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Diwan Bahadur K. V. Lakshmana Rao. %\_:)/\1\/ )
Directing that —, lato Deputy Magistrate of Manndrgudi, and now of Cochin, be informed fely s

that he bas incurred the serious displeasure of Government and that he is scverely reprimanded
for his conduct in connection with the disposal of C.C. No. 17 of 1897 on the file of his court,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following papers :—
G.0,, No. 1518, Judicial, dated 23rd October 1897.

_Assiracr.—Requesting the Government Pleader to present an appeal to the High Court
against the order of acquittal in C.C. No. 17 of 1597 on the file of the first-tluss Sub-Divisional
Mugistrate, Maunérgudi, Tanjore district.

G.0., No. 1805, Judicial, dated 1S5th December 1897.

AspsTracT.-~Communicating to the District Magistrate of Tanjore, with remarks, letter from
the Goveruwent P'leader reporting the resuit of the appeal preferred to the High Court against
the judgment of acquittal in C.C. No. 17 of 18Y7 on tue file of the first-class Deputy Magistrate,
Maunérgudi division.

REeap—also the following papers :—
From the District Magistrate, Tanjore, dated 23rd February 1838, No. 145-Magl,

ABsTRACT.——Submitting, with remarks, the explanation of the Deputy Magistrate, M.R.Ry.
X. V. Lakshmana Rao Avargal, with reference to the strictures passed by the High Court 1n
Criminal Appeal No. 695 ot 13¥U7 ou its file.

From the District Magistrate, Tanjore, dated 19th April 1893, No. 315-Magl.

Agsthact.—Forwarding a copy of judgment in C.C. No. 121 of 1897 on the file of the Joint
Magistrate, Tanjore.

Orper—No. 996, Judicial, dated 25th June 1898.

In October last the District Magistrate of Tunjore brought to the notice of
Government certain unsatisfactory features in the triul by M.k.Ly. Diwan Bahadur
K. V. Lakshmana Rao, Deputy Magistrate of Manndrgudi, of C.C. No., 17 of 1897
on his file. On application to the High Court the order of acquittal passed in the
case waus set aside, and a new trial by another Magistrate was ordered.  The court in
its judgment commented scverely upon the Magistrate's conduct of the trial.

9. The details of the case to which attention was thus attracted were briefly
these. The complainant, an emigrant recruiter, stated that he Lad been waylaid and
beaten by the station-house oficer of Thagattur and two other coustables, and that
the accused took him to the police station where he wus kept in coutinement till he
paid Rs. 7 tor bis release. The complaint was laid before the Deputy Magistrate on
December 17th, 18Y6. Contrary to the orders of Guvernment which had directed
that the investigation into such mutters should be conducted by Divisivnal officers
themselves, it was referred to the Superintendent of Police for euquiry.  After various
delays the case came on for hearivg, but 1t was not till the 25th of May 1897 that
the evidence of the prosccution witnesses was completed and the statements of the
accused taken. The Deputy Magistrate then summoned tour court witnesses, the
offences mentivned in the summons being under sections 342 and 354 of the Indian
Penal Code. These witnesses wher examined were unable to give any information as

to what took place within the police station ; their evidence did not, therefore, affect
the case of extortion under section 534, Indian Peval Cude.  Nevertheless when the
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-charge was framed on June 23rd, that offence, which as late as May 253th was quoted

in the summons, was omitted, the offences numed being only those under sections 342
and 323, Indian Penal Code. A few days later a petition of compromise was put in,
and as the offences mentioned 1 the charge are compoundable, it was accepted.

3. On receipt of the orders of the High Court the case was reheard by the
Joint Magistrate of Tanjore and the aceused were acquitted. 'The result of the retrial
canuot, however, be taken as a proof of the correctness of the ‘D.eputy.Magistrate’s
previous finding, sceiug that the compluipant und.tw.o of the .orlgulal witnesses were
absent, while the lapse of time rendered discrepancies in the evidence of the remaining

witnesses practically certain.

4. Looking to the various incidents in connection with the case, its reference to
the police for inquiry, the great delays during the hearing, the dropping of the charge
of extortion whereby the case wus rendered e-mpounduble, the subsequent com-
prowise, the omission from the calendar stutement of any reference to the fact that
the accused were police officers, and the failure of t}ze {Joputy Mggls'tmte to bring
the mutter to notice with a view to a departmental iuquiry, the District Magistrate
concluded thut the object of the Deputy Magistrate was to screen the police, and that
he deliberately harassed the complainant into a compromise. The High Court, too,
found the couduct of the case unsatisfactory, more particularly in the dropping,
without reasoms recorded, of the charge of extortion. The Deputy Magistrate in
his explanation denies that there was any avoidable delay. The District Magistrate,
however, shows that this is not the case. Thg Deputy Magistrate also sets forth his
grounds for disbelieving the charge of extortion, aud urges that there is no pro-
vision of law under which he was bound to record his reasons for umitting that
offcnce from the charge. Granting that there was no actual iufriugement of the law,
and accepting the view of the watter most tavourable to the Deputy Magistrate, His
Excelleney the Governor in Council finds that M.R.Ry. K. V. Lakshwana Rao
Wwus dilut:)ry und indifferent, and that his conduct of the inquiry was altogether

perfunctory.

5. With regard to the rcference of the complaint to the Superintendent of Police/<

in coutravention of the orders of Government in G.0., No. 1507, Judicial, dated 14t
November 15U6, it appeuars that the order in question reached the Leputy Magistra
on December 19th, 1546, The complaint which bad been received two days pr
viously was not actually endorsed to the Superintendent of Police till the 23r
December.  The Deputy Magistrate’s explanation that the order ot Government only
reached him atter be had reterred the complaint to the police i3 therefore incorrect.

6. It is obscrved thatin two previous instances the District Mz{gistra.te of Tanjore
had occasion to censure M.R.Ry. K. V. Lakshmana Rao tor evading his duty when
contronted with cases of a more thun usually troublesome pature. 1t 1s unnecessary
now to re-open those cases. 1t is sufficient that they confirm the conelusion which
Government has formed from the present correspondence that the Deputy Magistrate
deliberately neglected lis duty, and failed to make any real efforts to get to the

. " . . .
Bottum of a very scrious churge against the police. Such an attitude on the part of .

a Divisional officer of long scrvivce is matter for grave dissatisfaction, and Ilis
Excellency the Governor in Council divects that M.R.Ry. K. V. Lakshmana Rao be
informed that he has incurred the scrious displeasure of Government and that he is

mw A
:75, Clief Secretary.

To the District Magistrate, Tanjore. * '
llon'ble the Chicf Justice of the Ligh Court, with C L.

]nsp(\ctnr-(z'mmal of l’f}&ce.
tevenue Department.

severely reprimanded for his cunduct.

(True Extract.)
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E.d. A._F. Eccleston.
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