—

9. Reviews or Crivixar, Catespars.—Lastly, T will mention my own pro-
ceed\.ngs, .and I will quote one of them in extenso, merely adding here that this case
‘l';m 18 being prepared for submission to the Board of Revenue, and I will ask that
i Snb-Magistmtg t00 may be deprived of magisterial authority and placed in

iy o e : : a position, which I shall indicate, in
I’r;e:'ei&n%} <l>f87£u frict Magisirate in Appeal which he can less affect the erime of the

‘. counfry.

4

ﬁe&rd»ckag Mﬂgimw'of Pattucottai in Calendar Case No, 153 of 1874.
s | B D . ..
* * Date of offence, 23rd September 1873.

b 2 O Do. complaint, 24th e (0

e _ Do.  decision, 26th August 1874.

2 Wilie ,QDO appeal, 29th September 1874,

A eyt o TN

e R Y ecting great disgrace on all the Government officials

 most especially on the Talug Magistrate, s’

~+ . ! More thau eleven months, or in round terms nearly a-year, has been occupied

- n the frial of & case of theft involving only one rapee worth of property and

ending in one day’s simple imprisonment and hnpees 2 fine. Such grievous delay
eannot but briag the law into contempt. :
s Th.m,hasbaen a delay of five months by the Police, for which they will be
called on by the Talug Magistrate to give an exact account to be forwarded to the
].)“-’,mt' Magistrate. - But, whatever may be their delay, the Talug Magistrate is
mainly to blame for it for on him lay the responsibility of seeing that the Police

~ arein his hands an efficient instrament of justice as expressed in the Preamnble

. Own explanation iu detail for all the delay made and permitted by him from the

- 4ay ou which he first received the Police Occurrence Report.

Spaiial S8t He will explain why {hat Oceurrence Report is not among the records

-

the Taluq

- forwarded to this Court,
. “‘He will also call upon the Curnam for an explanation of his three months’
- delay and submit his own explanation for suffering it.
SRHLEC The Talug Magistrate will also render his explanation of what appear to
S h m@’ﬁ“h&“m The District Magistrate wishes to know why when
S5 &m' i w with the same offence two were brought before him on

=

e et i g

' ‘Tudgment in Appeal No, 48 of 1874 against the conviction and sentence by

(e 5 R e e B T

it et
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warrants and twogon summons; why in & nonbailable offence all the prisoners
were admitted to bail at a time when witnesses had given the very evidence on

which the appellants have been convicted.
“+ Ag regards the appellants the District Magistrate can place no reliance on a

trial held in such a highly irregular manner, and remarks that, even if they were -

guilty, the long time during which they have been held under trial is a grievous
burden, tenfold worse than the fitting punishment of the petty offence with which

' they have been charged, to wit the cutting of a tree from a neglected avenue. The

District Magistrate, therefore, orders their release or the refund of the fine imposed.
“+ The Taluq Magistrate’s calendar does not show whether or not the fine was

x *m
paid, 10. The explanation* given by the
Tabsildar is enclosed. It hardly im-
proves his position,

11. With reference to delay, his defence is that such delays are the rule with
him as it is the custom not to notice delay on the part of the Police till complained
of by the parties. Such reliance on custom leaves room for the improper infer-
ence that the custom was one sanctioned by my predecessor, whereas in Appeal
No. 40 of 1874 from this very Magistrate my predecessor called his * serious
attention” to a delay of three months for which his explanation was declared
“‘unsatisfactory." In the face of such an order the plea of authorized custom can

* Translation.

hardly be advaneed. On the contrary it is a misehicvous custom of evil Magistrates.

10 Mha yafosnd aharmn shontainfs flhe D1 gl ot Dty nniene wrhiiah

Translation of an arzi enclmd i

parties therein charged are to be prosecuted, they should be prosecuted at once,
if discharged they should be so at once, and not have the fears of a criminal pro-
secution indefinitely suspended over them even though on bail. This Magistrate’s
practice, he says, is to dispose of such papers at the close of the year. Oa such a
confessed magisterial practice comment is superfluous, ot
13. Then, as regards the case itself and the Magistrates’ illegalities. The
case was one (theft—Section 379, Indian Penal Code,) in which a warrant would

ordinarily issue and which is not bailable (Seetion 389, Criminal Procedurs

Code). But he issmed warrants for two and summons for tWO"othgri?ff”thé_fonr

accused, Here it is noteworthy that the men for whom the warrants were issued

were—one a mirassidar nearly related fo a zemin d&!',;__ and bx_lg'a merchant~men
wealthy encugh fo pay for the maintenance of their respectability, and accordingly

wo find that it was maintained in tho teeth of the law. Such men broughtup
under a warrant must pay at once anything demanded of them or be immediately -

lodged in the Police lock-up under remand Wax.'rant. They were never so 1 ol
up. The two others for whom summons were issued were farm-laborers, poor men
who would not pay for respectability. There was o use in holding & warrant over
their heads. Hence the wise discrimination. The poor men, however, were the

men eventually convicted.

the Magistrate’s .Vﬁtl\.lu;—lf Buvs il 08 pmd S g
with as little delay as possible, for, if the

14. The case having been taken up as an unbailable one (theft) and warrants _

having been issucd on @ presumption of guilt, it was not competent to the Sub-
, B »
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Magistrate it fotns .
wa:no prestuon:ft'il:: ;‘; bafllt(Secuon- 3893 Criminal Procedure &Lode,) unless there
on of s two wealtt guilt or a weakening of that Presumption. But in this case
altiner men, the gne first brought up, was admitted to bail before
P e made after t.be stage at which a warrant had been
T e hothing could possibly have transpired, except his wealth,
- BN W' +h a warrant was originally made out,
8, in his explanativn, that he originally sent a warrant
s 1e principal offenders, the evidence against
which eventually sufficed fg thei o t ﬂ'l B, e S
they also shouly e T ¥heir conviction by him. It was further illegal that
Vb een admitted to bai] on the very evidence on which they
13. Thusa Petty case of cutt;
4 grave-enough matter tq
were brought y

. .vangatree in a deserted avenue was treated as
Pinieeiss -":‘mfxa warrant againlftt two men of position ; they
of law, and this petiy matteru:eime suddenly admitted to bail in the very face

» DEINg made to drag its weary length over nearly

a-year, ended in a farei .
Rupees 2 fine to the pOO::: mx;‘:,nmhmem of one day’s simple im prisonment and

16- It iﬂ in m . # % g
and a good i]ll;stratic}:nv‘;wl’la very glaring instance of abuse of magisterial powers,
Magistrate, not for the I:m oW those powers are used for the enrichment of the
G b oy | m,} B b:eﬁt o_f fhﬁ publio in the maintenance of justice.
R e L R R S Magistrate for twelve years, and therefore could

wa — i
e » ; -

19 Again, | [T & § vt : Sor remarking on previous irregularities.
- ad I have et 8

A s e of fhiy Same man in the Grave Crime Report

L %4%e of robbery by declining to grant a

'eally'hbe 80, leaves the matter in the hands
’ 4 U8t up; and, giving ropeated remands
ew { : ) & P :
o, ? get the S"Pﬂmﬂiendeut of Poliee himselfon the spot,

SR AT6W of the ne 5 ; :

' Y’,n SErve as a warning to o)y e,r:Om ol Ve Winginirates wid w fow exwmples which
St - ExNcrosoar No, 1--T 2 &L |

B SE T ranslation of Arg; of h&glm_nagiaunte of Tanjore Town.

e Encmmn Koo 2 - Prana..: . ; i :
B m‘l‘“‘m, with original, of Argj of drd-class Magistrate of Tranquebar,

i 08 3 and 4 —~Trapgla; : : : ;

s R I Tz tions °f>' Arzis of 3rd-olass Magistrate of Pattukottai.

.
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. Excrosure No. 5.—Grave Crime Report for 1874,

Excrosvres Nos. 6 and 7.—Copies of Proceedings of District Magistrate’s Court.

Telegram from KRISTNA ROW, Tahsildar of Pattukottai, Tanjore, to

H, E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated

18th September 1873.
Assrracr.—Reporting that the Collector has recommended his reduction, and
requesting that the decision of the Board may be deferred till his explanation is

received.

Petition No. 2,224 of 1875 from the Tahsildar.

In his letter recorded in the Government Order above quoted the Collector of
Tanjore, in explaining the measures which.he had deemed it necessary to take for
the suppression of ¢rime in the district, attributed its prevalence, in a great measure,
to the inefficiency and venality of the Native Sub-Magistracy, and instanced certain
cases in support of his view. He now proceeds to lay before the Board the
cases of the Sub-Magistrates of Tanjore, Tranquebar, and Pattukottai, with a view
to their being deprived of magisterial powers and employed for the future in some
ministerial capacity. ; e

2. The charge against Narayanasami Aiyar, 2nd-c]ass Sub-Magistrate .pf

- Mame iginodinate delay in the dlqugal of magisterial » ses, indkﬁﬂh? ga

awOrs, OF dt-teast utter ‘apathy & '

to notice is that disposed of in Appeal No. 52 on the file of the District Mnggstraté,
from which it appears that certain complaints of assault and a counter-cgmplaint"
were pending in the Sub-Magistrate’s Court for a hundred days, the parties being the "
tenants of a wealthy mirassidar. The Sub-Magistrate’s explanation, which forms
an enclosure to Mr. Thomas’s present letter, is that the delay was chiefly caused by
the parties themselves, and that there were at the same time other calendar cases
and heavy sessions cases under invesﬁgsftion. L'f_r. "I:homas a_lso states that the
delays on the part of the Sub-Magistrate H.'l question in disposing of rmagisterial
cases were frequently commented upon by his predecessor ; that the Sub-Magistrate’s
records show a delay of 1,178 days in eleven cases; and that,not only are appeals
from his decisions more frequent than from those of any other Magistrate, but in

a large majority of cases his decisions are reversed, _
3. It is clear that Narayanasami Aiyar has been exceedingly apathetic and

dilatory, but there is no evidence of venality; and, as the Board are informed by
T Ac’ti ng Second Member that he has hitherto borne a character for honesty and

painstaking, though undoubtedly slow, they are of opinion tb‘a't there gre"n*et_
sufficient ;r,ounds to warrant his being depri\fpd of magisterial ‘powers, ,buﬁ that it
is adyisable to remove him to some lighter division, and the Collector will report

hiow this can best be effected. ; . =i
; 4. The second case: brought to the notice of the Board is that of Annachi

Aiyan.gar, Deputy Tabsildar and 3rd-class Magistrate of Tranquebar, whose conduet
in connection with the investigation of, or rather failure to investigate, a complaint

duiferenee o w_
orders of nis supé?f:)rs and the state of crime. The particular austance brought
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?f torture was severely animadverted on by the Sessions Judge, who, after receiv-
ing the Sub-Magistrate’s explanation, recorded his opinion that *the s
trate has shown himself to be, if honest, quite unfit for the efficient discharge o
the duties of g Magistrate,”
Bor »‘5' :Tha Nai of the case appear, from the extracts from the Proceedings of the
b v tons Court quoted, to have been that a eomplaint of torture in the house o
qc])mo ‘wealthy Brahmins was preferred to the Police and two persons arrested and
fh :c:t.l befo? .th'e Snb-.Msgistmte, who, instead of proceeding at once to the scene of
. ta??:; W ;::h was in the imm.ediatg neighbourhood of his court-house, fumtted
Police to 1):; ui,-ps fagal.nat the prisoners, and contented himself with ordering ?he
ant,Magistigte : or bim, On a further inquiry being held by the Head Assist
the witn » OUT persons were convicted of torture on committal, and one pf
: 1tnesses deposed that the Sub-Magiatrate paid no attention to liis representa:

v
¥
B
-
i
ot
e
Y
3
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s ghﬂt;}?dsen;?ﬁga}m‘ some of the guilty parties was being suppressed.

is that the o‘;f e Wtat@"—' °_xPIauntion, which accomnpanies Mr. Thomas’s letter,

to b a grave e:lce a?peared %o be one of hurt, and that, as the case did not seem
% being collectedn: al;d the ‘acoused persons had been arrcsted and evidence was
3 bat that b » e did @5 see the necessity for an immediate inquiry on the spot,
g it he sut.»seqnenﬂy proceeded to the place, and that there was no unnecessary
- - delay in the disposal of the e ol
* = conn:cmf: this caso also there is no direct evidence of any corrupt motive 1o

. JIrdga

o L | DRSSk B

with the Sub-Magistrate’s conduct, but the remarks of the Sessious

= L PO that Se_way. Jod -
mﬂam - “06¢ an . hvisional ofieerGoRsidlr Mt GHRE L. oo puste 22~
an efficiont. by&h’e& % S Annachi Iyengar has never been
support th Magmha%’e’ Lo Mhiﬂ“m and careless, and they mordwg‘ly
p.por e Collhgtqr 8 recommendation that he should be deprived DR RRERRSTE
terial powers and degraded to the post of elerk

8. The third case is that of Ky; i = i, the facts
of Wik chpees Bl B - of Kristna Row, Tahsildar of Pattukottai, the

of 18%4." & sivrple sasa ofDmﬁog P L Drovdalinancin Appel NO&'“
before this Sub-Magi theft of a tree from a neglected avenue was pending
s § mlﬁe.gmtme : fO}‘ more than eleven months, and, besides the delay,
Soaddlens! eF n n'regnl,gnteis in the Sub-Magistrate’s proceedings calling for

~ before the S b-b:;:r.n-' en being charged with the same offence, two were brou glit
P ﬂid s hglstrate on warrants and two on summons, and all were admitted
Bt ugh charged with a nonbailable offence, after the very evidence had

n ggwen_ on which th.e conviction was subsequently based. 32

TR th'r-‘ e e h'Mﬁglaha!;e’g explanation of the delay is that he was awaiting
e re:p?rt from the Police, and that it is not the practice to notive del#y in

: ;ltg submnsm?n of Referred Charge Sheets ; on the contl[-)ary it has been admittedly
t%m Sub-Magistrate’s practice to defer pRaing veless i sue,h important documents

: undth; clos? RSl ear. —As remarked by Mr. Thomas, “ comment i8 superfluous,”

: ;zstth: h?:l‘:i?,ence of such a practice shows that Kristna Row is quite unfit for the
e 10 i regm:ds the i“.'eg“‘_#ﬁtiesof procedure commented upon by the District
PiTe Aggx_stfate, e m,"fmt‘”y explanation is afforded. T'ne facts that warrants were
‘mned in the case of the two wealthy men because the Sub-Magistrate thought

»
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they were the principal offenders ; that they were at once admitted to bf_xil,
though in the case of ome no inquiry had been !mld, and _tlfere was nothing
therefore to alter the impression on which the Magistrate originally .actc.zd ; and
ere eventually convicted on the very evidence which 11?duced
n the first instance, are very significant,
agistrate in question was actuated by

that the poor men w :
the Magistrate to issue a summons merely 1
and raise a strong presumption that the M

corrupt motives. There is nothing in the rambling explanation of the Sub-Magis

trate to remove this impression, and the District Magistrate shows that in other
cases the conduct of Kristna Row has been the subject of adverse commeni;.‘ Tha
Board see no necessity to give Kristna Row the opportunity of furnishing any
further explanation as requested in his petition. On the evid(?nce _befora them they
support Mr. Thomas's recommendation that Kristna Row’s magisterial powers shoul‘{,!'
be withdrawn and that he should be degraded to the post of Talug Sherm_ 3
11. In bringing these cases to the notice of Government,.the Board must
remark, in support of their recommmendafions, that,‘ al(:hongﬁl no dlrg_ct evxdenee of
corruption has been adduced, there is proof of such lrtegnlarttles as raise a _ptesuan-
tion that the officers eoncerned must have been actuated by improper motives, and,
to place the most favorable construction on their conduet, they are proved to be
they now hold. :
;[;i:; 0:0:;;‘[;:8:;” dye'cided measures are called for, and that, unless Mr. 'Phomas
is mistaken in his estimate of his subordinates and the state of affairs, which tho
Boérd have no reason to suppose to bs the case, his hands must be atmgﬁ;enqd
-~ «n 4+ anahla him to 3dmh3iste; the distrxct ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁnﬂy. SCaRde @t L \
' ' C. A. GALTON,

(Signed) P
Acting Sub-Secretary.
Ne. 326. Ogper TREREON, 20th November 1875, No. 1,709,
| T » Tae Government concur in the
, Mpsfeses view taken by the Board in these cases,

and accept their recommendations.
9 Ovders will be issued in the Judicial Dapartment for the removal of the

e

names of Annachi Aiyengar and Kristna Row from the list of Magistrates.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  D. F. CARMICHAEL,

Secretary to Government.

X0 tuo Dumd vi Dwrvmav.
» the Accountant-General.

» the Judicial Department.
, the Petition Department.

Exd. J. W. Fischer.

‘Looking at the state of crime in the district, the

T N
S

b

B e &
e
2 D e

A,

1

o e
P . .






SRR G AN Fag LK ey
17 et @S LT

&N

L

we' The

L £

" AR N EE LN

e

ek S

trate of Tanjore Town.
| phs 10 and 11 of my 1 letter, No. 16 &ated

No. 2,792.
ProcerpiNes or THE BoArD OF REVENUE, dated 6th Octeber 1875.
Read again G.0., dated 28th May 1875, No. 838.
Read also the following papers :— il
From H. 8. THOMAS, Esq., Collector of Tanjore, to H. E. STOKES, Esq., x
Acting Secretary t0 the Board of Revenue, dated Vallam, 9th September

1875, No. 4,260.
seck sanction for the degradation to a post of Revenue

he can be comparauvely harmless g cannot” A
f Narayanasami Aiyar, 2nd-class St b-Mggis-

I nave the honer to
Inspector or Clerk, a post in whieh
affect the administration of justice, 0

2. Tis case is set forth in paragra
Proceedings, No. 970, dated 20th April 1875, from

‘.13“_‘1 March 1875, in Boards
which, for the sake of placing the matter consecutively before the Board I qnote

as fo]lowg- _ Sy
“10. In connectmn with the subject of inordinate delay in the oonduct of o vl

magisterial inquiries, I will quote one more of my own proceedings on appeal,
and will add, with reference thereto, that it is by such improper delays that corrupt

Magistrates create for themselves the opportunity for working on the fears of’tha
‘Pﬂlrtles in suspense, and ghereby wringing out of them the maximum attainabio
with safety to themselves. Whenever a Magistrate can give no proper expw
for inordinate delays, they become suspicious. In the case that T am about to
quote they are habitual, and eon ntinued all the same in the face of ﬁm warnings ol
‘my predecessor. 1 have mLyM the man WI ____,J_,ja o more k
Lshould not bo supported. But now that T am it Ve Wity e
the Board, and I am consequently I ‘hopes that they will feel ther
Position to take a wider view of the necessities of the case with refu'e

crime of the district, I will plam}y state my own opinion and leiwa
his delays the most charitable const i

disposal. Even if we put upon

¢an possibly be put,—-thst of dilatoriness, not wickedness nor venality,:
We are still driven torthe conclusion thata Magistrate who can be thus uneon
and dilatory while the district is in a blaze with crime and the suffer
injury therefrom aceruing is not a fit man to help me to battle with tl
At the very least I consider © that he is not equal to the exigencies of hx_a' D j

times. Are the Europeannagmmo y alone to wor kthemwlmtod
Native Magistracy to ;dle with impunity ? Ha:sa Sub-Magﬂh‘a@ on
‘I 'would ask that he be relegated to non-magisteria’ GURER =/ .
%11, It need hardly be stated that I use the words
‘metaphorically, but it is as well it ahonu.:narw‘ that
narrowest escape of my having ; for agmg_:s;xf | dacoits,
had just returned from mnsportaﬁon to ‘their t’ormsr avocations, when re-
hended, told the Superintendent of Police that he had been only just in tma, ﬁ:
they h&d meant, out of revenge, intimidation, and pravado, to set the whole district
on fire simultaneously, gd that they were ouly vmhng for the return of w&-
leader to concert : when he had snti them. Helmdnuhd

tat'th"air




a :-“‘ M : i
their being time-expired, known they would return to their former means of living, | of the occurrence and arrest of the accused persons; but, instead of going fortl.xthh :
and had recaught them in their very first offence. The proceedings that concern to the scene of the crime, which was about a mile from his office, and systematically
the Sub-Magistrate referred to are then as follows:— inquiring £ %o this cams ,he contented himself with illegally remanding the accused

“ Read reply® of Narayanasami Aiyar, Sub-Magistrate of Tanjore Town, { Persons to custody for ,ﬁve days, and for several days did nothing. o
* Translation enclosed. dated 17th November 1874, to the Dis- gt ¢ & The Session Judge desires to be informed under what legal e.mactmen ar:“
trict Magistrate’s Proceedings in Appeal for what ressons this remand order was made. Had the Sub-Magistrate gone
‘No. 52 of 1874.

- : : ther
£ jon. i once to the Brahmins’ house and honestly bestirred himself in the matter, there
The explanation is rambling and altogether unsatisfactory. The Sub-

é found to
c M - t d ha.ve been
an be but little doubt that several influentia S e R 5

S rme

Proceedings, dated 15th January 1875, No. 4,

1 persons woul

}M.aglstrate, insfead of adjudicating on the case before him on its merits, made i ‘ be implicated in the crime. Even now it possibly may not . ¢t Magistrate

| »nmself subservient to the wishes of the complainant to try the counter-complaints the worst offenders, and the Session Judge would suggest to the District Eag ; A
1 £ 2 : . 3 ? Y . TN
- P ﬁrs't. He made inordinate delay of 100 days for which there is no excuse and o ~ the expediency of inquiring further into this atrocious case through a \11‘ pean 3:
. ?Vh;clh the records of his office show to be common, there being 1,178 days’ delay Magistrate.’ | Sub Magistrate after s
el ¢ L‘ - 18 S
{ = % “c;Is.es del . E : * Translation enclosed with arzi in original (to "‘.On t%xe saulle : fg ¥re W}
i’ ; . 18 delays in magisterial cases have been more than once strongly ; be returned). receiving his explanation. i
- % . . - § 8 k > 3 tof t}le ub-

j& : : Nos. 27,78, 79, 82, 86, 88, 119, 139. 140 remarked on by the late District Magl.ﬂ- i “¢ Here again there is no explanation of t%le omisgion on the par Pttt

i 141 of 1874 and 361 of 1873, ~ ' * trate, by whom he has been warned in ; Magistrate to go to the spof, WHIC E

i Fi “yain. It only remains to punish. 4 Noﬁh Tanjore Session Court Proceedings, dated * glose to his court-house, and m.qmre in

i d'maltl]y, he .haa decided a case of a riot amongst wealthy mirassidars’ tenants i th December 1874, No. 892. the circumstances of an atrocious Bﬂﬁ‘::;

1k , irectly against the evidence and ti i i : d to take any steps agal

{4 el {i hich he had no In i . ted for many days Yy !

4 aw, for it was a case W H stead of so doing, he illegally omit y 1 himself with ordering

power to decide at all. If there were other posts to which itwould be convenient before him, and contente

e . g - the prisoners actually produced gistra
b 5 degrzds him ot this juncture, he would bo degraded; as it is, he is fined the Police to inquirey D i In the opinion of the Court the SubagTs i
i e upe:? T will b i ' : Bs shown himself to be, if honest, quite unfit for the oficignt Sp o
| : . wa seen therefrom that mv opinion 1 i ly room ! dut; : : . ‘
el : ; my opinion is that there 1s scarcely 2 uties of a Magistrate.’ e .
R ‘fif- % {imh:r conclusion but that he is corrupt, using his magisterial power, not 4 45, The Head Assistant Magistrato, the Assistant Super mﬁendment udkP::l s
R 'Justice, but for his enrichment by making inordinate delays for the purpose of - and I have be fully iuto this case, and in this eonqﬂudlng B
S wringing money out of the parti . S : . oy e been very carefully 1t ot a word to be said for the
i utterly indiffe f the parties coming within his power ; that in any casohe 23 1 Judge T quite concur. There is, i Dy OPIDION, BO% - in the face of the
;:_‘I = thereg s ll'en::l to the orders ‘of his superiors and past all hope of improvement N Rt fikos Uarwas wilfally shielding the wicked or, 'lth A
3 0y ; and, lastly, that the most charitable view possible is that a man who can be ¥ most pitiful 1 b llously indifferent to duty. In either Ca Al
i thus indifferent and dilat pe TN £a piiitul sppeal, he was ‘o8 oald wish might be relieved of
B i e ory and unrousablein the midst of so much glaring crime 88 t0 sustain the office of a Magistrate, and I 0t lerk. Still my expe-
; i P rthn » be longer entrusted with the active suppression of such crime. B Magisterial authority and relegated to the posinn Oi: it eh .thnt, unassured of
o Wioee of urthermore there are many more appeals from his decisions glinyre ¥ Tience of the general leniency 0 offending officials 18 s‘ilfl be seen, before this
e any other Magistrate, and of these appeals a large majority have to be o ;“Pport, I have not dared to take this step.d viX th;“ki;:c; b Snl;-Magi!m"Y )
: _ - . PRI en : S
: letter is ended, that, if erime is to be An owln,ask therefore, to be permitted to

5. 1 would further solicit that Annachi Aiyangar, Deputy Tahsildar and

8 Y : Will for the present be misplaced in Tanjore.
3rd-class Magistrate of Tranquebar on Rupees 70 a-month, may be degraded to :

‘degrade this man, now on Rupees 70, to a position It

‘ a clerkship, &rm " | o Tadge'
B A : . 7 5 b ¢ . that the Judges
| e t:d The primary reasons for his degradation will be found in my letter above # 7. Furtherin quiry by the Iead Assistant M.agxstrate ghowe:s were sentence
coole 9 : fears were only t 1l founded, for on committal four [ ; he Head
_;f i e 2i . - - : i S ; for grievous torture, and ; e', S
Z’z i Paragraph 4.—* * ® Iy this case also thero probably has been a grave No. 3 of 187. Assistant, in his Hggmn::@ » . ter,
: " : Proceedings of the Session Court of North T miscarriage of justice. A poor feeble ; remarks f this Mitg‘lﬁm, ;
3 ] Jore, dated 21st September 1874, No 8'13')- old woman was suspected of theft and P * & : that his
o Bagelr Geo) * 77T barbarously tortured in, the house of %90, The 14th witness deposed that he told the Sub-Magl'sh'ﬂﬁ ok ity
= gular Case No. 9 of 1874 on the file of the e ' st g some of the guilty parties, but he pavh

Sub-Magistrate of Tranquebar some wealthy Brahmins at Tranquebar. N Mother wag keeping back evidence against
{3 B0 attention to him. If this i so, and I seo 00 XCRSOR B
ean have no object in making & false statement, 1t places

i i doubt it for the man ¢
She complained at once to the station- T Tastiof A

house against two persons whom she named, and the Sub-Magistrate was informed

Spen
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Magistrate i :
u:ﬁgt f:: l(:i:n : ?Orm hg?‘t than ever. "I have long considered Annachi Aiyangar
% d_})os , and this case strengthens my opinion, and I hope that he will
. ovIe rolm the bench or, at any rate, from my division.”
Rupet;s i} 5w (:: s als; seck Orde.rs about Kristna Row, Tahsildar of Pattukottal on
month. My desire is that he may be no longer entrusted with

magisterial authori
Shegrista. dars;":p},mnty" and I would, therefore, degrade him at least to a Taluq

. H:;:Ecase has already been touched on as follows :— L AT
. Reviews oF OriMiNAL CAreNpars.—Lastly, I will mention my own pro-

:::;:g;é i‘:l‘;dpie"::e%u?te one of tl.lem in eztenso, merely adding here that this case
S is&& or submlsslon. to the Boar_d of Revenue, and I will ask th.at
agistrate too may be deprived of magisterial authority and placed in

a. position, which 1 shall indicate, in

Proceedings of Distt : .
No. 48 of 1874, viet Magistrate in Appesl (}icl, he can lessaffect the crime of the

¢t Judgment ili A 1IN 00““?‘7'
T ‘Appeal No. 48 of .1.874 against. the conviction and sentence by
agxstrate of Pattucottai in'Calendar Case No. 153 of 1874.
- .
¢ ¢ Date of offence, 23rd September 1873.
Do. complaint, 24th  do.
Do. decision, 26th August 1874.
Do. appeal, 20th September 1874.
- Grounds of appeal.
»

L m « 2 3 -
'conéernéa',fb:’:i: ;}?ﬂ‘:fégguﬁ greas .dilg{'aca on all the Govermj;nt officials
: 16, 28iuq Magletrite, the Lo ' tant, but
moat‘.‘eg‘p;(;mny on the Taluq Magmu. slice, and the Village Accountant; bo
in the .tri:;e:fh:n :::e!;mnthf’ or in round terms nearly a-year, has been occupied
ending in one day’sﬁm‘:)let"wft involving only one rupee worth of property and
im » :
cannot t');m bring the law inmir;:otz:::t snd Rupoes 2 fine. Such grievous Aty
e h h ‘]‘ : .
ealled on be;etheas Tal s del?y of five months by the Police, for which they will be
‘Distriet Magistrate quMagmmte to give an exact account to be forwarded to the
mainly'to blame fo; it fnt' Wha.te ver may be their delay, the Taluq Magistrate i8
are in his hands an : fﬁof e !“m lay the responsibility of seeing that the Police
Act XXIV. of 1859 o b of justice as jexpressed in the Preamble
own explat;ation md :;V_ ith this explanation the Taluq Magistrate will submit his
etail for all the delay made and permitted by him from the

| 'day on which he first received the Police Occurrence Report.

(L H . .
e will explain why that Occurrence Report is mot among the records

~ forwarded to this Court.

LS He L 5
e will also call upon the Curnam for an explanation of his three months’

del‘ £ ) - .
y and submit his own explanation for suffering it.

e Th T . .
e Talug Magistrate will also render his explanation of what appear to

be illegalities in thi
four n:E:l v}lel:rl: ﬂ;:cm, _The District Magistrate wishes to know why W
' charged with the same offence two were brought before him on

Warrants and two on summons; why in 8 nonb:

trial held in such a highly irregular manner, and rema

ailable offence all the prisoners

Were admitted to bail at a time when witnesses had given the very evidence on

whlch the appellants have been convicted. :
“ As regards the appellants the District Magistrate can place no relianc
rks that, even if they were

b been held under trial is a grievous
g:rd en, tenfold worse than the fitting punishment of the petty offence with which
ey have beencharged, to wit the cutting of a tree froma neglected avenue. The

lstr‘i? t Magistrate, therefore, orders their release or the refund of the fine imposed.
paid.’ ,: The Taluq Magistrate’s calendar does not show whether or not the fine was
1d.

e on &

g“llty, the long time during which they have

10. 'The explanation® given by the
Tahsildar is enclosed. 1t hardly im-
proves his position. :

m 11'. ,With reference to delay, his defence is that such delays are the rule fnth
b“ it is the custom not to notice delay on the part of the Police.till compl?med
enceyt;he parties. Such reliance on castom Jeaves room for the improper infer-
% i at the custom was one sanctioned by my predecessor, whereas m“Ap?eal-
‘“f;nt' oi;" 1874 from this very Magistrate my predecessor cal!ed his * serious
“y on” to a delay of three months for which is explanation was decl
Nsatisfactory.” 1In the face of such an order the plea 0

8rdly be advanced. On the contrary itisa mischievous cus

12, The referred charge sheets of the Police are obviously papers
the Magistrate’s orders should be passed

* Translation.

tom of evil Magistrates.
on which

i‘ . Trm l : i . . 3
;mn slation of an arzi enclosed- gy g little delay as pongﬂahﬁlg,%for, ifthe
3. thercin ohrged ae 10 ba pro sotod, ey should bo prosecuted sk ance,
.~ “ischarged they should be so at once, and not have the fears ot:r ; i: s : pt:

1 mntion ind . bﬂl’
& efinitel ded over them even though on batl. .
y suspended over - lose of the year On such &

| F:‘;‘:?’ he says, is to dispose of such papers at the ¢

; 13tad magisterial practice comment is superfluous. By s -
‘Cage + Then, as regards the case itself and the Maglltl'ﬂtes illegali £ t i
‘ords Was one (theft—Section 379, Tndian Penal Code,) in which & warrant would
13'1'U°d~namy issue and which is not bailable (Section
..°98). But he issued warrants for W0 and summons

HeCused.  Here it is noteworthy that ¢

'l

We ﬁnd. that ; :
i 1 that « . 37 the teeth of the law. >
it was maintained in the dod of them or be mmdlﬁ

‘Undgr 4 .
Warra thing deman
nt must pay at once anything They were

lodpead :

0ged in the Poli : d warrant. honsl et AR
R ice lock-up under remand Wa By et por
P The two others for whom summons were issued mr?fmfn:":“’f "t.l' : oﬂ.’ i

Who woy) . :
hes d not pay for respectability. There was no use 1 85
ﬂlall‘ heads, Heonece the wise discriminaﬁon. The poor men,

1%!1 even v | . »
| i tuall conViCted. § A 35
| o T L having been taken up 8s 81 unbailable one (;ho:ztsna warraots
"AVing been issued on a presumption of guilt, it was not compe

f authorized custom can.

389, Oriminal Procedure.

* j - ¢ e ; 4 1 P - 4
iwealthy enough to pay for the maintenanco of their respectability, a@ bwngh*“;

g e




Magistrate to admit to baj] (Section 389, Criminal Procedure Code,) unlessf there
Was no presumption of guilt or a weakening of that presumption. But in 1:hxs case
one of the two wealthier men, the one first brought np, was admitted to bail before
auy inquiry at all had been made after the stage at which a warrant .had been
made out for him, so that nothing eould possibly have transpired, except his wealth,
to weaken the presumption of guilt on which a warrant was originally made out,

: y
13

£ s istrate’s Court.
Excrosvees Nos, 6 and 7.—Copies of Proceedings of District Magis

. *; g 3 1 to » H. E\‘.‘
Telogram from KRISTNA ROW, Tahsildar of Pattukottai, Tanjore,

dated 18th
, STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue,
24 September 1875,

: tion, and
’ mmended his reduction; 8%
‘and the Sub-Magistrate adds in his explanation, that he" originally sent a warrant % AB:S'I‘RAC’I‘.—Repornng that the Collector ha;ef Zce(;erred ti11 his explanation 1:9
for these two because he tho;ght them fhe pri?xc;pal offenders, the evidence against : ;mfﬁtmg that the decision of the Board may :
. 3 a i ol i
the. two whom he at that time thought the least concerned being the.very Balllnz i ved, ”
which eventually sufficed for their conyiotion by him. It was further illegal tha L 1P Petition No, 2,224 of 1875 from the Tahsildar. |
they also should have been admitted to bail on the very evidence on which they i et ot
B i Ix ki G ¢ Order above quoted the Coll:::_lf P
15. Thusa pet : : renue was treated as ‘I 'Y his letter recorded in the O YSERBRE ‘ it necessary to take fOF
a grave-enough mlztz ct?e E A e o s gentod vt |1, 2ore, in explaining the measures which he had deemed 1

fons . ition ; they
: Justify & warrant against two men of position,

W;.gre brought.np under it and one suddenly admitted to bail in the very fa;:e
of law, and this Petty matter, being made to drag its weary length over Deary

year, ended in a fargical punishment of one day’s simple imprisonim ent and
. Rupees 2 fine 1o the poorer men,

16 Ltis, in my view, a very glaring instance of abuse of magisterial poWer™

:?d & good illustration of how those powers are nsed for the enrichment of the
| 1 “te, n?t for the ben fit of the publie in the maintenance of justice. &
. This man has been a Magistrate for twelve years, and therefore cou

M o igH.Ofant that he was acting in direct contrariety to one of the most daily-
used provisions of the law.

) ~ ' Suppression of crime in the district, attributed its {')revalen
R the ineﬂiciency and venality of the Native Sub-.\laglstf?cy’ before the Board M
L™ In support of his view. He now proceeds (0 87 FUU Ly i o view
‘i % of the S\;b-Magistmtes of Tanjore, 'lranquebar, ‘;n 3 fuf the future in fome
b ';ﬂ,mi" being deprived of magisterial powers Bl ’ :
G| 'if'lll‘hcapacity. - i Aiyar, 2nd-class Sub-Magistrate ©
e ® charge against Narayanasam 7 : : 1 cases.
1 ¥8hi0n6 Doy iy nordinate delay in the disposal of m“‘i’;“’aﬂci gerence to th
9Pt use of magisterial powers, or at 19.35‘ utter apatiy {nstance w @
, of his superiors and the state of crime.

"8 of & wealthy mirassidar. The Snb--“ﬂslmte;e;w ::.'chiaﬂy caused bY
®Belosure o Mr. Thomas' present letter, is that the ;i 7 - o ""d, wr oa;:
' &:fiea themselves, and that there were at the sal® % = = " 4 seg M o

: foi- 1874: “ Another asie ant 8
: gt fommences a case of robbery by declining to 8T
remand warrant at gl] on rou T cted one;
without, howover, the ground that the case is a maliciously conco

- 18, To show itis not the first time he has been found fault with, I forward e.m that disposed of in Appeal No. 3 iozfth:,mn M"“ﬁmﬁ@:ﬁt .
: o, 139 sud 18 5 i 5. two codi passed by my P"’dem- “’"mch it appears that cortain complain hundred days, ﬁleww i
- ‘ £l s ”.lor r?::rki‘::fﬂ previous irregularities. Pending in the Sub-Magistrate's Court for a ; bich forms
19.  Again, I find Ihave written of this same man in the Grave Crime Report

by o gs Thomas
of . m‘nmg if it re,ally be so. leaves the matter in the hands % VY sessions cases under 1?vent1gs.tmn. eglt‘i[:n < dikpon
of th? Pol’loﬁ; by whom it wag first brought u : and, giving repeated remands, 78 0n the part of the Sub-Magistrate in qu ey |
:ﬁ}’s. 5 ‘;mh ' View 1o get the snpefinmfd,ent of,' g:;lice himself on the spo%; 3 “'mﬁ“’qnently commented pen by s predec' snd’M R P hnﬁn o
8 ¢giug that, if ho comes to any conilasion of his own, he is likely to be blamed: "8 8how a delay of 1,178 days in eleven f;m'of sny other Magistrate, PUEEE
ieh is the helplessness of One set in authority for the dispensation of justice 118 decisions more frequent than from those
What protection can the i, TNARY ADE SO CRepR

- : el L R Y
: Jured expect at 5 "3 3jority of cases his decisions are rev exceedingly spetbetio 0 -
: 20. In this P at such hands ? R e e Naraysnassmi Aiyar has be:: the Board are mb}m’dﬁ ¢

Y but there is no evidence of venality; and,
a‘-8 8econd Member that he has hitherto

T f f ) on tha Y
S€TVe 88 a warning to otherg . ing, though undoubtedly slow, they v,;"fomx;ilt:ﬁﬂ-l"“' ors, "',@m
Encuosuxp No, J o ime Bt grounds to warrant his being depr ;’ ,,,dmecolloctwfm.; 5]
OSURE No. L~Translation of “Arzi of 2nd. class Magistrate of Tanjore i :h'l;“hlﬂ. to reul:?e biia o some HEHE i -.'of Anna chi A
Exctosua No. 2.~ S A s \ 18 ean best effected. . djsw MR e
e e T.nmmm' with original, of Arzi of 3rd-class Magistrate of qunebfr %" The sccond case brought to the notice % ?’Twmq@b“’ whose conduct s
S 3and 4. ~Translations of::i: of 3rd-class Magistrate of Pattukottal, : Y Wt eyt

in oo 0 Deputy Tahsildar and 3rd-class %m fo invostigate, 8 oo!::df
& J._,_“-’"- "CHon with the investigation of, or & Sessions Judge, Who, aﬁﬂ’ %

| Excrosuxe i?o. :
; £ 'Was severely animadverted on by the

b:—Grave Crime Report for 1674.

i
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ing the Sub-Magistrate’s explanation, recorded his opinion t“?*,“ i S u:: B{:,glzf
trate has shown himself to be, if honest, quite unfit for the efficient diseharg
the duties of a Magistrate.” dings of the Tl
= ] 5, The facts of the case appear, from the extracts from the Pr«?cee mgl o Ry in the case of one no QUL Rindh o
Sessions Court quoted, to have been that a complaint of torfure in the‘ 1t0d o T P wideh the X
some wealthy Brahmins was preferred to the Police and two persons arres 0 o4
E placed before the Sub-Magistrate, who, instead of proceeding at once iy mitted
"5 the crime, which was in the immediate neighbourhood of his coux:t-houx:;, ;’u ko
to take any steps against the prisoners, and contented himself with orderng

at onco admitted to “'ﬂ!
there was :

T {,_

e Wik : re
Wero the principal offenders ; that they WAEL T

y b a2

i

et igt- @ m i 1 ' g L v

2 Police to inquire for him.. On a further inquiry being held by .thc H eu: A::sof nive this im |n°t||io :mfnd the District wﬁoﬂ ¢, The

;&5 ant Magistrate, four persons were convicted of torture on committal, an oeasent- mlnct of Kristna an;Y s boen the subject o ‘dm fornishiog any

; 3 the witnesses deposed that the Sub-Magistrate paid no attention 0 his reé)!‘ 2 . ive Kristna Row the opportumity pE them they 5
: £ - ation that evidence against some of the guilty parties was being suppressed. i MY to gt - R 8 R

6. The Sub-Magistrate’s explanation, which accompanies Mr. Th.omastle:::z;;
is that the offence appeared to be one of hurt, and that, as the case dld. = was
to be a grave one and the aceused persons had been arrested anq evidence .
being collected, he did not see the necessity for an immediate inquiry of i sfar):
but that he subsequently proceeded to the place, and that there was no g
s , delay in the disposal of the case. ive in
s Ve 7. In this case also there is no direct evidence of any corrupt motﬂ’f’om

connection with the Bub-Magistrate’s conduct, but the remarks of the SeSf‘l e
Judge show that he was led to entertain doubts of his hovesty, puid g rd
Sessions Judge and divisional officer consider him unfit for his post. o Bz:en
~ are informed by their Acting Second Member that Annachi Iyengar i neve;' |
~ onuficiont Magistrate, heing hoth ignorant and careless, and they A6COr S g
| ¥ ‘ : BHpPOﬂv ﬂm Coll %w»‘ reeommandgtion Mf‘; shonld be deprived of his mags f
~ terial powers and degraded to the post of clerk. &
~ 8. 'The third case is that of g.:;m Row, Tahsildar of Pattukottai, the fafit;
of whlﬁh appeaﬁfromthe Di:trioi mgistfltﬁ’a Proceediﬂgs in Appe‘ﬂ No'd'n : : ey ; : , e - . . b 4 -_‘
of 1874, A simplo easaof T AR neglected avenue was Peg ll g 2 \ e ~ ' e A3 e ¢
before LA S e e A e e besides '»he. e:’Z; 3 O\ a > bides — N (A RS
there wre cortain irrogularites in the Sub-Magistrate’s proceedings calli’8 "o 3
_ explanation. Four men being charged with the same offence, tWo Were :’0' ée »
before the Bub-Magistrate on warrants and two on summons, and all were? i had
to bail, though charged with a non-bailable offence, after the very . B 5 ¢~ o "
- been given on which the conviction was subsequently based. iti F B8 e i | r A
9. The Sub-Magistrate’s explanation b::qthe leay is that he Was zwrmt;gl i B L A e " .
further report from the Police, and thas it is not the practice to notice de 8y

 petiti idence before
ion as requested in his petition. Onﬂ:ecvx enge 1 oo f
ion thstKr'um::r l.t - Tdnq 4 4 M i
"‘d l,eto the notice of Governmens, tho W e
hna;dxrect.,endﬂ“, ance &

._w,_w,
beadauis o S TEE

o

BN

&

=3
.
Tt
e
-k

& A ’ S .5 ¥
the submission of Referred Charge Sheets : on the contrary it has been admltw:;ti & 4‘ :‘:’f 7 :
~the Sub-Magistrate’s practice to defer passing orders on such imP“t:“nt do::ﬂ:u » ':r; ‘g «ﬁ
till the close of the year. As remarked by Mr. Thomas, * comment _1““1"’ fur tl;e b ‘4”_ " TS
and the existence of such a practice shows that Kristna Row is quite unfit 10 T i i 4 } T
post he holds. B T & PR s
- 10. As regards the irregularities of procedure commented upon by e & oty f EW . T O
Magistgate, no satisfactory explanation is afforded. The facts thaf wamu:;hought ol A8 0 i: :
issued in the ocase of tho two wealthy men because the Sub-Magistrat® by ~ e R ;Ji'f
o ‘ o 2 2 e
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