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UTTKUSHOO and LO U TEE, 1820.'
*

'Bl'KIISElii JAU T. 1 d"
Charge*- Hit?KTar v RoBunu, attended with Wot., nneo. tw' t 'ne.

THE property it-voir id in this cimc wag only Wjiut, worth not T!ie F ‘~ 
mere that, six ,,-vnis The pinny,.! i vulei.'Vvras t,hat of ihe :>r-.i 
prosecutor, ISufchshoo, who stated, that, on .the (n!j 'of March 18.19, uighw,̂ - 
he was. returning., in company with tbree bjj$er .persefts, m. Lon tee, rolbnry at- 
the second pioaeeutor, [luhee Jlul.hah, and Mcohutu mud, from the tandi'dwhH 
v illage of Dunmira ( where he .had been attending ,i niarket; j to his ( l!lg 1 
h ouse situated in another village, fiftined Chooehelfe, both in 'flic 
district til Moradidnd, - u, 14

9̂ nreaching, at about 7 or 8 o’clock p. a. a spot equidistant from yea** ba
the tWo villages, un; pari\ was met by the pusoncr a,Sd another man prisonroeat 
urine, with swords,who in ^Menacing tone., desh'ed fviro and his com ”tio™ot‘ his 
jianioifis to throw down .hen property. This retp 'ion not being youth, the 
immediately complied With, the prisoner advac-xe*,.. and wounded severe 
him o n 'he right band but before ho could d further mischief, he wounds lie 
was seized and- .secsired. roeyived in

On binding biinseifiu this predicament, ’he called to Ids ttccom- “ 3  
plictj, 'who, after robbing Route, of liia came to his assist- th,-. 'crime,
mice, and made an attempt to tut down , tht deponent Bukhshop, and he- 
whose' attention na,- drawn off from too custody of the prisoner by «»«“ *•., 
this ire*ah uasauit, end the necessity of 'defending himself against it. g.^sV*11 
During* the struggle which ensued, th c prisoner effected his escape him ap- 
from tl 1 hands of lilaheeBtiksdi am',Moohum uud ; but on the *1, itiml o 
p meat succeeding in driving off' he new assailant, was pursued,and }•'«!1100,1 
again caught. This statement w ,lS corroborated by th, deposition Sff i1” ^ *  
of thf; second prosecutor Lontee, and the testimony of lilahee Buks'.i 
and Motihummud. The prisoner pleaded not guilty, and set up in his 
defence, that at the time the rob!: ,, ,-y was alleged to have been com* 
edit ted, he was returning home ft .owi the village of Nujeebabad, where
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1820., 1h» had .-one to sctbsewict. This defcpce. however, w  aotconhm-
------—  eel by oite id thewitniwses wlmuih,. so in [us bfcjfi.df, and the

other did hot; appear. r! ho report pf t he Poha>officerslutti ed, t i n t the 
‘'"J fs prisoner was 'brought wounded totheTbanaJiy the persons tncirtih.oed 
'  “ ,n :he JtpO-.'iono- theh'siproati-ulnr. f m u view of . ' these Citcueo- 

starues, the fa her of the U-.ve officer of the Bai's%€hnrfc_pf Circuit 
declared tlv prisoner to be convicted OB ■ iolent nresuniptum of the 
.trimu villi w hk'h Vie stood charged, anti doohiml him ii#(jt)le to dis- 
oretiona.y puhl'htBoh1 bt sht-nHi. The c.rouit Judge, though he 
concurred fully, in thvfifitw of Ui> Uv officer, and pas.’id m_<onse-
quench ton sentence prescribed fciy lhe Efegid iti ms oi. the ('risi .icr.
ttcu rivthihs, 4b recount of hl« youth, (he being anU a»rc»t •«» >o*r» 
bf ii(-4 ) thcM'ven: wounds he had received, uoq because the act ol
which hei was Cimvh n.ri appnsrtd to nave boon in tr t o no tier, a
ft* object for mitigation "l teinrdiitio.it and roswmwndedj him as 
Mich to the Nb-umut Af.tr -lit !' which court, i oocni ring with the 
fntu>a of th.'ir law officers, the same in substance as that given v 
the Court of Circuit, but deeming the prisoner a proper object oi 
mercy, annulled the sentence of 3,9 strij«:s with a eorun, and impri- 
sohriient in irons portatioa beyond sen tor life, fad substituted the 
mitigated oh..? of imprisonment with hard labour in irons lo> four - 
leer, years.

!820. A1USSUMMAUT SAHIBKOONWURi
"T* * **"! against
j  ii.lt. .eb f . r. if-' Vi.. ».v 81,'O.VSOlHvH.
S OOMl’S -Mt' K$KR,

case, • x :■/' ‘ ^  YVvV-
The priii- The priaooc. . a boy of only 12 or 13 years of age, was broket to 

cifml « i-  trial at the hr, t sessions - f i81'i for the. Midi of itWVaruapo r̂, at- 
ik-ni-o 11- r,;,,ned f0r the rnler of one of his companions, a few year- v mrng- , 
gsiiHt the r fh . . Hi- pritwipal cyidciH-i- against him was hirt.iislud
i r ; ; ^  k,:e^
ox'is years hWistrhte, The doe, - < d  had ■oentwi..-tl him .. snort time uelorc 
m -e be- hia death., n f iivgUn i i - whftte \. had been .wound**.. But 
injKurmch* ther„ no ,jtWJ  .hrcci ,»ro< ■ to crm.l.ute bin it appeared,, bow- 
ot..Vohm-wer. tlmt the deceased, a bortiy before he suffered the n,,o,r.e.-s from 
tai j- «»» the effects of Which ho <IkM • had been Siiticeti by the prisoner uodcr 

ion,that  ̂ nretcnai, from the i v/hi<m ihov hvcil: ami t iiat the
pits oner had been subsequent! v detected unpohiag of nqme je rel,, 

tS  wiv i Xebioh. Here known to , , been ^h U im e ot. (he i«->st.n of tho.le-
Z r l Z  t  ceased. Tlife' law officer of thcBu. ̂  ■'ol!r(to1 # ^ . {‘ofl|  uf d tlie 
wisiifficiBiit -prisoner: not thiiiltihc the circumst .cntial evioiiiue .•.ulaciciidy strong, 
*'rbii“ n and holdiiu; coy on.of which might bo derived IvWpHhe prisoner > own 
K S T b ^ f e w u i t i i  be invalid, by reusem . at^poonge, 1 Ins ground 'how- 
Shta a l- ever, rite Judge of Gircuiniid not.
agej but the weight of the evidence. His uu<î M.mid»nfe had ol yvjwAj ■
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taiucd to 9 eon .iiforaSik' ■ wroiity: aand his confaiJsiw.was given in 1820.
."••• K. clear, colhwt.d. omt ••irciimm.uitial manner. »U

therefore, to doubt his limit, A nr wi . nr ol.opinion t.ui i? P1"1 tf.me o r- 
HWArifeu to: that wait in w in .1 <*< should t niihtftmnr . „ „t,j riw- 

this pwd&W one. M oonaJ&M00 W tW M m .  wUe » .  *£
had acted t« the ptoseoitlon.id an evil design with V w ty ’ }r .*,,iirt"d
„ml cirivins'to<.i',('i). and could mu floi.wptentij be suppose*} mi ... ,, -llllT 
have been wi'hmi. at fetowiou* O' ".Mi.Mfen he tierpota#|eil tht CPav;ct.'il; 
cHmc. WiU) these remarks,' arid in oonformilv m ith me .promsion »1 anA there 
Sod w  2- K» •>’ < ' KVII 3817, .t ieten. 1 the ease fur (ha orders 
of tlwN,'A..the itUtmid that .r-f.mrt c,m acquitted the ptisooeivano t.a(mtsm.e 

►•' * for the Win e reason which v f »  stated bj thft l*w office <™ tbf- Coer* j» hi* *»- 
But the Court fi i i ''eve , lend > ! .ml t.mid) did '« ’* >ur than 

concur m 1 li.it fu . am1 holding (ho prisoner to no t.-llj  ̂com -irt«t t -  
with no oth'-r oirc.m^Nntioe m J|l« lavoor jiino lû  mm *nU t .jpmaeW. &
Ixlth a uruixr object of m\rey\ Kttntoncftd Uun to imi>moJimerU h/.k* !H.0,,cr
troAorutmn for life- O','..-'

, bijmg- jji-ijv---

g o v e r n m e n t , ^
ligmnst: ' d in in 'rhm

JYECHICO), Gi to r s  CLEE and ITSflHTTR CLRi:-. !»-wno.ht-
,,c' ■ ‘ ■ fV / tod th’)

. Charge — f titnldvrioj. and i  *a on. tti'mi), sen-

Tbc prison-"') were brought to trial ai the 2ti sessimw of Id !1) for M
• l,c ijilloU of Torrocphiid charged wirh labrioutrons,. and vending .iWfrisffo- 

nni) piuof, , itn tV.ip. i sea's with Intent ' (iei'mud ht pt'WJe. mci and
Some J  rheto papers, which were Want, with the iorgecUeap. at ..
the top, 'u-rv m i  I in h< House ot Chou t *. do) „ wro; on
m pk’i.ienf' resend....\ those used u enpr..v«n> The et-ufonc*. i82ii,
;1,,roost,Iyeeintuit com-imcd of i hat. of un miormer, named dimgoo, -;--- -vr-
w1,p s vs ore to tuiving p .iroinised foiee of the fabtmated instvmwmts 
froir: itii- )s,i,,UHo';; )ff . person iitiacUed.U).the 1 oana :v: wHice (ru),. a
xno bad.given mfiftmi'.ien s i '  saw flungdo pa,v sonn mono; o the ,mii others, 
ijrisoiK'f anu npi"idienning ii.u <m the spot, ‘Ound two of the pa- pf, t|,c "f- 
pers ot ivis.person ; awl of two ol in r who neie pu sen! ut ?!•.- time, nme rf 
and corroborated the above account, Against tins last of the eT! - tawieaoca,
H'nm- • . re was Hi.:U: or • proof.- tie was according!v uqu ■ d *"Xro- 
hy ihc bn Cw. of thj law Dim1’,!' ol the .Court ol ( uroi.it »> w -  .-’ye- nn’riioi 
cfeend* aUo, tioni there being tha direct evidence oi onljone person XV’I.of 
against him,and that one m  mfuimw. tihow. motives were open to 18lf. m 
much suspicion. .. Gfceua.Vice -as.declared, to be convicted m<:h«

' of forging the papers or ol nmwvivig then I font .Others. knowing j( w
them to he forged, and keeping then) in l is house, tvitli evil design cleisi; tlrnt 
The Jutl-reof Circuit agreed to the mapfota’ - f th.ghnr Ulee, arid »bv seal be 
directed his discharge: hut ditagread entirely in die acquittal 
of Jveclmnd, whose guill: ho considered to. tic. not only greater, tJi(J 
but be muck better e f̂ab'Lhed tb-«i lh it ol Uhous I be is olank*
crime, indeed, he remarked, supposed to be proved a gulps t the 
latter-person, had not been stilted i)v the law,officer with preot-

* 2. 1 1 ’ Hb
’ S ® / 5 ’ . ’•%  I t S S  M  h ; }■'
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19aB‘ . * m v  -all, but left in an uncertainty, which might- be still for- 
M p y '  ;«creswed- by clogging the '{fatten. with. smother possibility, viz. 
iw ir s  !of f' tne lir)sM papers had - been deposited in ■ the'.foiise of the 
Ujiom; and prisoner without ivi-s ki-awiedgty The crime, he added, of which he 

ottera. considered this prisoner convicted, was' ‘tho being found kt possession 
of forge d papers, knowing them to be forged. with evil in ten !: j” for lie 
aid not doubt ĥata paper. t hough blank in other respects,if attested by 
h false seal or signature, and prepared with an evil object, was is much 
»i forgery ns ii an instni-nent accompanied it. “  The crime, however," 
he oinu-rv,-n in conclusion, 1 which 1 conceive to be proved against 
G1*»V’ 1 ‘eo-’ *3 notone for which any punishment is due under the 
■existing Regulations. it does not. come under any definition in tine 
3d Sec. of Regulation IV. 1807,” (which refers onlv to the fraud of ac- 
rtiaiiy fabricating or altering deeds, signatures, &<:.) “ or in the Kith 
See. ot Regulation XVII. 1817," (which prescribes penalties for the 
knowingly giving utterance to forced instruments.) “  It is, how- 

. ever, as it seems, a misdemeanour under the Mahomedan law j 
and consequently punishable : but I know not whert to took for the 
inrasu.c ot.puni -ht t i er i t  is moat Ike tiso case of strongly sos- 
pected property, regarding which the possessor cannot give a satis- 
.-ictory account j under which circumstance the property would be 
1 alien front him, but he would not be liable to arty penalty : or, per
haps, it mO*i strongly resembles the cases provided for 'by Sec. (|, 
Regulation .XVII. 1817, by which persona convicted of having in 
their possession counterfeit coin, or sfcanipt -paper, without'lawful or 
sufficient excuse, may bo sentenced to a fine, cobimutable to impri
sonment for a period not exceeding six month-, With regard to Jfye- 
chutid, I  consider it fully it-, .oildied tU»t tic „  tempted in g„ t effect 
to forged papers, ■ knowing tbeijs {0 be forged a crime which 
comes under tnc provisions of gee XL, Regulation X Vi I. 1817,” al
ready quoted.

With these remarks, lie referred the case to the N. A. the law 
officers of which court declared the prisoner Chous (bee V bo cun- 
Ticted on violent, presumptioti of fabricating-papers with falsa seals, 
and the prisoner Jyeetand, of tellhw the same, knowing them to be 
fake ; and both prisoners to be liable to Ttneer, The Contt (present 
Messrs Fei.clall and. Goad) concurred in. this f  t> j , and sentenced 
both prisoners to seven-years imprisonment.' It-was directed also 
that11i ■ Court of Circuit should give instructions to the magistrate 
of fumtek.timd to take especial cure, that -the implements of forgery 
found in the house of Ghous TTlee, with ail the forged seals and p«- 
perv- .which luid been seized there, or on the muso' of Jiecfewhd, be 
destroyed. .- -.. ■■
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. .BOGWANGBEfl,, 188IO;'..
■ agttin.it ~jVt> sth,

ANUNDEE CHOUHBEN, Knjpooi.f( VVAHHR E' -OJHR, Cafet-bif
Rajwof; NKlNSOORH.Bttlimun A" v " f E

' Cl M-m; -.it. BEf .'i ’■

Tbs pkwutti. k  *' case was. a chela or disciple of _i he dr T»ci £Xi- 
ceustd. Rufcteegeer. His marge set forth, that about midnight, new <<>n-
sonit time during Che month : of October 1819, he was au.-ikenr-d victcd of 
by a noise cat bin his (Woo's hut; .wd. supposing that t'»en 
were signing M  builoc>, 'wjj$. ^ 4  weli* bito tae jteVr‘J»ouSG j cec| t0 auf„ 
but finding there, that fan frrst suspicions were incorrect, uvnl 'n jfertU*tk,& 
the room where Rat ■■ geer general!) slept. Close by the door he a illW.ctm-: 
ohserved some marks of wimt seemed Si% blood, winch 
wards asceifeifl̂ d it tu be. Oti this .bo nit> to ibe bed, and foiiml 
Entire goer lying on it, lend, With ins .body .vwiind.ee! in iu ih ii slotting the 
id ea, aud apparently by-* word He.went, into rbt village.and to saidmur 
the Thana, and .gave t he alarm, A crowd of th e villagers- was collect 
cd, when the. Dnrogba came to the up;:-;.. He stated to that officer, m 
reply to <i piesilu'i proposed'by n . th„ ho siispecieci the prisoner p0rj8t,
NeinisookL of participation io the minder, because he knew him to for life, 
have quarrelled some time before with tbt deceased, about the ser
vices of a chmnar p.nuod Luttee*. in. consequence,of this staiunenl yj

■ Nmsiwkh was apprehended, who gave infortwtion which ltd to the 
apprehension of the other two prisoners. Rutleegorr was about 50 
ran  of age- a halo, stoat man up to the period of his death, The 
prosecutor hid .'no knowledge of any quarrel having occurred between, 
the-deceased ai'd either of the two prisoners, Aeundee.and J-iwuhur 
but the former of these was ip debt to the deceased. All the prisoners 
pleaded not gr.iltv. From the record of the investigation held by 
the Darngba .on the spot, it','appeared that the prisoner Nelusookh 
then stated, that .some two months before the murder, ht was i his 
field when he overiu ,rr! Auundee and Juwalmr piotti.ag.the act : that 
he advised -hem not to perpetrate it, and they desired him'not 
to mention -vh.it he had heard : that the day before the murder.
Attendee told him that he was going to a distant village to purchase 
a bullock, and requested, the loan of Ins sword, which he gave to him, 
and which Anundec returned early the following mar-mg • and that 
these eircumstaiie.es combined; induced him to suppose that A minder- 
and Jmvahur committed! the,.murder. Amindee and Juwalrar. said, 
that they were sitting together in thur field, when Neinsoqich came, 
and proposed to tlum u> murder Eiitteegcar; that they sew.,I 
times refused to be .-onctri din such an acts but at length being urged 
by him, ami on his stating debility ewi*-q uft.rupi i extreme illness, 
as being the reason why be could not effort his wishes himself, they 
consented .: that a s Anita dee had no sword of his own, NetnscAkh gave 
him his for the purpose, which he reclaimed; and. received fi tter the 
murder was committed. Before the Magistrate t-:.ie three prisoners 
repeated these confessions *. but Neinsookh added, that after hearing 
of the plot, he told Rutteegeer, and advised him to be on his guard
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?M0. agiun.it Amtudtc nod jusvalinr , which h<uv,oo, howevqr, was rlisrc-
.!w Auiteegoer It appeared from the evidence., that. \nun-
Avi'Nt-'n c!ee' NYnsaoich, iiad Auttee/eet W'-i-o sharer In the same village :

Cuo' * Mini df.niodey was clue ‘Vote Ammdeetp the deceased,, which
f” '-  an! he iv '  'ligentlv demanded: alu* that no intercourse had sub 

otc.urs. sjstea, between Xeiti,; >l<)i add liutte.egeet' siuet tb ’ quarrel about 
th(> eieimat* laitlceu |i *v<w stated by Yeit«..>okh, that Anundfee’s 
®nui tv to the deceased was otc v-ioned bt liis ha.m r ,i criminal 
'•onneption t uh linuidec’s mother, thi si tot oi Ntjta ooMi j but 
iroiti The tlMc ’iihlts of the witnesses, tin re seemed no reason to 

■ ludieve that mu n u Cphnoc'iort ever existed,; ■ v-f , .
Before the Court of CSicojt the three pHsont'iS at firs’: pleuiir'd licit 

. gtiilrij::: Imi 11 1 heir-defence Amtadee md nwihu ■ aokncwicrlj od 
having been picnent tvlun Veins >ohh fjmJniUMl the pfljddcr. « r i  
Nfeinsooif hsaid thatiiis sword was ■bloody, when returned by AmuidcCj 
which led 'mn ti Misptffil that the m irdcr was < ■•manned w fi tbut 
vre»p«in. The Jutwn i \ th feu officer, Jiffi, red ‘\out .lee 'pad J«- 
’iwd.np- convic vd o f h'mlii Vmdr and ii. oh. tn death b; S iie i :  hut 
ucqi tttcil J5i1 11 >ol\h, on cc< uni of" The .oiiiv direct; proof against 
him being contained r. the stfttbfoexu of the'other two prisoners, 
in the tatter part <>I this fmu. t the fourth fadgk! of the Bareilly 
Court of Giroffit, (befor ■ whom the pri-oners \ er brought, to cua'l 
at; the sessions fpr Ailyghdr,) did apt, cejheur TJc sf tthd, in the letter 
which .tecdw panted hih reference of the case for die orders of the 
Aizamut Arlan let, that, the ,uknowliolgimoit of .YekisooHi t".it 

' , ho as present' when Afcundcc nn , JuWaimi' planned the■ murder,
«rn! his i liiinsf ■ to onmiiiufticate what V1 then iioi. d t<-liv nearest 
Police officer, rahtlcred lv i  .o> ttocpssafy before the foot add i, be fact: of 
ir-s havii,.: cutler such c oumstance, Ijfat ‘ word <o Amuulei jrnl 
having :vei-c'l 'r httk whilst yet reeking with, the blood of the 
deceased, ltd no t'on'jt v$t tiis inmd, that if-not, ;: n - rtt at the mur
der be was privy an i con entim. »•> .ts commission.

Tlie m offict i s of,tbffi W , 'AdswI/ut.declares .'the prisoners 
AmiiKlee and /cval i liable to -inter Heath b\ AT,on . „nd the 
prisoner' Neill .odii. to hr cm,,u led n strong p ■< sumption of Lav
ing contrived tM murder of Bpiteegcer, aptl'instigiited. the ptistm- 

■ to tnumiei and d.iwahar »-», ,nd aided and abetted them’ in, its 
pcrpats.i'i-jn. and therefore to be liable to disdretioiutty punishment

The f.ouri (present fohti FendalLvixi S T.Ootid) concurred in this 
tjhiw i): md ̂ sentenced tin pr.suntm Aftimdee and .'uwahur to death, 
seeing: no eirnimsttriers in either ( if their oases to.render them pro
per officer- re mercy, and the prisoner Neuivoukli to iaiprisooiBen.t. 
for life ip transportation. .
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'I’aW 1 (t»s ■ ■«' rnitiJI._- of tlu j m'Stii of July iSl!), the. Nuir of th-e Hel-i >:mt U 

Cr in t ot (he city r I Durta in tb. course c in o juiry he had otw-1- lie, o'. t 
side to instouw lot i«,«,*ery of. sonfe stolen: m >perty, .eccied 1,1,11 ' t51 l,f 
information vUxich led him jo \u pet t 'dutt it we’ i>. the '.house ot 
the prisoner, ait iulwM wt in if Ainhn!;,t of h1 u ipooru Bt »p t p u '
plied, to Hie Magistrate for i wt . ’Mill; and oti of te.ii m  it., , nd s6r-ero„ tri- 
se»rcliit'tg..t;iie iimisc; found ;t number ol 'uipicimiR foujihig arlictk’-, ’1 1,1,14 ®
the o'isco/en of whi •'> tt>dnrM him (o give l'otheiu a fiiiijfilicrof )>’*'• V4’'” - 'r,
ww* "bo had weu toblxsd of pmperty, which, .remained .yet. tin- sftertsahas 
traua!, Among thesi tv. i ono Ari.v.oon dLbrjim, an Arrneuiot', from nth his 
whom he kuw sibu.o Bo . .-It chintz othtt goods !t;u! been :*4«aC‘o 
stolen the..year ut on Airat'f, i, on bethr -ummon.'ii, identified «  
belonging to i.itusel1' nine pt > i • f dtiul-/., ou.e piec;: of woollen. and 
one cottnu r̂ nne, red u;> Vvitli a cpi dottier clothes in .a 
)mndit*, in at. upper i < inn ni tfte or. moi >. nous'. 'f ir  ij J duv the 
Naan- took in imi'itjftjy i fthe property in ttie presence of the pri
soner., one h ‘thou ye, ip 1 > in in • u> eitiplyi of m-ratoon, apa lour 
te.lteet ib]e nihalm.ints of die MubfcUa.

Tin* mo. ui,istdi-i t: d. '-mod in the above Witeniera formed the 
groan'd oftl-e jTi>en’..eti rge. it was established by ih',:evidence of

■ ................ ‘ he \«i*< man snop-kfei’i'er tu  1 w nis of ins pe»pk, that a
robbery'had oeen •■uamikt.’if on fos preufoi' fo the course <tf V' bri
ar} i 8 ‘ s. and n g.tjnii ) of i, 'ods t-afrip'' off, b, fiigir.,- parity to dr- 
retiion him.-,'if. ai'd pv.riy tii;persons by Whom hu was enip'o&l ns 
a ..•onni''v,i<>r agent, All of-tiiefli uRited, without any very si.atei.ial 
ilv in  iKV- it identity mg vanou iionnms ol the property iii eduft:, 
but ihoy were to furuisli anj pnrthukr destTiption’ of then, ,
and set ned icd s> ’elv from oh,- rriojf n .indhirity in ilteir irt'iierai ap-. 
peai ‘ ice Jk it toloiw, and print, f.-.i kp. se to the>r identity vulh the 
property thpy Itild r< ^uetivel . lost. The Na :i' d the Zilln!. < •url,on
hiSvratniftaHn i, o ied,iii*t bWiitspi u)!,‘ of the pne >uer situnmabt
which w.tire.fii'sfcffiri'ted by the .irt|brinatk>n' whioli led him >» .saarefc 
his house, ■were' silhsequentl; coutirmcd be !ii-s diacu’ orv ot the inrit 
natureOf. the hithjbs «ousi tuig of d’ 'tse<, jewels, eulinary mensits, 
sirid otbprs, which he &«rid. tiiefe deposited. When die bo v '•onLain- 
spg tiie.tirr,perty iri.eottit iv;t» dpeued, fhe prisoner complained that hts 
good for'une hud <L-cried bit ■,.md usedor.-te.r.esprehsions v-riuGbiaipti- 
d a eoiist’ioiisheSe.ol'gitil.t,. fhc urediKJion oiei to •# uttachud 'o this 

.part Of .hts s' 'itonem rented entirely on the weight of the Nu îr’!, per
sonal cbaracter • for of the two .-huppi ,i ;es .and four ’inhabitants of 
riu* .V'liuiRn ol [siaiupijorujlc whom lie referred ashariiig lidcoUipanied 
him itt Uis invesugatsoi!., two did not support, and trie .others'contra
dicted the' assertion: The forojer did mif profess to have iieard the 
pffsOiier oiakt: any mention of the maimer in hicii he ar.iuired pus- 
•ession of the goods.: and the latter agreed;la sayfog,'that he rente- ‘ \ f



11 % §L
VT; > y  CASES IN THE NIZAM 1JT ADAWLUT.

>820. seated himself to have bought them--differing awng themselves in
—--------  this, that two of them it: posed to his havjjtfe stated the purchase to

tioMOA have been made at an auction, while the others remarked only his 
use of the general term purchase, it. was stated by lour other inha
bitants of the Mubvdla, that the prisoner was a man of known bad 
character, who had at one time been convicted of. and punished fur, 
forgery. The visible sources Torn w.k.c' be derive1, his subsistence 
were ids trade its a shop-keeper, and the rent of a house in f lie city., 
which also belonged to bun. This was the case for the prosecution.

Gunga Pnrsaud stated in Ids defence, that he bought the property in 
court in the January pt eccding the trial from a merchant of the name 
pi Thomas, in the city of Dacca ; paying 165 rupees for it. The 
bargain eras made in the house «  a1 person of die name jol MeGheri • 
ty ; but the price given in ids own. On being gross-questioned, he 
s»'d, that a hill for the whole was placed by him in the bundle with 
the goods, and he attributed its loss to carelessness .or bud intention 
on the part of the Nazir, d ive persons acquainted v.Th the circum
stances attending the completion .of the bargain and pure.- we were 
McGheritv and a servant of his, with three others, Gunga Goviud 
Th ■iiiOOr, Euaijee, and Neelaram. iIl knew Thomas to live generally 
in Calcutta, and was acquainted with him before the period at which 
he bought the goods. He,was not uvun of .viv one bring in Dacca, 
who yyas acquainted with turn ; he could < ah repeat his assertion, 
that he met him at the bouse of Mr Gherity. lie had not sold any of 
the property, -because'' he coulfl not .get, the prices he .wished for it,
He had been concerned i i -such t runsnctions 'ram his boyhood.

The trial was postponed for a short time, in order t< obtain the 
evidence of sortie of the, witnesses jeferred io in the prisoner and 
Olliers, who might possess information regarding Ike truth or false
hood of the story 6u which lie rested n s caoulpaii *n. When it 
was resumed, the persons named by the prisoner fully confirmed his 
account, t.wo of them as to’being present, when ofie hundred and 
sixty-five1 Rupees were .paid for the. goods by hun to an European 
merchant, whose u m;e, however, they did not know • and the third 
who, (with the 1 wo others,) stated himself to Imre been at the time 
a lodger in the prisoner's bouse, as to having seen such merchant 
with the prisoner cm the day stated by the others, and.bearing from' 
them, that vbe latter had bought .some chintzes, See. from, the former. 
None, however* of the inhabitants, of the city, of whom mam were 
examined, appeared to have any knowledge of Thomas, as a person 
carrying c»,i: occasional twilit in it with Koglish goods, brought from 
Calcutta ; or of the prisom c,v. vying pu any geoend and avowed
deahrigs, tv ’i pt as a. money change . The wife of AleGherity did 
not know any thing about Mr, Thomas having come, about the time 
stated by the prisoner, to her Inisband’s house.* But she had been 
separated from her husband'; arid lived alone on a maintenance al- 
le#ed by him, h - inqny years. '

The jf; .'tea of the law officer declared, that although the defence of 
the prisoner was a faulty one, inasmuch us he had not proved that 
the alleged vender of the goods was. ever in the city of Dacca, and

• CwsJ>\. .
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•though it might therefore be iiwjpocted, that he had obtained them I32& 
by illegal means, still there was no sufficient. evidence that the goods " ‘
in court were part; of, the property actually for no one hadp^',?*^
a Went to their Identity, excepting persons who bad suffered in the case/ 
robbery, and were consequently inf ■'tested it i the jjtisduer'sconvfction; 
aud the reasons which tiiey had g ven for their recognition, deprived 
it of much credit. ■ Kwidi- which, three .witnesses hail aa'reed in stat
ing the prisoner to have bought the goods, On which several grounds, 
the prisoner was. declared to be acquitted.

The Judge of 'Circuit, diileiing in opinion. from hij law officer, re
ferred the case to the Niz.w'iiit Atffiwlut. "  'file stolen property,” 
he stated, in the letter which .accompanied,his reference, appears to 
roe to be fully identified by: the testiniopy of the witnesses. The 
whole of these cannot positively wear to tm identical articles, as 
the nature ol them does not admit of very pf.rticuiai distinction.
If, however, the. proof oh the.pgft of the prosecution is..weak’,(which 
l clp not think it,) the accon.it given by the prisoner of the marnier 
in winch he 'jccai’ ie possessed .of the property is altogether improba
ble and incredible, fie fulls in with a merchant, a Teriugee. Darned 
Mr. Thomas, at the house ol MeGherb'y, a poor Irishman, long .resi
dent in.Dacca . be purchase; the goods .troth this merchant,:.and as’ 
evidence to tin transaction, calls in two or throe persons who were 
quite strangers to him : in the presence of them, he receives r bun
dle from the said ThtjtnM, Contaiiiihg tin .modi, and pays him Rs. 165 i 
but neither the.goods nor the money were shewn to these witnesses.
No such person as Thomas ha . ever ucen im i or heard of in the. city 
of Dacca. Mclrharity died sc months. ago; his wile denies any 
knowledge of the stud Titomas.: and although the prisoner’s witnesses 
agree wifi? Kith io !<i» ston about the receipt of the goods, and pay 
ment of tin:: motley, 1 onmto; britig uivself to believe a word of it.”
They’ 'kill;a of the law officers:of the Ni/iamut Adawlut, was the same 
m substance with that given in tin court below, and acquitted the 
prisoner. The following is a copy of the orders of the court oh the 
trial, (present Joha Feudall and h>. T. Goad 1 The court concur
ring with 'licit law officers, anti being of opinio: that the evidence is 
not sutfk ient for the conviction of the prison :r, acquit him, and order 
His immediate release, ,

The com i remark, that the Sd Judge. on. this trial has departed ffoD» 
the course of,proceeding laid down by Regulation JX. of i 793, in 
having, after taking the prisoner’s defencê  put him through an ex
amination, with i view of drawing from Win auswers which might 
have a tendency to convict tit n : and out of the answers so furnished 
by the prisoner,’.the 3d Judge so light, by the evidence ofMcGheritv s 
wife, to establish tacts unfavourable to the prisoner.

The court remark, that it is the duty of a Judge to sljew the ut
most leniency towards the prisoner; and as the course which the 
third Judge adopted on. this occasion is adverse te that principle, the 
court desire that the 3d Judge will abstain from it in future, a.r>dL ad
here rigidly to the mode of proceeding laid down in the Regulation 
above quoted.

.-.v ’■
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im ,  BUKHSH,
------------ . . against
Feb, mil. BABOOA.
BaBNOA %

ease. • Charge—-Mvrmsk,

A. trial foi T his prisoner war brought to trial at the 2d sessions of 18,18. for 
murder, Azimgmn He was unsigned for the murder of Ghcesai, the prose- 
•Wiarged to tutor's father, which was allecfged to hare been perpetrated in the 
iSlaw in the allowing manner The deceased lud gone to the village ofKiisool- 
fjukliTiow ' ppVe, two ooSst from his home, to purchase a buffalo. In ' ‘nsiii- 
territmy, (age the prisoner resided ; ami from him the purchase was made, tor 3 
quashed by pv‘S- jg ahs. The deceased' requested him to take die animal to his 
S® house; to. which tbfe prisoner assented, ami .they set off together- In
slOn'oTUo- a jungle ab̂ tit nmlwuj, (within the limit, of the Nntmh fViueerj 
vriimient it) rit-oty,) the prisoner fell upon toe deceased with. & lathee, with 
not f̂iring vriucli he ldilcrl him • ’ • _
.been oh- q’he prisouer Wpp convicted by the fulwa of the law officer ot the 
bring the Comt of Circuit of wilful murder, in which/<;#«•« die Judge of f  ir- 
prisnner "to cuit expressed his entire concurrence, The fitwa of (he 1 tw officer. 
trial. 0f the Nizaunit Adawlut .corresponded, in substance with that of 

the court below-, but the trial was quashed In the Chief ami ffh 
Judges of the Kisaunutf Adawlut, who recorded the following order. __

“  The prisoner Babooa.son of Munsa, charged with the murder of 
Gheettai, has. been convicted by the fa in t of two of the law officers of 
the Nir.annit Adawlut of wilful murder, and declared Stable to suffer 
death by JTutat; but it -ippaarihg; from tlm proceedings on the trial, 
that the crime was commuted within the limits of the t“ intoriesof 
the Kuweit) Vizier, and it not appearing from the, proceedings ot the 
Magistrate that the previous authority of the Governor General in 
Council was obtained for bringing the prisoner to-trial. EIS required 
by Regulation V. of 1809, without which the trial of the- prisoner be
fore ti’ie f ’ovit of'Circuit t us illegal, the Court judge proper to 
quash the proceedings on the trial and direct that the Court of Cir
cuit will instruct the Magistrate to report the case immediately to the 
Govtinot General in Council, at, directed by,Clause 2 , Section II. of 
the above Regulation.

' 1820. " • ' ' AJ m 'L . i
..—  ANUNDEE SINGH, . .

Peb, 16th. against
KIJNHIA SINGH and 38 Others.

Singh and , ... Charge—Bacoitbiv.
others. "

A warrant' Tit* prisoners. in this .case; (No 19 of the calendar for fheitd ses- 
of release' sions of 1819, ziM> Ramgurh,) ’had all been tried, and convicted of 

* should at ■ an offence similar to that with which they were charged in No. 18 
ways t'ol- 0£ qj)n,e calendar.

' G°'^\ '
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>The .circumstances of the ease for which they were brought o 1828.
trial in the present instance, were briefly as follow —On the lbght'—;..—
of Friday the t3l.h of August, .1819; a large gang- oi Dacoiu, with S ™ **  
lighted torches aud weapons in their bands, broke into he prose, ut- 
or's house, and plundered it of property to the amount of about others, 
three hundred rupees, The pro' " ulor and his family m de their !oM, m ac„ 
escape fay a private way, but a person named Girdharec-, who remain- quittei, e- 
.ed. in .he house, was beaten. The prosecutor assembled a number TTO l)lougli. 
of persons ; but they wen- afraid to attempt the seizure of the rob- th® 
hers, who soon after went off with what, they had got None of the bwipravi*
prisoners were recognized at the time. * " ousiyeon-
i The law! officer of the Court of Circuit declared the prisoner Kun- victed m 

hia convicted on vinh-nl presumption of Dacoitee, and liable todiscre- 
t > unary pun i shuif >. r : that there was only slight suspicion against Ulet ,MUSC"
Singh; and .that the rest of the prisoners should be acquitted. Tins 
Judge of Circuit;, iu referring the trial, recorded his opinion in the fol
lowing terras.. “  1 am of op ion, that there :s no doubt of the guilt 
of Kunhi.:. as ,the ornaments which he offered *o sale to Bisbnee are 
proved to have been plundered from lni> prosecutor, who has produced 
before this, court the rest of the set to which they belong, and which, 
on comparison, are alike, I hnye sentenced him act oulingh, As there 
is strong reason to 'believe that the uiopfussil confession of Maugur 
was extorted, 1 concur ,n hi ■ acquit tal, together with that of Gheena,
(Jhitroo. ChoolHn, and Bislu.et, against whom there is no proof, and 
have issued a w r-.iftf, for. their release, Alu nbeo Singh has I .ecu 
detained fir the reasons stated in ray Inter which a eomp.mied tins 
case ih No. 1.8 of the calendar. With respect to the rest of the prison
ers who have been ahead, com "led the < asc to which I have just 
alluded. J agree with Ike hue officer, that there is not sufficient, proof 
to convict them i f  this TMcoiik ; but i think it very probable that 
thejMverp. concerned in hotlu'.1

The/a<iM pf two of the kw officers of theN, A, convicted the pri
soner Knnva. on strongein unistanda! evidence, of having been an ac ■ 
compline in the !> robot with which hi’ W»S charred, and , declared 
him liable to punishment by Atpobut. The court (present W.Lev- 
cester, Chief. Judge) fully concurred in this dtiding, and confirm
ed the sentence passed on the said prisoner by the Judge, of Cir
cuit, namely thirty-nine snipes of the bomb and imprisonment in 
transportation for life, But it appearing that the Judge of Circuit, g 
although he had distinctly recorded, ids concurrence in the acquitting 
futiea of his law officer, hud not issued any warrant of release with 
respect to the other prisoners in this 'case, on flu; ground of their deten
tion being necessary, to suffer the sentence awarded bn conviction of 
anotlierca .rg theCourt of N. A. expressed their'opinion, that, this course 
of proceeding was irrcarlai, inul i-sucu i.be following order. " The 
court observe, that all the remaining prisoners who wen; put on 
their trial with Kunhia Singh, have been already acquitted by the 
circuit Judge from the charge : but with, regard to several, iu con
sequence oi their conviction in another case, that a warrant of acquit
tal has not been issued. The court'deem it necessary to direct, that a 
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jp-20. regular warrant ofacijttiri. I be i1 sued n this case, which cannot be
•-— ---- understood to affect .my o’hei ease, as being i me i* uni due under
pm'W  Rfwukfiona. and necessary to tnesep* regnliJttv 'tt the Magi •

others. * ,

18:20. ■' ' ' a j o o d r im t e e Sh a b .,,
---------------------------   ugaikst
Fob- ipKiA;,
Ztom’s ■'■
case. Charge—Mubmsr.

Vmmsv Dm. prisoner teas char re j with the. mnder of the prosecutor’s son, 
conviftcdo? Tiuldeoy bvstrongViiig hiin find ..'u wwidi. thrift mg the body into ti

r a he of his The preset otor lu in, > sworn, m nlc the foil »i wig «ta$> ’iiutit. On 
miu.mntt.; tin -ith of the preceding Mohurmm, bis son, the deceased, (who was 
hut appear .]£. years of age,) rttvoitijMuieti iiim frojri home, It; see the processions 
!nS to fee &c- of.tfte Mussulnwr.:' which take place at that time, 'They wen! to- 
the'tfenf of gether to the shop of i.W(Jheda, •. viler ofsweetmeats; and the pri- 
1,1s 1 s,incr standing there, thedeeeased cateredinto . atuemtion v.uh him,
was order- during winch the p'WfcOutor proceeded oowarift alone,  ̂ Suttee that, 
edintocon- y^ie, he never saw his so a alite.. U hen < ttrsf triissod him. he uiuic 
wiiri"-’ search' in the neiglib nohood j but not undfe;, rum, applied at the 
dniMfetui Tloina tor ns wtaru <•. The search was touew >d and o'tended but w’th- 
tlmi,on tire out effect. The following soon ifly; he comnjUfit ’ated to thttThanadai" 
recovery «' },jh suspicions against Uu, f risuc. t, and his reason {hr thorn, namely,
Ms. reason, y.. |!av j  ,Qft t„„, jrj.conversation vw’ i tin set, to , <eiious dav. 
dcncc taken consequence. of this aprilicatwr., tin Thanadar apprehended tfeo 
against him prisoner At. first he denied the crime bui subsoqneinuy confessed tie 
should lie had- murdered ' he boy, and thvpW’Prthe body into a tank. .Accord- 
exphined 1(i, iy b the ptisan* i, they priw to ■i ' the tan;,, an 1 di ,co-
defehre vaci'd the body or the deceased. A  gold uerkl.ic «.nd a coral one 
fi.Cn, win w it on the body ; but mi pan iT idiei kumhn >nd n p dr o pearl 
the law earrings were Blissing. The body bore no'marks d'i violence, except 
officers calf j^ont the' beck, where the xlopultn of the deceased was tied sufficient- 
teraadTt1- h  l!ght t*< cause - frangtihinoo , the prisoner confessing he imd nwr- 
J I, '! '' <it red the boy in that mamufl The. It,■>rah- v.ere restored by t i»  

pri' oner at the Hums. i but he denied any knowledge of the earrings.
The witnesses brough t forward fully substantiated the above state
ment, and deposed positively to his sanity up to the time of: the crime 
being committed. The native D >elw of’t'ue jail thought him insane ; 
and both he and the 0..to,, bore testimony to the v range ue*, of his 
actions,since, he had been placed in tonfioemw»t.

The surgeon in charge of the station of AJoradabad deposed to 
various sytrijisoms of defangemait which manifested themselves in 
the prisoner’s actions, such as a great love of solitude indifference to 
surrounding objects, &c. It was the decided opinion ot the surgeon 
that he was ifisane. It was pioved-.that he nevet enquired for food, ■
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wowkl eat when it wu« pn sen'.ed to him, but appearedindifferent as l^ a- _ 
to quantity or quality, and that be would eat ashes among other w >  
fill!, from the gtoutid. On trial, the prisoner remained totally.- * <ute. caffe.
The law oilers, of the Court of Circuit gave .<%*«’«, finding-turn 
guilty of murder ■ -and as no evidence went to prove Inarusamty previ
ous to the crime,, they couriered him liable to capital pnmahuieui by

' 'The Judge of Circuit, Iri his tetter refcmhg the case to the Nitfaput 
A dun lut stateri that the prisoner had remained mute f,ince his oors.t- 
iivitmetitj and there was it vacancy, in his eye denoting idiotism ; but 
he considered the prise- er <b „ '•ring oJ death, as no nou O 'existed in 
his, the Judge’s ramil, of the prisoner’s sanity when the crime was 
committed The fuiu\i of the law officers-pr the Ni-utmnl Adnvvlut 
convicted the, prisoner of murder and theft, but consulered Amos 
barred by the ir-. inity of the prison-J'- who was liable to J.-eetii, and 
to be confined ,'11 he recovered. ,

The Court of Nixannut Adawlut, (present \v, Leicester and .•> f .
Goad,) having duly considered the proper (lings held- on this tn.it,
passed the following order ... , , , ,.
‘ Si The court observe, that it u shewn on. this trial, particularly by t lie 
evidence of Mr. Assistant Surgeon Hall, that the prisoner was at tue 
time of bis trial in a state of mental -Icrangeaienl : the court, tnerefore, 
deem it p.oper W. direct that Zora be sent to, and. confined m the in
sane hospital .: Bareilly, and that .ho p r id in g  halo before the.
Judge of Circuit and the .Magistrate uf .MoradubiM be transmitted 
through the S ort of Circhit b  the Magistrate at Bareilly, with in
struction-, that, in the ev-c.ut:ofihepriso«;isv’s fullrecoyei-y oi h,» »  
telleets he explain to hiui the evidence thet has been taken agauiM. 
him oVthr* trial, and a ll .upon him to state, if He wish, any wit nesses 
to be summoned in his . ivun ■, and if he h .ve any viruc- ,e«, tue Ma
gistrate will cau# their attendance before the Court .d Circuit at the
ensuing session?. ■ . , , , .v.,.

“ The Judge of Circuit, of course, in the presence of his hiwomtc,, 
will again explain to the prisoner all than has passed on the above 
proceedings, and will then ■ sail '.upon him for Ins aetence, f..an W -  
niine on. v :tuesses he may K u  named in his favour, A second fu>- 
m  will then be taken, ind the Judge of Circuit wilt reeo m In. -tasent 
or dissent, therefrom, and Shbmit the proceedings, With the usua. re
port, to this court. ” ,
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■1820, RAM PODARUTH, sen of the Sufauee Molt,
------—"* against
FeMStu. M7FDER KHAN, Mokht&r of Ranee PubWl Koonwi.tr, 

DHUNUPHOOJ SING, ami ABB.HOOT SING.
Khan and . . .  Charge—IvluBtfisK.
others. ■/„■■' .... • ■

It appear- Fob the better u- ,ierst;inding of the circumstances of this case, it 
lag from appears desirable to preface the ’•e-pitaI of diem by a detail of tile 
the an- reiative situations a-: the Several panics eonc< toed, previous to the rte- 
S f a  the‘‘ease of the individual fo> vhose nfttrder the prison era '-mod arraigned, 
witnesses, Rajah PuMwan Singh died about tent years ago,, leaving a widow 
ill the (ttaneb. PtthhvA Kootiwiif) and, two ions'. The estate was, after his 
tonrse o f» death,, held and enjoyed by the Ranee, to whom was left the future 
!h”lt -awtofxn,i outmlJr I disposal of ii. I he younger of tb • two sops did not long 
eftttilt” lut survive bis father. The elder n imed, hid, soon aftc. also died 
they were without issue, lowing !. ytdow Hnnvruot Koonfcur, who continued 

"concerned j0 reside \-Kitb. the Ranee, at « place' Called Rbddfirpoor, .situated in 
iE-.i'ii8’Wdi *he fe'.iily lemindfiree of Si.uassec, For the boifte management of 
tlr prison- this estate, the prisoner Sofdur Khau had, for many years, been, 
er"stood employed as MoVhUr. The other two prisoners were distantly con- 
(iisrgeO, nei'-ed with the R.mtv ; and bid tonu oca  visit, Sober, in cense 
the court qUena. of an ilhrps. w >tb which *ho bad been attacked, of sosori- 
'v/„ir e ous'a nature as to induce considerable anxiety relative to tlvys dis- 
S”<i,• to position of her property. The .deceased, (Sheosulwee Mull,) was 
consider at this time bel MoU'iUr -u lie Gohtkhjvoor court and the Gol
die P10 _ lector's Office ; and it had long been unde ,tmd, that a criminal con • 
corduy-of liei.t;onsubsisted between him ■ nil (hifimint Kocmvuir, in whose fa- 
Jpi’d j™ vour a will had been made bylhe Ranee, of wb’i h he had the keeping, 
lam, and.o# and which, ii* consequence of the' connection just, meniiomu, gave 
which bis . iiim ei .-:ty prospect of the future exclusive possession Of v.liat bit hi rio 
reference u> ),el(| been •bared by many, the prisoners among ,he rest . APunchdtj- 
*vu‘C?oimil- ui Was- held by the latter,-and several others more or less interested in 
ell? as in- what was passing; and the. result Was a proposition, urgently made 
complete : to the Ranee, to annul i be will in favour Of Htmwunl Koonwuy whose 
andorfcrixl attachment to thd deceased v as represented as disgraceful to them 
“f'e^tion all an i to cvccutc inotliei, deeming the on of Apdh ot Sitigh, (a 
o ltS ise  lad about lS years old,) lscr successor in the Raj. They so far pre- 
at the en- vailed as to indu ■<? p recai of the document possessed b; Fhcosuhuee 
suing m»- Mull, who was likewise diimissed from his appointment, though 
sioris, the 8t;pj encouraged and supported by 5 lunwunl Koenwur ; but the final 
imrXuwn" deterniin.itm : regarding Abdhoot’s sou was suspended. The Ra~ 
op as well «r pec would consider,, she" said, and decide by and by Thus matters 
gainst these stood,, when one night , fifteen persons were i odccted. by order of 
witnesses one purf,],00, ami taken to a deserted mod fort in Roodtivpoor, in 
flUwS cu *'̂ e wt>̂  of who h they were told was a corpse, which they were to 
ots fc tW  taVd then-e and throw into the neighbouring nullah, Two of the 
dieted,to party descended ; the body was, raised; and disposed of according- 
whom Irately; 'Those who bad assisted received five rupees for their trouble, 

with injunctions to secrecy, and then dispersed. This body was 
m tl  a Sheosuhace Moll’s ; and the people thus engaged in its removal ap« 
capplemea- peared all as witnesses at the trial.
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The deceased did not seem to have I, ad wn̂ « l »  or other valuables mo. 
about his person when the .xt wax peipetruUd 'V̂ ..lMl’ ’ntmissiOttj. Ca£f, of 
therefore, could1 hot be ascribed with much pr- U™ T to mo^ves *“  Sow®* 
ordinary cupidity; nor whs there tmy prdfo <A ‘‘ exi's en0!" 01 3 sc-Khan and 
nous quarrel between him and any other persons whomsoever. others.

On a considerationof these circ.imstauces, the fnium ot the law ta,y <le- 
■ .officer of' the Court'of Circuit, convicted the prisoners of being privy fenceand 

to the murder with which they stood rbarged •. £  /“"Jj
“  It is clear.enough/’ observed. the judge of Circuit., in the letter j,e found 

which Recompute ad his reference of the case to the N i:samut A daw - aSWiMlt 
hit, «  t.h it ,i riddauce of ttie deceased uni,si have been most, acceptable' these fresh 
to, the prisoners , and, with reference to the fJui>chd$u( and V«s coil - prisoner!, 
sequences, it is impossible to suppress a suspicion of their having 
been concerned in the destruction of the object that stood so directly by their" 
in the wav of their interests; but in ibis (anti there is nothing further) owndeposi- 
fhere is not, by am means, 1 < oiict i c, sufficient to convict them, tions upon 
however strong the roeatai presumption may be that they are guilty.
I  think they are so, but T do nor think they have been prosed so j and gUiiV a- 
upon this opinion found mv dissent from the futwa, which declares racmg them 
them liable to punishment as accessaries. were to be

“  But, be this decided as it may, there cannot be a doubt of direct 
participation on the part of Purahoo aud hit fifteen followers; and I 0' t|B con,’ 
have directed the Magistrate to detain the whole of them in custody dition of 
till the orders of the .Xizanmi Adavylut shall be received regarding their iKs- 
them. -They should all, in my opinion, stand-their trial at the 
ensuing sessions'. The intermediate confinement at ..least they have (.Jtti“tancCv 
already fairly earned; and if not ultimately convicted, (which they „f the case 
cannot tvel! escape being; as privy .to the fact,) it is,.at any ratei, not which 
too .much to expect a result from their commitment, which may Might have 

• serve to throw light' on the transaction, if not to free it altogether 
from the obscurity which at pn ,ent attaches to it. knowledge.

*' The RaneO’s treasurer, his son. and aPurohit, who have acknow
ledged their acquaintance with, and concealmont of the part perform
ed by Purahoo, have furnished security for their attendance, should 
the Court, deem any thing further respecting t hem expedient. Steps 
too, should he taken to insure the future attendance of the prison
ers, if acquitted by the superior court o ' the present charge, but they 
are not at my disposal, standing conyicfed as they do by the futwa.

‘ Lest there be anydemur upon the propriety of bringing Pura- 
hoo’s party to trial, for what h,is been chested from themselves, in. 
the course of an examination upon oath.it nay be as well to advert 
to the. perjury which «i comparison of the different depositions taken 
before mr anil before the Mat i -irate, will exhibit against them ; and 
this, it should be remarked, while it deprives them of all title to le
nity, does not, in any one instance, affect the point upon which their 
indictment has been - recommended,— their confession as to the part 
taken by them in the removal from the well, and-subsequent disposal 
of the body of the deceased, a confession repeated by them in both 
courts, and in which they have all agreed,”

On th.is reference the Nizumut. Adawlut (pr«Simt Messrs. Î ey(tes
ter and Goad,) issued the following orders.
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— M32;— “ l 'r’or *° PaShl,°8 on the prisoners in this trial, the M itt
Cfise <>J observe, that tiucler̂  ̂  swggestiou of the Circuit judge, in which the

^ tmv' su d C!’urt ■ !' I ’urahou tend 'to party be brought to trial for
’ i r f .  V  va't they lute n;u , |1S0 \v,hUx n): ,,,,V8eot 8W))S l(>

implicate tnei. *  least, as accessaries after t ic . fact,)' it, is very possible 
that some circumstabeo > may Ifo. elicited'which may tend, .to strength
en the suspicion exiting ag.imst the present prisoners, or perl up, to 
lit*plicate them men Au stronger grounds : and it: is therefore deem-

 ̂ Vi  ̂ J 1' «1 desirable' to consider the record transmitted by Air. Rattray as an 
•incomplete *-i.J, and direct, that Pnrahe ami all otters concerned 
with him in removing the body of the.deceased Shop Swhaee Mull 
from <* well and throwing it mto a t. In, be brought to trial at the en
suing sensin’: », t, u the charge of having beert concerned in the murder 
of Shed Ssskiee Mali, ami fh,.t ‘.her trial be held as a component 
part of the trial ol the present: prisonei-, who .will be kept in J tend
ance .during the whole, with liberty to cr is'-ex ••mine any witnesses 
win st v vidc.r i* u <>i be taketi, and to ( Ifoi any hing furl be. in their 
defence, if  they Wish It The law officer’ who may be present at the 
trial, will ..11 consider ai u dt eLr, in hi# fuX'wa the crime, if anv, 
•which he may consider, to attach to the prisoners, under the addi
tional evidence which may be taken.

“ The court, however, qualify the preceding order by directing, if 
proof cannot he obtained )f the participation of Put ahem and'the 
others as above described, inci.-pcndwil o f their own dope, ilioris on 
rath, that two or throe of those pet sum oho way be deemed the 
least guilty shill be selected, ami offered, a free pardon, on condition 
ef tteir giving evi h nee on he tr'iil m<l db losm,; all the (•iroiir’i'.Un - 
CfeA of the case which out;, have come to their knowledge,; and the 
"owrl tv il oil ready to confirm the offer, on receiving thereemxraietida- 

. '(ion o f the Court of Circuit or uf the Magistrate’ to. chat effect.
ft Considering' the.very heinous nature of the cr sc, the court sanc

tion, the oiler, by prucbim, rion, of a reward of 500 Rupees to apy pine 
who may furnish information which-hall tend to ! he convict ioa of the 
principal or of any v f  the adC<l|jjaries before the fact in the murder of 
She j Sufjm e Muil.

"  The (.curt further observe, that Mr. Rattray s is a,t liberty to have 
■ wnmiiittc'! any of the witnesses he considered a to be put fun their 
trial under a charge ot perjury, Which he is not, at all ore; laded from 
doing, in consequence of ihisreforen.ee. The measure, however, must 
test with Mr. Rattray. ' The case was sent back accordingly.

Xji»E ' 0owX ■' "'V. ’ ' ' ■■
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AtLSSUMMAIJT JtAVAI11K, 1830.
' agahst ’• fSTSfSir

KITLLOOA, ( nltivaroiv: .tCuCtoiu’s
■ v. cats.

.. Charge—H w h w -vy Ro.’ibbky,

T h-, prison® stood charged before the Court .dCircuL for the dm- The. wi- 
siou of Bareilly', with having, in conjunction with two ether men, ruli* -tfeifobofs 
bed the prosecutrix, on one of the high-roads iu the district of Mdta- '"'itneas oh 
dnbiid, '' r„tri?™”'r

it appeared that the defendant had beefs long notorious, as beingl^t which, 
one of that daring desfoiptiooof robbers denominated. Qtaxaks, whose According 
depredations are usually committed in the face of day, atid who, ret) t0 the Till
ing on tlteirf-X|)« .tr.etsm rinding the pursuit of justice,, ran iy’take tbi ,n® rf^0̂ * 
precaution to disguise their persons c r to cm i iltlieir mode of life, therestateri 
and ;n consequence tie more generally .known., and move frequently to haro 
recognised}- than any other, class of public offenders. ’’ given; held

riiough I he robbery for which the prisoner was indicted occurred onth"̂  s”cli. 
the 29th ( March S'* 1 r i i he va at th- time recognized as „r\e 
of the party' concerned in hr perpetration, lie managed to frustrate the «nt to iu- 
nieasures adapted by tfe magistrate for hia apprehension, till the 8th validate it- 
■of July 1810, when he wits seized with some- difficulty by three men 
••belonging to the. Police establishment.

The proset uns it appeared, was travelling- in a covered cart ft on 
the tenvn of Umrooah, where she resided, for the purpose of being, 
present at a fair, which was about: to be held in the village ofC-ashhe- 
poor. On the- second day of her journey, she was stops at -about 1.0 

1 i o -lock a . M, iu the vicinity of a place called PutimrkherS, by 
three armed imn, mounted on house1., who robbed her of seme 
clothes and other articles of property,Valued at sixty rupees. She was too 
much ag>t it -«i. she stated in hot deposilfon, to recognise any one of the 
robbers . Un .4.. heard her servant, ho was driving tic, cart, address 
the prisoner by hie. name. The prisoner pleaded not guilty,

Two witnesses, huoil.i Hnkh- , and th.ulm Khan, servants of the 
prosecutrix, who attended tier on her journey, to Caaheepoor, swore 
with groat confidence to the person of the dttcudant j but there Was 
no other direct or coll.ituii! proid’ of Ins guilt.

On the credit attached by him to the statements of these two per
sons,. ami from a suspicion of the motives which led to. 11 e prisoner’s 
sudden disappearance from the district, the law officer of the Court 
of Circuit epuvieted the prisoner, and. declared him liable to discre
tionary punUlnnem by houhut. The circuit Judge concurred in the 
Jktwa thus given, from a consideration of the hour at which the rob
bery, was committed, of the prisoner’s being previously known to the 
two deponents, who hod full time to recognize his person, md of there 
being no ground for supposing them to have any selfish object in ef
fecting his conviction.

The law officer?,of the Nunnrat A daw lut declared the prisoner en- 
titled to his release, on the ground of the witness Khoda Buksh having 
stated in his deposition before the Darogah, not that he kn<:ui, but

»
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' "2ft ____ only that, ho con/vr'l KullofJO tv he the person by whom his 
Ktit-ii .-/•■ i dstresBwas robbed; while' before.the Court o! »Tu, nil, hd swore po- 

ease. stl.jvely to .having recognized Wlw fit the time of flint robbery. They 
st A tod .moreover, in their , Utu, i, that, the fact of Dow In Khan's 
httvjjbg stated himself to have seen htilfooa oriee only, and that seven 
years before the aforesaid time, when h< wa,- yet a feoy of. 12 or 13 
years old, went against Itis credibility .-.nd that there was reason to 
tbit)it, that the prisoner was on his journey to and irtmi, or residing at 
Lahore for two years previous, and five subsea tent to the month in 
which the violence Was committed

The Court of Niniiuut A da whit, (present W. Leycester and S. T, 
Goad,)' were not. satisfied with tliis yhtwa, and were of opinion, that 
the guilt laid to the prisoner’s charge-was fully established against 
him by the evidence of the prosecutrix, and the testimony of the wit
nesses KiiotSa Bufc-b end Dowlitt Khan., wInchcorresponded vet-j ac- 
cismtely 'with their depositions nr t forma- trial against, other .pri
soners Vho were acquitted in !o!5, am) when they could have no 
pro mt)’ ■ pljcct in making tip a st-ifry to convict Knliooa. They al
lowed lu.tia/ii any ive:ght to the cliscrtqnv.-.c) noticed in ihe/«itr.t of 
the law officers regarding the deposition of 'Khoda Buksh, wl ieh» in 
poijit of (act, only tiro-se from the Thana report; and not from his own 
testimony ; and considering that the defence of an alibi for seven years 
at Lahore set a;; by the prisoner, was no further proved than by the 
testimony of two witnesses, who deposed .that the prisoner told them 
seven years ago, that he. was going to Ltihoie and that they saw him 
after a lapse of seven years from that tittle) when, he informed them 
■that he' had just returned from Lahore, 'he court declared him to be 
dvly convicted, and sentenced hiaj to imprisonment in transportation 

. for lift. .

, 1320. .V . GOVERNMENT,
March 4th. '‘S(«msi

Case Of FUKEERA-, hpiBHATtiE, and 'NURKOO.
'POKBKR*

audOthers. Charge— Boa «>sra «tivit Mcrxcitin,

ThreeMoo- A-r the second fsessions of LSI 0, for aitlitis Gorulhp.ii'C, tlteae prison-
Miimannv ers were brought to. trial. The case, us stated. u« (he letter of re
convicted feretlCl> l»v lift circuit Judge, ww> briefly as -ollowu. 
rf Jjly11*;. Tlie husband of* the woman Austoortiee, was nephew to the prison ■ 
etdeof a cr Pukcera. Both husband and wife were grievously aifeoted with 
leprous the leprosy : The. tippers ofboth bid drop t off. and in ibis miserable
woman, state.'he forme,- died, and whs carried to the grate by tbs latter, who
who buneA ihfew herself into it and, .by her own desire, wits-buried uith him 
theworpw * hy th< three prisoners. ■
ofhor tin*- Fukeemaviri bmrko.o are feeble wrfef.ciica loosing objects, aged about, 
band, (also 5f>; Slrftbratee is a hale Moosuinrimm Fukecr, about 30, and would ap- 
s. leper,) pcai- to be the spiritual guide of the village ir which this abomiria-

■ V-'" V'v'v -• r-f ■  ̂i', (v'iM V V -* v1'v 5' •’’?:' “- ' ■:"
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(ion occurred, ■ The ft, fwa convicts the three of burying Austoornee___1830.̂
alive at her own request; and l eoheurin tliejudgn>“>,t It may. itaeiif ■ 
be proper to .observe, that no buielft could possibly accrue i . 
the survivors from the destnvr’on of the woman : she rfierl in the ■ ef®" 
utmost poverty. The Fukeer received the .sheet with which the corpse flentoaced 
of the husband had fifai. covered; but this was his perquisite at apy tp« months 
rate, and needed iiai; the second death to secure it to him. imjrison-

Tho final order ofiihe Niatunut Adiwh.it (present. S. T, Goad, 4th mcrl*
Judge,) was as follows.

The prisoners Kukeera, Shifbratee, and Nurkoi, have been oonvirt- 
ed by the fatwa of two of.the law; oiljcers of the Xuaunut Adawlui, 
on strong presumption of burying Austooraee, (a confirmed bper,1 
alive at, her owe rovuest.iiti the ssme grave with, her fiosbarul, and de
clared liable to ciiscrtTowey puniahmei t by jRirrer. The court, non- . 
curring in s u c h s e n t e n c e  the prisoners loan months irnprtr 
so.iunent. frcai. this. ditto.

'■ SURRANUNft, ... tlffl.
against Mireh'Sth*

"■ .BOODEJN KIIHAR, Eoocum
y/':v 't'i', . Kuiuk's

. C h a r g e - <»«.

Tme trial came on at the 2d Sessions of 1819, for Zillah Belmr. Cns.-ofa 
The , deceased Bhyrocintt wfie Mohmdr of the Than* of tTrwnl. stave con- 

Tfte prisoner we- his* servant, who on i he nth of As- i, corresponding ,,c’fJ. 
with the 10th of Sept. fSJ fh was ordered by iris mastc to kill a kid, 
nod dress it for his dinner, At night, alter laving, finished his bust* tuUSs mas- 
ttoss, he j! down to ear,, .with the pro- ‘"u os Si -bauuiid, i lehilion of v t, in con* 
his. The prisoner gate each a portion of the flesh he had dressed on seauwceof 
separate pktesv: .After the deceased had eaten some of it, he,re* 
marked to Suriwtubd ttet .it: had a bitter .taste, and at Ust desired to" 
the prisoner tog; * mm urn tit what remained in the rooking yen- uiiFtrdeath. 
sel, which having tasted, he said it was good. Tho deceased having., 
finished wiring, lay down, but soon euniplnined of being unwell, and, 
sent for one of the ISurkmuiites, on whose arrival he said that he, 
suspected his servant had poisoned him. Vomiting medicines were 
administered by a native Doctor, bat without effect* for Bhyrodut't 
died in a few hours ; and a oat, which had eaten some of the flesh left 
by die deceased, died also behut ttie n'ejct morning. Just; before Bhy- 
rodutt’s death, tiro prisoner eon feed  having' mixed the poison called 
.DuAra yyitb. the first plate of flesh, which ho had given him, and dba 
he confirmed before die Magistrate, ft appeared ha* the prisoner ;
had taken 45 rupees, which had been intrusted to his charge by the 
deceased, to repay which he sold himself to the deceased as si slave, 
and a deed to this effect was drawn up, and signed and witnessed be
fore the Razee of the Purgunna It is probable .that tins was the 
season of his administering the poison to his master.

»  2
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___H: "_ Tlte law officer of the < ourt of Circuit . onvi. 1 <?<l ih>o prisoner of’
Komy.. mixing poison with the food of the deee tsiifl;, and thereby •.' •using 

tn hi;: death, and declared him liable to discretionary puuisbroc it by 
sfcmbii*; but' that K im *  an 'I Deeul m  res barred. The Jtt dge ofCircuit 
declared his opinion, that under all the circumstances of'the case, it 
was dearly proved, that the-prisoner administered the poison cnlleu 
/hikra to the deceased, with the intention of destroying- him; and that, 
from the way in which he was tali. c. HI immediately after eating, and 
the .after symptoms, as well, as from the. cut having also die$, there 
could be no doubt that it. caused his death. ;

•He rein raked also, tie !. the D ultra, which is broi.gjht from the ISfe- 
pawl hills, ii well h-owri to the natives.in general '<> be a most deadly 
poison, whether mken iu\i the stomach or introduced into the circula
tion by a wouno, and is commonly toed to . poiion arrows ibr the de
struction of wild beasts. The futwa of the law officers of the N e&~ 
nun: Adawlut; also convicting the prisoner, he was sentenced by that 
Court, (present W.J oynjbu rand \V. E. Rees,)'tosi ;fev death.

'f'/. . .'.ft1 • •;if ; . - ’ i.'/ '.b'.''.pr:’'1''1' r.A ; '/'of ft 'iVy, ,fftd'Vyftft)'
1820. ; ,T

'M «srsr Koosavnu di'C'NH,
>! Man, agah.il
c«eH!i ' DtlMKKE DCSA1JH.

Charge™MbHoBn. ■ 1
A fey a»,.j T ub prisoner was tried nt the 2d Sessions of i 81 ft, for JSilleb Behar. 
vfteen epn- If appeared in credence, that on'the 17th of Kanu.h, or 20th Oo 
yiei. Cof tuber of the above yelp, DilljeeS, a boy of ff years of age, wlu> lii\ii$ 
murdering with Iris uncle tiie.prdsecntpr, had goneoi.i in the merino" to amuse 
h*”\li! •d* hiititteW, and was missed about noon, r\ -inch and several other 
of Jsis o’ 'i ‘ so'ns went in search of him, without success , but thu next on in 
nanients, thr afternoon, the body of Duljeef was, found in a field of jutnar, a 
serin aced short d.-tanot;south of the village, with the throat cut, .irui the ortm- 
lo itiilh jent-s' lie usually wort- missing, .information was. given to the Police 
Bieat18011 officers, and an inquest on the body was hold by the .Moburrir of the 
; ■ ' ' jHiarl.r. . ■■I;'’ f :'' ■

Some days after, the prisoner ' ’m,i. oe * „.i \* ,i boy of orili fifteen 
years of age, was appu 'unified on the u l.i ntion of n woman named 
t'itrcii, who said she bad seen the prisoner 'on the day the boy whs 
missed., washing a knife and cloth; and that he had just before coroe 
out <>l the field in whit h the body was afterwards mimd Site did »iol, 
however, at tijld tithe suspect, hud, as she had not heard of the mm ■ 
der.

On the prisoner befogtaken into custody find carried to the Thana,
'he at first denied the charge ; but on his house l.̂ mg,8ea,-cheil, and the 
four gold dhrrifsgs found, no was again questioned, when he confess
ed that he feud a person named Paireruarain had committed the mur
der; that he had held the deceased while Paimrmmin cut ids throat, 
and that Paimnarain had taken tli: two silver kin mbs. and he had 
got the four earrings, which genual witnesses swore belonged to the
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deceased, It also appeared that, Dsiljeet was seen with the piwoht-r „ J = '«L - 
Duniree, a short time befnrt he Was miss. W'tm Pmmwmii w  & »* * *  
apprehended, he denied: the charge; ar.d as nothing was found iuh» 
house when searched, and as there wai no other evidence igntnst 
him except the confession of D turtles,He was. discharged by the Ma
gistrate. .' ■ .. .

The prisoner, lyftefl brought bofimmheMrgwfr.ite,,it Iw-t id llm
lie had merely seen Ihiii.-marair. cutting Ijuijeet'a throat, and was 
told by him to conceal his knowledge of it,; but, on being luri tier 
questioned, admitted that what he had stated before the. Thanauar
waseotrce.t, ‘ .. , , ,

The law officer of the Panic Court of Circuit • found the prisoner 
guilty of. being ioncerned in the murder, ami atSls .og therein,’ ami 
declared him liable '•> punishment, by Awobut. The Judge of Cir
cuit expressed his opiniony that there was strong'reason *•1 ociu.-va 
that the prisoner was concerned iii the imwd.'i, ami that he w.u 
himself the perpetrator of it. It was, however, he observed, possible 
that the prisoner only saw the owner committed w f was, mdi.eert 
by fear, and a part of the cm:.,,merits, to conceal his knuH. dgemt 
it • and the judge therefore recommended, that in eonscquenreol this, 
as’ well as of the extreme, youth of the prisuiier, the superior Court
would consider him an object of Meffo ,

The fuinm of two of the law officers of the court convicted the 
prisoner on strong presumption of the murder of ©mjee', -ioU declar
ed him liable to punishment. flfSe-uAt, extending to death, arm tue 
court fully agreed therein j but taking'into eoftridemmn the get-muds 
on which the officiating Judge of Circs,i' recommended the prisoner 
to: nerej, sentenced him to imprisonment mid bard labour for ten 
■yearn, ■■ V:v::

. ' ■ ::i d ■: '.'d.;/ iw'

GOVERNMENT. •'
aqains I, April *!th.

NAHAtN and 'Others. g * j j [
Charge_JIaco! rv. and.-Rm im i' I'm/nij k ,i> i'l. ii1 -lvry anil others.

T ub Prisoner Narain war, tried wit u many others at the second Sen- A prisoner
sions of 181'.),dm 7,iUsh Ikdini. ■. . ,. . . . ty by ih«

Tim Vakeel of tfoformi. W. iu opening theptoeecdiuga, stated, of
on the premium .list of May, ■ Pacoitv had been committed m the th, Uw 
„ill, ,, Kiirrunmirtou. by ,■ . irtv consisting of twenty or thirty men, office, a of 
2 K  2  S  U  - d  club . who succeeded in forcibly eo- g g g .  a 
tci mg the houses ofttine inhabitants "f the said village,and pminlered^ lib —  „ 
oiarht of them of certain articles, clikP\ con istiug ofcfoin iod Ww?;cdnfessioa 
in| apoirel; void that some of the persons so pluimevea would beia the Mo- 
pimiueed to give evidence identifying the .prisoners'with th« n j f g - ^  
lenders of the party of Dacoits, part.cukr.y a prisoner mimed 
dhoo.



__'0W-__ The'wucf witnesses for the. proaseeMtion were the nineperaonb 
Cara of robbed. ■ 'fhc first, ended • .rated, thivs ifri.i , alarmed it tlu approach 

of «  party of Ducoito, ne er.eiistwiWp nous., ur.ri Saw the prisoner;
1,11 11 lfi*' BunfTuo and another eftt-ir it with Orths; and a light. The witness.

7<'i *3 shortly Ifcfutr returned tc ho house, and found thes<, two persons 
INir'amu? plundering. it on which they proceeded to maltreat hi.u, and toot 
Adawii'f, from Iris.eara'a;.p!iir of ..earrings, Tfei whole i mperty taken fioin hipi’ 
th» persons amounted in 'fame ter .2® Rupees, The witness tras present, when 
triuijn he ihe houses of Oerteui suspected pcrsons were searched, In the house 
jl?1 of Nftwuu the;, found tin earrings and i piece of cloth, to which ho 

swore positively. This witness wfamt'«d*.thai; before the magistrate 
ing be™ . iris fit tf intuit h,id differed in many .points fi-om, what he (sow
in?quitted gjtfe, 1 Re. allowed that he had■ ‘hen denied knowledge if any of the 
char re of tobbelfS, ami.»Ui dinted thw to t&& fear he felt lest opa #f the, pnson- 
rjai oity.* era, named Buudhoo Herald take ’seriomrevesige on hir , if lie men* 

ewu.e,.! hi» name \n<Mhei witness, wh > had bach rdb'lj&l of certain 
. . aiiictes, wore tlmS the properly found in the prisoner Mojee Roy’s

house .belonged to li.irn, .and was the. iiliah'tical:property of which'ha 
had been robbed. .Ssx.rirti.er witnesses <<• ihmu n he at count ufdhe 
rubber bm could nih identify my ot he prisoners, except. one, who 
swore ■ ■positively.' to .seven of them. It appeared,however.that tlje 
statement of this'fitness before the Judge of Circuit dilated m mu- 
terinllj froth’that which he gave before the am'scat' that little or 
no credit could >«r ntiatht d to it. The sawn; observation applied, to 
the evidence oi those irti riswore' Hi trio pi ope tty ci-coy ereri in the 
shforal prisoners.' houses,.

'1 hri!yt:soners,ii|ithen! defence, MWftdtjfdchidu.theehargepreferrec!
" ) lgt&inst theftunrcl brought witaesseslto prove >$• alibi, is also'to ehe-

. ranter. ■ A?ofee Up> prndUi,\>i witnfimes to prove, that ,he cloth found 
in his house was he own :property. The prisoner Nartsiu. who had 
btfoic the A1,igii',Mate ( onfes'cd to a print' m tbtfinriine, and stated 
that the line .'its befoui and i.fve>- the lul-tj&rV had isscuibli rj in his 
be,use, dividing i1 ' property there, iti In, defr 'C>. rlcrl.mid that he 
was compelled to make this confession by n il] healnient.’V  rer 
ceived, from the Oarngair and his followers. ,

■ ‘The .law officer of the Court or Ornish convicted Nrifeintin his own
con fession of ThD’geiut, or rerciyiug M oh n property knowingly, and 
derilhred him linble to niscretiooan punishment bv TuHeer} <od ae* 
ffoittcil tile rest, ok the ground, of the pmi rad'rt irynature of the 
cvide;,i:e which had beep given against them before the Magistratê  
and before the rtoutt of Circuit.. The .Judge of Circuit did not con
cur m the com r c u of Nai,iin,a, he did not believe, his confession,
{he, \aram, baying when first apprehended, denied all knowledge #  
the Dasoity,) and was inclined to tlriult, that in, the hope o('release,he 
was afterwards intluced to say what, he did before tho . Thawidar, 
and was afrsid to retract before .the Magistrate, He Concurred iu the 
acipdttul of the other prisoners,
, i i / *  ;'«>« .ef two of the law officers of the Kmnnnt Atiawlut 
soavieted the prisoner of having been privy to a Daeoky. The 
•Coart of NuomutlAdawlut, (present W. I.t) tester and S; T". Goad,)

I l f  , <SL
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observing that the prisoner confessed his privity to a Dacoity, com-_
mitted »y Butsdhoo and others, for which they bad been tried and Case of 
acquitted, (lid not consider his guilt legally established, and greeted 
his immediate release,

■ ■ ..-• «& • '»»— i|* } » f'̂ ,4 ,

KONBYA LAL,
agaiuit " MaTi&T

BALGOV1ND. B.si.co-
. ' i’; 1 >, 1 ■ ViM)’s

Charge--- Robbery, w|th Personai Outrage. ease,

T he prisoner was tried at the Patna city Sessions for March ! 820, To consti-
being charged.with uswiiting' the prosecutor with, m.ud to f ‘,'hne 7f
him ; and robbing: .him 'of Ms ornaments, valued about eight rupees.- ).(lbyiw b

It appeared in evidence that it- the prosecutor, aged about i>_0p̂ nvto» 
v«ars, was returning home from school, on Friday evening the 25th ot :<nc*, as 
Februarv 1820, o* 26th Pbaegoti T2%7, F.,8. lie' met thepr:toner **;■'!>*:'* 
on the river side, who Mured him by the throat, threw him down, and jg£JJgiu 
robbed himoI hi> ornaments* There wen m  witnes.-ttS, td the fact : 
but several persons deposed »o the apprehension of the F'ommir, and that pe»- 
thc state in, which fh» p.osec.itor Was found. The prisoner also cm - mj. »l.o.iW 
fussed that he eobbeu i-w hoy of bis ornaments. that another per- “  .
son, vvho was witii iiuji a.fc: v.ĥ  ?".i.hh\ had cnUTicd ’«h6n;( v-.jh] , 'luu -u a gangs
moreover offered to restore t im ‘'(hue ot tuecg , _ ,

The fitimn of the Lw officer of the Court o f Circuit convicted too 
prisoner t,f forcdbJyriiifc»i|f the prosecutor's on;..>uenl» • 'ail'd added,

. that it was piob'unle, tf poop! uwl not come to the Coy's ssns&tWe, 
he ivou I huv been inurd- red -

Tim Circuit Jsidge, in submitting the fh-r-nne, stated .that he 
concurred ia the /nine*, bur that Fs the nrtfoice appeared to htjtt'•, 
amount to robbery by open , ■ m i.ee, it became necessary to submit 
tfo, trial for the Sti.il orders of the superior Court. At the ‘s-ian 
time, he «.< .mut,muled mitigation of the punishment prescribed lot ' 
that offence, t be .prosecutor not having sustained any material injure.

On the Bit,of Mar t82f«, the following order watCpRSMsd Op the 
trial by xbe court ot' Nizunnu* Adsvv)ut, (preseti: Messrs. Leyoesfer .Utu
Goad,) .vc ■ ; .  . . ■'

The /fittest of ot e of the low officers of tin \mtimir A 1 iw it eon- 
vii Is the prisoner of robbery, attended with petltautii omrilgre and 
declares him liable to discretion*, y pitr.isbment by Acookict, m 

. which rite. Court fully agree.,
The Court , .,em-, tbitrtV 3(1 judge states, in Ms nderr.iig otter, 

that the offence appears to him to amount to. robaery by .open no- 
' foruv, mtimtrttng of course that be is liable to toe putushroenr pr 

scribed for that detCt'irtfou of crime, and recommend* mitigation of 
the prescribed ptmidirnent. But to constitute the crime of robbery, by 
open violence, as denned its the RegulntWl®, iti» requite that pcisou*

i * »  <SL
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i330. sbt îlld go forth if mwincd, in -i gang; Whereas the prisoneir is not 
KM.cn- charged ns. having Ifeed accompanied by associates, or with, having 
vinu -. been arirtelj. TltC Court, I'.erc'im. consider that it was* competent 
•CMe* to the third Judge to have passed a final sentence in this case, under 

the 5th clause of Section 8, Uegidailot* X V H . of 1817, and ut all 
events, that it was necessary for hint to have passed the sentence to 
which he considered the prisoner liable under the Regulations, which 
has not been dope. On a consideration of all the circutnstaiK.es of 
the case, the Court. sentence the prisoner to receive 25 stripes with a 
Ivor ah, and to imprisonment and hard labour for seven years,

i'yyCr ' 'd'o'.p . ij.V-.; ::. y- .5 /.$i, \ 1 / a f t * - «*»» - d '.;7•. t vA'A; d.

!M0 PHOOLEIL and PEERBlfKSH,
yt T-,,.- , 'fy (, His £
MvtA a.«i MATA PASBAN and ISHOOWIJN FASBAN',

s S js’s Charge—11 mu w*v Robhfrv. .
fttlSti, . "

Sentence, These prisoners were brought to trial on the charge above speci- 
on convjc- fied, at the 2d Sessions of I81.9 for ZhlitL. Santa, 
tiou of |t uppeared that the prosecutors anti two other persons went to a, 
rcfbcl/ Kassar to purchase cotton, op the 6th >t Byatipk ,or dtli of April I is . On 
nutkrawd • their way home in the evening, they stopped at a shop where spirits 
the prison-were sold and vvtitfta five, men were, drinking, amongst tin rest, the 
era not o(v- im, prisoners, who t-hMthe p, usccuiAT Fhooleil for some pice to get 
be «lrV of° ‘hinb, which, op being refused, they separated, 
fenders* Soon after die prosecutor and those with them also leu the shop, 
and being to proceed on their journey. When they came near a nullah they, 
in a state were attacked by .five men, and severely, beaten. The robbers, ellecf- 
°f br5? '̂, ed their escape with some of the cotton. Before two persons tvho were 
Ki,tu... u Jn a p m< by cijiild ouip to the pios*'. utors assistance. The 

prisoners were recognized by both Use prosecutors, and the two per
sons with them, Who it, appears immediately mentioned their names 
to those ivlm (.nine: to $jyit assistance.

Tl ‘ fit t <r ol the l.i w officer of the t Joint of Circuit convicted the 
prisoners ol fpiplng attacked, imdbeat.’u the pro- utors on the high 
road, nnrt carried ©u some of their cotton; and declared them liable 
to discreiiopary lfunishiwii, ■ ■

|fi referring the case, the Judge cfCitcn.it si.itcd,thai he savvnorea- 
BOn to t-hjec't ‘o the futwd, as lie was of opinion t «•»,* could be little 
,doubt, but that the ’prisoners attacked the prosecutors on the high 
road, and beat them >  tfely. He therefore passed the prescribed 
sentence i but at the sidvio time recointnended that the punishment 
awarded against them should he nutigped'l as they did. not appear to 
be old gfiefidu- and as from the circumstance of then: having been 
drinking ji. t. before They committed the act, they were probably in a 
..stale of inioxk,ificii. nod not exactly aware of what they hsd done, a 
eir turns tone j winch wu,. rendered the more probable by their having
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coins of their on a r n ord to tljo Thana,%vhe.t thw heptdthal (chart?*__1SSC___
had, b'jica preferred agqjpfti them, _ _ jfevs <m.l

After au at ten! i re cnsideratiftn of the whotP of tin? proceedings Hin-.'î yn 
submitted w:th the ?■>,<), the Court o. Nl'ft >i it Adawfet. (prese ,t 
W. |.,eyet}ster;,<) ypssedtha fpliovyiug sentence.

The fvtwr< nt oue otf the Uw officer ot me Vdiwlt.it;
convicts tii ■; prisoners of having keen HCCnniphces in a Hghv-w t oh- 
betj, attended with petsounl outrage, and clectorcm diet i liable ti» 
biseivlkmaiv punn ) nent by jicopbut, 1 ho Court Sully "u im  
therein j and ■ taking. ip to consideration the groin'd? oa fehieh th«

;•. officials i . fmtffe mcoraincadu »  mitigated piithniuvnl i i their i •
voo.\ «*!? ot ce Them o&ch to:receive 30 strips with & Kmh a ul so 
impriiooint’ut11 .th fintc; labour fe‘ vvgnye><t.

VAKJJLL OF GOVERNMENT, im .

m t :  SINGH.; SlSUU 8
. . Chat’ge—TnBFT and Wcftt^ntM.

The .ffison was (Tinged .t i'* ben. a one of a g info nl'O, >n the Vi f p/i- 
night ■ Urn- Hb of January 1SJJ? .-nteief the ii-mw of .'.e Nmuiraro *nev of a ;

■ with the h, ojiiciii jf stealinghut king oisoovefc j oidjjie tiimr ts '•
capo, after vo .udlog thru * ppiwpis, of vs aojn «v«, rimed Apfayyljf., û tk with 
died of tk  ’voi ;uK hi' -evtlved, ton-" v  daji Ate’ * ’ n-ds, ' ' a view to

'fits .Vakeel f <J ot mte .stated li>a above; o <Mt tap'i , and.t|« roavic- 
su'd c. tut til welter* w I ’ (r«ued by U o , t.n' c’ n» it et sdJ J "”  
ij/ous.s Jni uv.nr, ’ .met,. ore 5Vi'.i>ai) v <i;. foul'd .,oi n b>V tJo vvwv jhiirged 
there .ipjrft’ 'tttiied, itut «  r If ssju I is pvtiap fiojii|» tin: offepet nn with pirti- 
pl; eating h \ Singh' .in tioodha. wn i*>*d, e n ic‘ed and cipstmn m
ot, ,eoud to mi|wuo tiuoui it orbit* u t » life.. 'She pr miitr 
.ley Singh was apprehended on tfn i ? tn of Janwwy i 820. A i fon.
'iftgusa lie por-les-ed, that J«t ’v:t!i an.rmg wlunrj s’rts. Thuim, v)tt Wl
went to Nimdtn.u \ hoj&e, sviti th® , itainon >f sltslmg ; tbht.Btdr; alrccay 
mui) s,vei>£ into .thy htieuj.e tirni sunded Vundr.ua, who nniiwtu.-bwn-.a w 
ateh viired hint. Ihulunt” o.ilicsi out to In? asswniistes to «-ytu ■ to. hi,t Vui- 
asautt'ujee, on. svMch the p,nsf;m.i?f svettr iu, apt! struck py Nuitffi Jtn ej  thm 
with his Btyotd , l'.if thi blow *eU on idudf, in, with wboitt iN utnli. tn ?  es'i- 
was straggling : that the' .'other inhabitants of the hosisc win ‘i! ? dence ««» 
wise wounded by the robbers, who then madetheir escape. Before 
the itfagistKite, the jtrixojjer admittedthat he set out with the .gang, 
but did not enter Ncndram's house, or wound any person. 'The 
witntsn ■> suhstaatiated the,, statentent oft’ae obbery and wounding 
and proved that Zorawur died of his wounds fourteen days after the 
occurrence. The night being dark, none of the pcsous ‘•’ounded 
were able to distinguish the features and persons of the 'Pistolsuits

M' ’ V; i ;

.  ̂ ; !  ̂ , 5G68- ?!
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■■ The prisoners confessions at the Thatm and hi fort the Magwfrate 
were proved by competent witnesses to have been quite voluntary.

T ® *  .Tfc® principal evidence against the prisoner was that of the convict 
ass' Pc (I man, who deposed that the prisoner was one of the' gang, but 

that he did not go into the house, or wound any of the inhabitants.
The prisoner ui his defence stated, that he accompanied jPudmap and 
the rest as far as the village in -which the outrage took place, but 
finding that their intention was to steal, 'he quitted, them, arid return
ed home.

’Che law officer of the Court of Circuit convicted the prisoner, on 
his own confession it  the Tirana, of going armed .at night into Nund* 
nun's bouse, together with Pudmirn an 1 the others, and of making a 
blow »t  Nuiuiram with, his sword, which wounded Pudnvm, and of 
being one of .a gang who, in an attempt to commit, theft, wounded 
Zoramr,- in such a1 manner as to cause ids death.

The Judge of Circuit fully concurred in this futwa. Tire fatten of 
two of the law officer’s of the Nizami > A’davlut convicted the pri
soner of having, in company with others, entered a dwelling house by 
night, with intent to steal, in prosecution of which design three per- 

. sods were wounded, one of whom died of his wirnnds some days af
terwards, and declared the said .prisoner liable to discretionary pu
nishment by Aconbut, The. Court of Mizamut Adawlut, (present W, 
Leyce iter,) fully eoaetming in the futwa of the law officers., sentenced 
the .prisoner to imprisonment in transportation beyond sea-for.life.
The Court observed., that the ccvuvict Pudman,- the associate of Jey. 
Smgh in the commission of the above crime, and who whs aft: tire 
30th of January 1830, sentenced by the Nizaimst Adawlut to im
prison mens; in transportation for life, was admitted by the. Judge of 
Circuit as an evidence on oath in this case, ■ The Court uherted to 
the strong grotods of objection against admitting a person so tainted, 
and so situated with respect to the prisoner, (by which was meant,
Aha t if they-bad been tried together, they might equallv well have 
baeii made evidence1 against each other,) i become ,.ri evidence, and 
desired that a similar practice might not again be resorted !■ , With 
reference to the sentence passed against Tfodmar. on the 30th Janu
ary '1810, the Court desired that Use Court of Circuit would call on 
the gentlemen who had been Magistrates. or Acting: Magistrates 
since that time, to explain why they had not carrier the sentence of 
transportation into effect, as far as it belonged to them to. do so , viz, 
by reporting to the Nizumut Adawlut that. be was sentenced, which 
appeared not Ur have been done, and which, by the 4th clause of Str- 
tiort V 111. Keguistbn L illi 1803, ought to.hare been done without 
delay.

' / 1 ‘ -■ ’]'r  u , ‘- ' f / ^ ) " A ‘j f § ? ' f ' f ■; ’ :
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GOVERNMENT,
al- an^  Mussuh-

MUSSUMMAUT BURRA EE.
. raub’s
*. b arge..My amsn. ca>e,

T his prisoner was bmnglitto trial at the 2d Sessions of 1819, for a woman 
ZiHa.il Back ergo :tge, on the .. l arge of: having rmir-lcred her own enraged at 
child. some trif-

1 ofoi'mntioiv having been received by tWbtwoghaofiTian&Ba&liattl iT J o " - 
«'b h led hiny to suspect that the daughter of the prisoner hatOreen fer kus- 
olude ttway with by foul means, he proceeded’ to the village of Chirisu- bam!, mar- 
kee, where she resided, and hiring ascertained the spot 'in which fl»e.4*r̂ '1!eir. 
child vris buried,(seeansed the body to be disinterred for examination, "w"
I‘■appeared that its .throat bad beep cut: and the prisoner, ihnrtly after fe, ihroSt 
her apprehension, confessed, .that in consequent® oflierhavio ree'eir- wit.li *• 
erl abuse ’mil nerhusband she in a violent fit of irritation Jiadrril'rocr- hr.fe, anct 
ed her child, and bad then attempted to put to end to tier own \ »*“
istenee. This latter ..»»< rtun> was icirrobonuad b,- ti appearance o f a S ^ „  
wound recently inflicted on the throa. of the woman. ‘ She shortly'ufo, Heu- 
alterwards ponded 01 i UK spot;'In which the i lorritr was ctmi. iu.ec tended ca
ts patch of juugJii near her dwelling,), among the bushes of vs bich a pJf'dJj’.**- 
koife was ! scovuml, with'which instrument'the prisoner confessed 
<:h;U she had perpan tvd the deed. Her confession wits rjbJeseryi'S |JT  
.■(■speet free, and < < hmtarj, and duty attested. The husband of the gestad by. 
prisoner w.W'coinmitted to tale Iris trial along with tier, on ■ the charge 
01 privity.to the msfeufe: ofhfeowii child, and concealing his kuowkdge “ *
of ti e occurrence : but he was acquitted, by the fwtwa of the law j f f g S ;  
officer, .whikth'deoMd his wife guilty of the murder,‘ted liable to suffer s,i », grate "
'leu.!)i,, hi tlijs fatu:>;, th.-? Vm :wd  j  'idge coiJtCur'-t'igj released the hua- of tempoi - 
bind of the prison,*! .and ir« referring her case for the fiiud sentence ®lT tieuty,

, fs the N. .A, lie expressed himself us follows —"  f have the honour 
t.< traiv-ruii th« MagistrateV'm’brtj of commitment, and Cotin of.Cir
cuit's, t)i the trial of the prisoner named in the margin, ter the murder, 
on the 15th > I October 18.! 9, of her oVyn d.ati.ghta M»«f>umn,aut Tohfa, 
a. child aged fifta ;.n.months,1 by cutting its throat with a, knife, while the 
prisoner was suffering under a violent tit of passion in consequence1 of 
an altercation with her husband from some tiiftiug cause..Ih-wc blifeto 
add, that I buie nt the necessity of expressing m 1,’idi concurrence 
in thoiaw officers convietionol tile prisoner;, blit although insanity of 

■ ini|| ciferiot be imputed to the prisoner, .as the cause at the moment, 
of perpetrating the dreadful deed ; u momentary'phrehzy of the most, 
extreme violence pycvib.usjy agitating the prisoner, and niisirig hci! at 
the time above all tit,:; restraints of reason,, anil the common fears and 
feelings of humanity, seems proved from the eirciims'twice of 
her attempting her cw> life after injsiring the child. 0rider these 
circumstances, 1 beg to recommend the prisoner to the mercy of 
the Coui'i, as a ill object, .for some . itigaiion of the usual awful 
sentence,” But the fuiiva of the law ofiict'rs of the N. .A. finding 
the prisoner guilty of wilful murder, find declaring her liable, to,

is ‘2 '
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fS@&' Kiw is;uiw* tlie Court (present W.Lewestcf and S.T. Goad) seeing 
"lilcsse'S-' no suffieitat * eason ft? exempting Iter am capital punishment 
w:ir'T j'.iiit-sentence « f  death wis passed upon her, and she was executed :ae- 

,,Aj'.ys cordingly. '

GOVERNMENT, ”
1820. , ■■■'■:,.;•■ . against

Sfee'20tC SHNAOOLEAil, ZIJMEEROODEEN. RERUN' SAH, ARZA- 
Cm, of '  NOOLLAIL and ASHRUF

SUttAOtfe"
iab Oharfi*-■Ttcpbbbv and Af-rsoKa.

and oi.U$fi. ...
Five boat- Tim prisnne. t (bote named were ebarg 1 with tltedifltffler of * 
'aieiicon- traveller, a merehaht, (name unlcnou n,) on bhtird a boat and emboz 
vitted of ^ppgtite .mount of the carso consisting of betel nets the property 

oftite'deemed, ' fin ci*e cadre on at the 2d Sessions ol 1819, for 
‘ Dacca Jelalpore, in the month;df ;|§ytd Iain ”B» S- by the law # -  

<if tiir rar ci r of .vinca court, the prisoners dere com Rued of breach ol trust; 
go, on tin ,aKi by die ..mn*y ,l»vr ■> si. p f-'on of iht perr nation of murder was 
wnfessj™ glared'to'attach. to them. . . ...

“ i A " The iVditis fftatbi! fdivSvnyWbsedfitffiirWere that the- |sgdnm pMwpi
ttscieiT tolufts'ol a bouM the height < f which had bee>- discharged, and a tictv 
that infect, fret gi;1. iff Betel - a u is. received Pa bdSvd sfeGource’ .Hatty id take to - 
i id pa ' j> u0ft under dim ge oi t kin J o> supc < argo, sry led „  Churuucur, >ut
ttspkown to ,bjs persdn Sy;B-trscgiilatibn/in'id 'fixing earffempots to his 
tSbwy ,Ulegs, fern* hup in the rivet s Mat thiy SUM tlie ifeiglit, tuid nppropri- 
j)Wj so)j ated hiu on cec-ila’ ar <1 the other eontfenfs of flu boat to their own 
the c»reo, u-. and thci, „nrtk the boat, il.is account rested .rpoo thedepoSi- 
and appro- tioo’of a, per!.-ns named ,1 nr n. one of the crew w ho utis i vainined bc>
Ztreed^  fate'the Magistrate, but had since died
Sentenced Jurra) m bis Sitywhfan/ztated, 'Imfc he meati-Med tli minder to a 
to impri.. wttP^in Mefid.se., named Roushan ; but Roiishun, butr«* the CduVt 
souir.ent in 0i Circuit, denied having received any such ammintihalion from Jur- 
traJirporia- r  ̂ 'Jli*. sate of the bi tel-not was’ dearly fnrahK.died by evidence, 
iii°"l Thr and the prisoners adniitted I hit tV j did m 11 and .mprnpriaU’ to 
i.odvof the tin :r own met* certain pi.ri'oti ot the nit’ .In idi/.e • mid hat liter t re 
deceased Chnrtindar’s death, uhiidb ivsus coca dom'd by the t'bolwu Morbus, 
not toun l. t|,py junk !«« body m th» iirttr As. they had tihtis admitted a bieach

ot tri’ot of great magnitude, which (he JUJjjL of fueuit expressed 
hW; opinion m.'jhMo be visited with v«rj heaw pnuislii'ienf, not, less 
►Part transportation lor a letm of yeiri, a. d as they admitted besides 
auoiher oflenco of great magnitude, which ought to'be most diligently 
repressed avnorig liio Hate to wuicn the piisdrters hr ion;, "i, namely, 
the cOnceaHnerii of the death 'of a toeraoniri charge of yah; dde pro
perty, the J udgr- referred the case for the final o. dm of the KisjatnUt 

■ kdawluc eyfsAsbig n hone tin,+he hithes measure of punishment 
itiinitn tv the laws for the offences of plundering property, and

. ' GG> i X  ' • T e g ' ' -  ' |<Jb
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brdaeh of trust, might be-warded to. the prisoners, especially as be J ^ L  
COasiderecVit only possible that Jvey might not haw perpetrated the ;j
murder of the Ckurundar. Tim ol two of the Uw ohms™ o, 
the Niammut A'dawlut convicted ah the above prisoners on *>««»£ otUer».
presumpt ion of having perpetrate the wilful raurderW a were taut
(name unknown) it! charge ol .property on board a b#t hi which 
they were attached as -men..anti of having embemicd t«e m
pnipe: ty, and sunk the boat, and declared them hsmie to Aiwietwnwy
punishment by Seomt. , .... _ ,. ,

The Court, (present W. Levee.-Ur and S. V. t-.ordp ru.lv agree! tg 
therein, sentenced them each to receive 39 stnpea «itb » lunch, amt 
to imprisonment with hard labor in transponwwi* m  -tie.

PPT’riiE RAM, 182(1,
against July 2<ith.

JYE MUNNEE. .»ra Mos-
• *i,k. nek's cttse.

Chvu;gfs nation.

Tue prisener «  15 charged with cutting off die ino.ihr-.ii vhJs <n The law 
tV.e proe ĉutor, to whk h charge kb;e pleaded not guilty, iae 
was entered in the calendar in the name ' 1 duLiot Kara 93 ptost-ci-mr, rli,lltL̂  , 
but n cuiisequanoe of li"n absonce and .refusal to prosecute, i in. V »- jBt actjuit- 
keel of Go\cinra»> t conducted the proeceuron _ »«d»hcp»>-

It.ij-,rtat-vf 1 from the proceedings in the «. i*», that inti ' month >. »ivr, *«
M.ircu |n2/>, die, «s“ -uto? bo-gfi,. Urn primriei o, 1» r Otoil rlorJO ()f
rupees, with the intent.mti ui: u ' nu'CiurUy n-rnn.'e Lor, .1 ho i>!.;»j|ierJ f(iR 
foiling that he was .impoten t, induced butt to ruili-w h i tu a nffigh- 
bour lij i.vtr, where she undertook to find, a' remedy for. ho disorder, -urnr, and 

, On arm-mu th'< re she 'persuaded' 'him to submit to hiving his eyes 
coveted v*i»h ft cloth, Upon '.vldeivsheciit 'off Ms perns with a knilepuiii Hy;ft ,ti,| 
threw both the;'amputated member it’d rim instrument inf ■> the river. iu)t, „ „ar 
She then went home, and ml 11 "t brother Jye Ram, that her husband the 
m  / »d vi<hri >ci wrj ml lying very ill by tin side oi' the river, /»w«, ,
JvV Kam ai continaly n cjit, and fofmd the prosecutor. Sitting .with i iis {v1(,tlis,,iv(.a 
clot lies ft jvred with, blood ; and on bearing t*l (he m 'In'* nc whies jUCnm|>e- 
luut bnlrtlleu him, had hinv conwied to hL own house. On her ap- tesiteyi- 
prehension, the prisoner confessed the crime at the ‘1 ham,, avm on niriU W* 
t o  a fo-vw !11 r\ muilUtum before the fagistr n , confirmed m-r mi ‘' ' cll 
merstuti mo si and euu'h ' unoboMt' dti c ..ccoutit oi tin- transae- 8Ui',p;)S(,r} 
iiOH us owe a 1 v tin prosecutor. On her trial before the Circuit to belli her 
Court, site behaved w iththe greatest simplicity. §l»iwaii ignoran; .
Tier age, and ol the mimes of her parents, denied tb i she bail unde tliu 1 ’̂ t ‘t/ja.. 
previous confessions, situ) as- rtedthat the prisoner had mutilated jBW con, 
himself,, but Wus lihabks to, adduce m y proof of her assertion and it aKl(.riid ac- 
v, i, satisfifctprily established that no ebercioc or uttRuu': influence' eidentat. 
had been used to extort lutr former confessions, She appeared to tie
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I82fl, about 12 jeers old, and her brother did not think that she could be 
Jy8 ilt)*- rr ore, but v,r unable to speedy her exact age. The evidence of her 
xee's ctwe, brother Jye H. :n, and the circumstances of the case, left, little doubt 

respecting the truth of the fact. f lov-rover, near the dole of the 
proceedingsJuttee Rani, the prosecutor, prayed for .permission to 
|le a Rar.ettiamn.j and -stated bis entire forgiveness of the offence, his 
sincere wish to forego Ids suit, and his consequent absolute renunci
ation of all claims upon the prisoner.

The law* officer of the Circuit Court gave the following J'uiwq.
“  Whereas the prosecutor ha vfried a Maaeeruznia. the prisoner is not 
liable to any punishment,''

“  Question, Supposing the prosecutor had not filed a Jtn/een<v m , 
but had persisted in his suit what fuimi ivoiiid have been given.?”

“  Anm-er. Apparently the prisoner J)e Mnnnec is not more t,hah 
12 years of age, and the. Signs of maturity , re not perceptible in her. 
Her Mofussil amt ■Poujdarry confessions do not warrant the pre
sumption that, she is in her nmi-age; but the evidence of .Jve Rani, her 
brother, onperadded to her .confessions, may be reckoned"conclusive, 
Still the commission of the crime, u,s detailed in her two confessions, 
does give rise to a doubt, as it, seems rihraasonobfe to supoose .» person 
r >f such tender years could perpetrate so cruel an action. .Legally the 
wilful act flftou-l) of such a person is accidental (Ktuila.J In this, 
case the prisoner Jye Munnee j v: convicted of the crime of acctdentni- 
]v cutting off the penis o« the prosecutor, a'frd is liable t-> the pay- 
rnen‘; i,»f Ifeetif,” The Circuit ,1 urtge. recommended tile prisoner for 
pardon in consideration of her tender age.

The Jaw officers ol" the \izuiniK Adawriut esprcslfd their opinion 
thus L‘ Whereas tue prisoner Jy Munnee is in her non-age: .therefore 
her Molussil and Poujdarry ' ordession-, staling that ■ he wilfulh and 
purposely- cut off the prosecutor's penis with a knife, cannot Iimke 
the prisoner liable lor the above er,mo. But from, the aforesaid 
confessions, which have been attested by the several witnesses 'be
fore the liimi't, and from the evidence of Jye Uaru, the prisoner’s bro
ther, thiit be Saw the prosecutor after j&ulilnt.ou, havitu giw ac
cording to the prisoner’s Information, ->ml found fen) sitting by the. 
bank ol the river with his clothes covered with blood, violent* pro- 
siypjitiod of She crime of wilfully and purposely cutting off the pro
secutor's penis rests mil the prisoner, i f  then th, prosecutor had not 
renounced his claims on the prisoner, she feoidd have been liable on 
strong suspicion to I ’azeer imprisonment or otherwise, at. the 
discretion.of the Makivi; but in the present rase, from the prosecutor 
giving lbr/i. she > entitled to iitr dbohatge without imprison
ment;,,'' ' ■ ■ a ■
.. Ques lion.' (By Mr. 0. Smith.) “ Nofvvithstariding she prosecutor's 
fbra, i is t no f ui ,m power to inflict Tazee.r on . the prisoner, by reason 
of her'violation of the divine law, oh for the ako of public example, 
or any other reason ? ”

Answer. ‘ A minor does riot incur punishment by reason of her 
violation of the divine ltuv, or for the sake of public trample which 
it) fact amount to one and the same thing; and exclusive of divine
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or human rights, there is uo other cause which can regally induce__
Tazeer,” ' JvaWu.-

l?nder these circumstances,a quean->u arose, whether it was with- NKB 6 t'uso 
in the enmpctency of the Court to award ally puni-simnent to the. 
prisoner. _ ,

Mr. Leveester observed t There is a palpable irtconsistency :n 
the two fuiteus. Bv the first, die prisoner, notvithsftndirtg her 
non-age, \ declared punishafele, h I tlu* Jinn bin's it; and her r.mt-a >e 

• is introduced into the second to bar pun'shmeut at-ill. 1 am not 
sure bu'f that ire »ri ronjmit.si up a shadow to defeat Olif compe
tency to punish in this case. The clear object of if ego lotion 
XVII. 1817. is to enable us to punish, when fwe; riot
award ’ punishment.’ Mr. (load was or the same opinion. Mr. 0 
Smith said "  It i« clear to me, that we huw: no power to punish.
Section IV. Regulation XVII iSI7, duos not -meet the case, the 
prisoner not having been acquitted.’ ' Mi. Lcycester, adverting' to 
clause 4, Section II. Regulation SJfl, 1803, thought it might he a 
question, whether exemption on account of non- age ut ek'vin years of 
age, as a genera.! position, independent of any * nted proof of unbaeili- 
ty of intellect, sc. as not tone coussltm.'. of tie cnntj&ialitj oi ho offence, 
did not constitute* a specie; exemption or s.crnp\thns ‘Hstinction bar- 
Ting the penalty of eouvitpion in this case 1 Mr. tloud was inclino-d 
tu be cdrthcsaaie:op3iiioi>:t''butfiltiiiiately,,lioweverftiie Court, (pre
sent Messrs. Leyeester, Smith, and Goad,) passed the fWlowing-aeit- 
tence. “ The Court do not find it within their Competence to -lenience 
the prisoner to punishment, and direct tlicrofort-that she be immedi
ately released;” It was also agreed and. entered tr. thr: rairima,v, that 
the Court nrof -jtied to take into their conddoMtimi the propriety ot 
proposing a .new Kegtilht.ion, to prevent; the refusal to prosecute by 
the parly injured being a bar to punishment in similar eases*.

* Tei -.patimonce of tin's ;fesoli)t|on, dtiti ta meet; some-other cases In whigh. 
flisS'iaiiiU't, Adawtul;. tod found themselves incompetent to pass sentence in 
opposition t.o the ft'wm nl the Uwoffice's. nidi .moi fulu.ni won' e ute itly 
Krui.sii.lenT with'tile yeiieval pjinriplei 0! Justice, Mr- tejlcestcv MilimUte'.t to 
Goii-rtmi nt in Jenvary 2«, 1331, Use dran i>? i Regnlatim- for iucreii liuj; tile 
disovtioim y rmvevt, of tin- isnii-t. in his minute aecoinpaTiying the draft, he 
Observed, tm reference tO'this srihl, that “ the Chart fouiuUtaSlf -under tin: ne- 
(tensity of ’releasing: the priMitw, rM from- an idea t hat' she was. not desertWg. 
of punishment, ftor in tnereyf hut front, the want of competency to p»ni-.b. The 
tiiatim'.tipij taken by: this law offieai's w»y be briefly stated, that the act const!, 
tuted a private, not a public wrong;, an-, that if the individual teliwpiialmi.! Ilia 
claim, the public jicoiiecutor hnduom.' whatever,”

The 4th Kegulittioti of 18J amu .(msupicntu promulgneil, the 3d Sccuon of 
Which is iii.Tan.tled 'particularly to provide for the recurrence of tgurntympt this
MtUW.
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;1'820, GOVERNMENT,
July it it.tT against
*£<>.*'■« tOORIJN DOSS,
Doss's
case. i.-harge—M crbkb,

Prisoner T » »  prisoner ffoonui Post. wa» charged with tb« rpurder of fcfo 
cottviBtfti, iieplictv Teelook Bom, The unly evidence against him was his cou- 
Confession W ,)re the Police Burogha. which was sathfaetorily proved to
solely, of have been voluntarily given. In that confession lie stated., that having 
haying til- beeB-isilorinerij inOheit ul the year preceding, by his wifu, that, (bcdc- 
Icd tHii nc -ceased bad three tt 11 Cfiitimitte.i adultery u lb }ier by force, whilst 

•fwa'corm'0 *lv'nS îa (th« prisoner’s) house, and this cis cum-.! ,mee bcĉ j|oin̂  
ulittet! a- known in the viliage, and a rnan iipqgQd A1 uhadhim Mahtooo having 
(luitory sent for the t dsoucr, iaul imparted to him that he had heard what,
with Iiia had passed, and urged bun at .he same time to murder Teelook. Boss, he
t-nreu uT* U^e prismuiy st ;d the count -y bc’onmd to the English, and ho could 
seven years do'so.; whereupon Muhteo® replied, that; no person would seek, 
imprison- after Teeioofc Boss, 'That the prisoner bote, this sit' iniad» and in 
xueat, as, Maid following, meeting the deceas,e-ciat the village of Cota,, the h»t, 
ci'ut>ssetl" ter joined the-prisoner , when arriving in a, jungle,. fowards the even-*, 
tho act was ingj-.-tke pi-isomw struck- the deceased two blows with . CViqb(lu#t, 
preraedita- on the hack, of the neck, wb.eu. Un decease l foil, dead, and the nrU 
tefoyet the goner dragged away the body:, m.d threw it into a cavity, 
tro ,as v-ed This was the whole of the case. The J>t/u>a o f  two 01 the taw op-, 
uvV'biim, csrs df the Nizi-ahut; iSdfovlut eosn'i eted the prisoner of e.dpablo be - 
with a ,.io’ niicide, and declared biro liable * pay the D w u tcoinrfotkisj. of four, 
derate si/,- dec being barred by "the nature of the weapon, which, was a s.imd! 
«t  sticls, club or stick, '

Tlie ’4tk. Ju(3f ‘: Vf th'“ e<>?in (,;f * * * » »“ » Adawiiit (S. T. Gofjd) 
with the espressed himself of opinion, that though the act of the prisoner wee 
deceased premeditated, .yet as.his. meeting with ’the-deceased w «  accidental, 
n: acci- allowance should he made ior the infim noe which jealousy and 
tleiitaJ. shainn may have had upon the prisoner in impelling him to strike the 

deceased the tltvo blows with a. stick, which h^pegrfofo have been a 
chum*, or one t f small diuient ’Oia- ;■ md that uncle the fulioc. of the 
law officers, imprisonment for seven years, would be an ticlerpate pa, 
nisjunecit 1 lie officiating Judge (0. itaUh,,} ecnivw'niig in this 
opinion, sente me --at, psased accord'.ugly, '
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To  those who peruse the following Reports, it cannot fail to he 
obvious, that much matter has been introduced unconnected with 
the principles laid down in the notes, and unnecessary to the 
elucidation of the practice proposed to be established. This is 
doubtless to be deprecated in some measure, as being a devia
tion from that perspicuous brevity which characterizes the re
ports o f cases in crown law published in England. Rut a detail 
of the particulars developed in the criminal trials o f this country 
cannot be regarded altogether as surplusage. According to Eu
ropean notions, the motives which here instigate to the commis
sion o f offences are sometimes inadequate, and not always com
prehensible; and any information calculated to familiarize the 
Judge with the ideas and springs o f action which prevail among 
those to whom he dispenses justice, cannot be wholly uninter
esting or useless.

I  have already observed, in the preface to the first volume o f 
these Reports, that the sentences o f the Nizamut Adawlut are 
drawn out arid issued in the English language. It is a subject o f 
regret to me, that the multifarious and incessant avocations o f 
the Judges left them no leisure to revise their opinions. These 
were probably written without any reference to their future 
appearance in print; and I have ventured to make a few verbal 
alterations, where the style o f remark appeared dearly intended 
for private reference, and obviously too colloquial for publica
tion. This liberty has however been very sparingly exercised; 
a fact which may be proved by a cursory inspection o f the re
corded opinions. M y chief object was fidelity, and I have for 
the most part scrupulously adhered to the letter as well as to the 
substance o f the record,

In all cases in which the Courts o f Circuit are directed not to 
pass sentence, the Judges are required by section 57, Regula
tion IX . 1793, to accompany the trial with a letter containing



m jy  ADVERTISE MENT,

their opinion on the merits o f the case. This duty has, in the 
generality o f  instances, been performed with so much judgment 
and accuracy, as to lessen very materially the labour o f the re
porter. A  minute examination o f the Persian record o f the trial 
I  have found necessary but in few instances j and in many, the 
statement o f  the case, as furnished by the Judge o f Circuit, prov
ed to be as ample and accurate a report as I could have pre
pared.

■ G°ix
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J U D G E  8
OF THE

COURT OF N1ZAMUT ADAWLUT,
PRESENT

During tlje pittfop of tt}tn iUpovtsK
..—. A ifl̂ h A'*■* vv/  v ...

In  1820.
John Fend a ll . Chief Judge, appointed to Council in May.
Sir J. E. Colkbkookk, Bart. Chief Judge, appointed 20th May.
W illiam  L eycesteb, Chief Judge, appointed 8th of December.
W illiam  Edwaiid Rees, absent from 14th July.
Samuel T homas Goad.
Courtney Smith, officiating Judge, from 25th February, (Second Judge,

8th December.)
W illiam  Dorin, officiating Judge, from 8th December.

In  1821,
W illiam  L eycesteb, Chief Judge.
Courtney Smith .
Samuel T homas Goad.
John Shakesspear, appointed 27th February.
W illiam  D orin, officiating Judge.

I n 1822.
W illiam  L eycesteb, Chief Judge.
Courtney Smith .
Samuel T homas Goad, (absent for two months, from 18th January.)
John Shaker pear.
W illiam  Dorin, officiating Judge.
Charles E lliot, officiating Judge, from 18th January, (officiated two 

months.)
In 1823.

W illiam L eycesteb, Chief Judge, (absent from December)
Courtney Smith .

. John Shakespear.
W illiam D orin, appointed 4th Judge, 30th January, (absent from 9th Oct.)
John Herbert Haiungton, officiating Judge, from 30th October,
W illiam  B y a m  Martin, appointed 27th of February.

i'V';l r".'' I,' •' I 1 " ■ .. ;< 1 *1, _ ; |
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In  1824,
John H erbert H abington, officiated as Chief Judge, from 5th of February.
C o u r t n e y  Sm it h .
John ShaKkbpbar, (absent from October.)
W illiam  Byam M a b t in .
John A hmbty, officiating Judge, from 5th February, (absent from Sept.) 
Cuthbert T hornhill Sealy, officiating Judge, from 6th of December.

I n 3825. '
Courtney Smith, officiating Chief Judge, 28th April.
W iC ham  Byam M a r t in .
C uthbert T hornhill Sealy, appointed 28th July.
H. Sh k̂bspear, officiating Judge, 3d February, appointed 26th of August,
A. Ross, officiating Judge, 26th August: appointed 8th December,

I n  1826.
W ill iam  L eycesteb .
C ourtney Sm ith .
Cuthbert T hornhill Se aly .
W illiam  B orin .
A. Ross.
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lll.'CliEESLNGT-lA. ^ L u '»
..C31sarge---Al:VBMK'. A®*®*'

The prisoner in ‘Vis case ww arraigned for murder at the brat M8- 
sions' oH 82(1; for Zillah .Fiirruckitbad. 1 '>■- fhs£y ' '^  m;^;nfr She trial of
lows MnsfiunKiaHt‘Fiiea, ihe sister cd Uu prisons, l M b.uiim >i f, t ()lliom.r:r ssl

« . * * « * + 2
sister he bad donewdl, w tbat he ium prevented hi*... vg. ,ies!rulhj
ina a ;MoosuiW&i Omaida gave instant inlorpraw.n at Wf i thePoUce

mm which the. Thauadu-r went, to Moo** Haw, and sent tor oflieerto 
the prisoner, Ms wo brothers l lane- and !l..Ua, ;‘»a “ tin
Moai The latter was not to, be fottn 1; but MusM-., ^
wife came i from these Persons the Tltanadar eeid'-l gam no -MP18.. held that
lion further than. that they:,had not seen. Miissf.,;.tijea,t(»r iour days,. tMs-ij » r  

dVlvit in ft usoiiueiice of hating been beaten she h.i'1 nii; oil. but- suffiaeatlo
Jh er Vthefhaaoaor, t a M g f

one liumkishmi ami his wife, dial lour days had elapsed since ■ sion 
cadi--' to their house at 12 o'clock, au I propped bread. Vota. .b̂ ,w A  
flmir which she had brought with he and ate it. in the evening,! >t co.ioW  
bro'hws H.-irroa md Hum-. .mg. i cam. in ! took • , away. Th. ted^w - 
luvin- been ascertained, the pn oner lluue^ingha, Ml. - miu i P‘ <-~ f 
variation, declared 'that he had killed ins sister, by cutting her tlno.it, 
and had thrown lev body into a Well, and .that he would sljew ths.
Thanadar where it was. .Accordingly the prisoner took the Juna 
dai to the well in whit h th b uly «  uu I *° 11 "  IS U1 ‘V 
pear ants of blood having been spilt Ob the :groHT*|:dMsehp-.|^^.
»..to c the Magistrates th« prisoner told an mt ohe < ut story ol us * 
ter b.ung beendamnged, mu of her having destroy.#; hemll, and 
that through feu- of the Government lie hao thrown her body into a

'Before the Court of Circuit, the prisoner pleaded not guilty ;but 
his confession at the THana wasTufly stiMtimtiated by three cr-ediole 
witnesses. Kiamoedeea, and Poorun Mull, who iicoompiuued *U 
Thunadai to the well, distinctly deposed that the prisoner pointed 
out to the Than.id.i. the spot when ’ budi was e >nu*rd....

The latv officer of the Court of (Triad-, declared the prisoner.,;co.n- 
fit-mi of m u i and, or wilfulmurder, m which sentence the Jwoge 
concurred, thinking the prisoner deserving ot death, nut! recording f 
opinion, that he was not aware of -.uiy circivinstance i.h;o, w i| b e  
ur-md in mitigation of tin punishment. The Julwa ot the law oM- 
lers of the Nizmmit AduwMf was to the same effect; bat th| Court, 
on wt thing the proceedings.,deemed it necessary to order 
yestigatiou ; and ,bt case was, therefore, returned witii th; tuUowmg
•observations'-and orders.'-. , . ■ , , . ,

«  The Court observe., that the issue ot tb% trial depend* entireiv on 
the statements of the prisoner. These statements are two $ ttrst, that

F
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, ' S20, . Tijea. evt lief own tm-oat, and that through fear he had thrown 
K ki " J lnto well, Tiiis is before thfe Magistrate ,. and seoomllj, that

wsaV 1 <u1 hissistet s thioat. This is be'ore list Th tnatiar But it is not
his first statement lie  had in a previous deposition before the Tha- 
nadar denied the cl argo, adding shot she had run away, in conse
quence of Siuitnsoodeeu beating her, a id .vgffp stating that: his bVor 
Ihtr flurree, in coiise'|itein;e of p- opfe s tying that she vas a repro
bate v jman,' and not lit to 1 e kept at home, had turned her out, 'and 
conveyed hoi to theyvillage of Butter Though these 1 wo explana- 
tions arc contradictory, it s pretty clear that they, with th1. denial, 
were "oln 't.iry, wifu h is not at alt so clear of the confession obtained 
subsequently thereto.

It is very n up mat three witnesses depose that the prisone r so con
fessed without menace or threatening ; but tl m to not state, that the 
prisoner wm not e'.eoeruced 10 confess under some hope or promise 
from the l'haunil,.r Tut the Thimadur exp 1 -sly ''fctaU'o iu Ins peti
tion, under "date 'hr 2Kf November 1819, rhat suspecting Hit- 
reo or llureesintha had hilled their rider, he questioned ihetr. with 
T'l^'ilh'e and Ddfiffi, nod was going; again ii< »e ouh of tin gul, when 
H11 rax singh.i confessed the murder.

■ft is tiiwifefoiu deaf that, the confession was not nnde voluntarily, 
though if 5- not :0 present dear what may have been <hc degree and 
the nutun* 1/ the /Wo'fee laid w. y,

The Court <let. 1 it necessary that this point should be cleared up, 
and direct. that the Damp ha Jtynd Nynmut Alee, and any others pie 
sent, 1 1 ay oe examined at die eu-mir session, as to the >wiure and 
degree of tu»d Dilasa wm t  which the confession was
obtained. that the wiines-.es th rcio, v&j Mukarno Ivhan, Poo nm Mull, 
aiidKiiimooifefit'i, be at t(„ sittpe timeru-o.v, mued ns to the fact of TV- 
salto’ am\ D ’asa, npii whether they we a pi esent when he first cdii- 
fcs'-.ed rli • nv.i dcr, >1 .< whet it appear- d to them. from l1 o mode of 
q, estioeh)!. If’ a, <•< tlfeVnv,,:it.. m h, answer, that he had previously 
confessed, - ■■

The Court, further desire that the. DarogKa Syud Nynrnwf Alee 
may also be 'questioned by the Judgp of (hreuit, as to why,' iiu his more 
de tail ed report of thy 23d of N ovem I c r, h« d nipped't he efreu instance 
<A TiMiilitc and h' tinaa re corded in. his'previous petition, of. the 21st, 
on omission yvtiich: very1 obriously ttatied to throw sicloud'upon that, 
decurrea'ee. 1

The Court aim dfcs|rp, that three, or tour of 1 e neighbours of the 
deceased in iv be examined at tin; same time by the Circuit Judge,re
garding the chaT.it ter of the deceased ; whether thev; oKsufered her at 
ah a reprobate woman, mil iiUeh to ibandon her Cast, and turn 
Mahouiedfin, nhethu thi-e was any report thereof, or any'other 
prdiif irity in her character. which might, on the one band have ex
cited the anger of her family, or, on tire cither, led her to the crime 
of siiisjide."

In conformity to these instructions, further proceeding-, were held 
by the Court of Circuit, and submitted for the final orders of'the Ni- 
zataaiit Ad&wlut.
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From the tenor o f the depositions, of the persons v, lio wete evp, - n(Jy J820. 
in pursuance of the orders above' detailed, it old tWt nope’ " tiiat " fjT.Ri'.K 
Npnnit Aiee, .the Pohce Dougha ot 8uhav or. bad snouiae to ' .ytv g.'Oua's 
steps that could bo corsMrued mio n positive encouragement to m- 
duce the: prisoner 1o confess his guilt. On the contrary., .it uppc-i- • 
ed that die coidl ssiou taken before that officer ha< um i* lt ;  by the, 
prisoner, under the impression or (•xpectutiwu that be wouid escape 
With impunity, _ . _ _

In consequence of the vuy small aiw of the hamlet i .1 which the 
deceased' aruf the defendant resided, it whs not practicable' to pro- 
cure i.uieli evidence tb the tk-iinvitun, bondm ‘ arid general charite- 
>ev of the funner and the little that was obtained ,v;v, of a very mm- 
tisfactor.; nature, The testimony ol' a petuou named hashee regard
ing the deranged state of the deceaseds mind was, in the opinion o f 
the Judge of Circuit, who held the further proceedings, entitled 60 no 
credit, front the very imperfect and confused ideas wtticli he appear
ed to have on the subject. After due eonsi location of .the whole o f 
the proceedings connected with the trial, the 4th Judge of the N ika* 
nmt Adawlut ( 8, T, Goad) recorded his opinion in the following
■terms. . ,

*f In this ease, it is proved, by the evidences Oraaida, that lie heard 
Mussmnmuit ltumt-ea, the prisoner’s mother accuse iho prisoner of 
havirx." murdered her daughter, and ask him why be had none so; in. rq-

f\. to which accusation , the prisoner said he had killed her. which was?
eitoi than that she should becomt) » Dooaulmuun. Friformation was 

given by Qraaida to the Drmglia, and the prisoner was consequently 
apprehended At first he denied the iflHrdor, but upon being told 
by'the JJarogha. not to,fear, but to Speak die truth, heatknowledged 
the murder, nod iili’ered to point but the body,. He took the Dato- 
glia'tc* is well, where the body was found whh the throat cut; .mil 
there the prisoner, m mr presence of several persons, repeated his 
confession- of the murder of his. .-iswr when tns eoaimioh was rfc- 
<fuco<jl to Writing. "

««■ It. is a (so proved, by the evidence of Ramkjsbmt, that Tijea, the, 
deceased, came to his. bun-e, -uul after staying there some time, went; 
awav with the prisoner, sine. which the witness knows not what became 

‘ .; of f,he deceased. This evidence, however, does aot prove that the day 
on which the deceased wont away with her brother,. Wat the day on 
which she met, her death. The confession of the prisoner before the 
'Magistrate is, that the deceased cut he-own throat, and,that he threw 
tbeijodv into a •• elf, and concealed what he had done.. _ It this Were 
the truth, it is in iqy.opiiiioo iucunqeiVable that the prisoner, when 
desired l)\ the Oarogha not to fear'but-to peak the truth., should 
have said any thing more than tins, much less that lie should have 
repoaliqd hi .’corriessiop of the, murder, when he primed out .'.e bony 
at the well. I  agree in the fiitwa ot the law ottfua lfo itld think, tlnit 
the iirri.iuor should bo sentenced to sorter death. MussutniijiUu Hume ea 
ought to have been examinee!, but'she- could not. 0 found.
" The opinion of the 2d ' Judge) (C. Smith) was to the following pur- 

port,
s' 2
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1820. . r, J .agree with the 4 th Judge,as to the proof of the murder, the con-
"Hobi l- fcs*j, 1 !xing powerfully corroborated by the eircmnstanecs, a nd there 
Singhas t,pMig no sufficient evidence'in my opinion to establish that the pri

soner was either terrified or inveigled inio muling it: still ,t does not 
appear to have been a murder of revenge or malice. The motive is 
expressed in Ihe words overheard by Omakhs, the first witness

'f ̂  &  Vjr’6 eJu^‘~ « w h i c h  passage receives confir
mation from the deposition ofKushee, examined in the second en
quiry by Mr. Ferry. 1 think, therefore, that, the sentence of death 
■should be commuted for one of imprisonment for* life in the Fur- 
mckabad jail." The prisoner was ultimately sentenced as suggested 
by tiie 2d Judge, the 4th Judge consenting to remit the capital pu- 
■titshtnem;,

1820- ■ GOVERNMENT,
Aug-. 14th. agmrisi

- -RAMdiONHAIv
hai i  case. ■ ■.

Charge:—Fokokiiy,

To antedate Tins priso ner was charged with forgery, and his trial eaihe on at 
and post- the Is- Sessions of 1821,for Zillah Rackcrgunge. 
beWif a6"* Tl?e case was a simple one ■> but a difference of opinion between the 
common Judge of Circuit; and his law officer, occasioned its being referred to 
practice a- the. Nizamut Adawlut. The prisoner's father got a (klookdarce 
aiong the Pot tali of some land, from the person who had purchased -a default- 
- « « r ’s estate at the public auction The properly having beeusubse- 
rot°Jdmit •<l,,eotly conveyed by private sale to another individual, the latter 
this fact to wished to oust ; the possessor, The prisoner instituted a suit, and 
he evS- produced the .title deed, supposed to be forged, for which he was 
deuce of committed for trial. The deed was dated 25 th A'ssin, J2IS, or 
forgery. gti, October ISOfi, and the paper osi which it was written, was sold 

on the 27th Sawun 121.4, or }.0th August 1807,
The prisoner denied the forging the paper; stated that he did not 

know it was forged, and he produced it in evidence through perfect 
Ignorance, as his Gomashta or agent (who, it is to be- observed, was 
then dead) had plated it amongst his Zenundareo papers, and that 
he hims'dr considered it a valid deed.

The law officer of the Court of Circuit acquitted the prisoner, on 
the ground, nr t, t,.af it was possible the stamp vender might have 
written 1807 by mistake; instead of 1806 (secondly, that the prisoner 
was not of age when the deed was written ; and thirdly, that, when 
of ago, he probably did not know that it was a forged deed, or 
would not'have produced it in Court. In referring the case for the 
final judgment of the Nizamut Adawlut, the Judge of - Circuit ex
pressed his opinion of its merits in the following terras. “ Ido 
not consider the defence entitled to belief j indeed I suspect the
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prisoner knew as much of ‘boreal u, tu ■> of the deed ashis.Goroashta J I2'1 
did; at all events, I cannot, deem his plea sufficient, as be ought to: K<vmhpW" 
have been assured of its validity before he ventured to produce any •»*»> 
deed in Court. 1 cannot admit the probability of the vender having 
made a mistake; but, if it does not appear: that; the prisoner forget! r’,e 
deed,' that ciirumsttmee might be considered in mitigation of: pu- 

■ nisbment. I do not suppose that the prisoner would lave prctn:,•(, [ 
the deed in Court, had iris knowledge of English-Run Imi how easi
ly the forgery might be detected; the authentication oi stamps u. 
fact, and endorsement of the date of sale, are the rooks upon which 
these offenders are usually east, and is the best evidence 01 guilt, sn
cases otherwise difficult of proof,' . „  . ,

Ou a consideration of the 'proceedings or the case, tin ofomun.;
•Judge.of the Nizamut Adawlut, (C. Smith,) recorded Ins opinion.to 
•the’following effect. «  The prisoner is now not eighteen, and at. the 
date of the fe d  said to be forged must have been, four or foe years.of 
Hire. No forgery whatever is proved, fo ray opinion that the Ivtigtoa 
date corresponding to the Bengal date is many months pnor to he 
date of the sale of the stanipt faper, not necessarily making it a * « -  
aerv. To antedate and post date papers i-, very common among; toe 
■natives, without any fraudulent purpose. Both the Cireun and our 
futwu concur in acquitting the prisoner. I differ with tue Judge ot 
Circuit, and am of opinion that the prisoner should be ■immediately
released.” , . .

The fourth Judge, (S. T. Goad,) concurring m thoauovc opinion,
the prisoner was yequitced.

OHOLANATH and Others, 1820.
against Aug; 0th.

CHAND HOLD Aft and .Others. Gad Of
CiMsn

Charge—AfcnoBB. Ho,.oar,
ami others.

At the 1st Sessions of 1820,'for Zillah Hooghiv, Chand Holds*, It is irre- 
Prmmbet Bunnorlea, Kumul D dm, and Goohee Mdosufoiau.t were g«hvm,t 
arraigned for the murder of Musstunniaut lleelmn. U *ppeju«d<uj 
Wideuce, that for nearly* twenty years the deceased had cohab.ted ,,,,,,,8(! ,-or 
with Charm Holdaf, whom sh< lift I wo years previous to her death the defence, 
in <fonseouence of his having atrack her, and aftonv.trtft connected on the 
herself with Ramchand Kantf, (who was the principal witness for gmnnd 
the prosecution,) ott which account W  son Pituuibcr haiL,cq«uidj hw,, ^  
m,arretted with her, and at one time threatened-to hang himselt, in iArf,„ly 
consequence of the disgrace which foiself and wnily had.incur-yd heard for 
by her connecting herself with a man of an mfonor caste, On the 
■SUing previous' to the murder being committed, Chand Holdar, «$ » •
Petutober Bunnorjea, and Bishennauth were seen by Ramchand 
Kaffir consulting together near the...house of the deceased, t Accord- 
ing to his statement, Petumbef came home at about' ten o dock on
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—if™ _ night, and t;> .induce his mother to quit the room (in wfaicli her-
€ , s . s e l f ,  Ktnnoiwnd Xurar, anti her two children, fkkurit Bmmoriea 

Hotmw *n< '^us 1 PiH.o \ vert ■ i, plug ) be horned htr tjiist, and jdve 
and others. “™ somethin? to. ea.t, .tha'i he said she would willingly do. u lye 

could procure.ii light. Me ieplit,l, that there was o it- m the cook- 
rooia-.,, (.r, vvltk'l; tli" deceased went out to him, but shortly afterwards 
returned, tend told Hatuchand Jfa.rar that acre raj: inenhad come jp- 
t0, *he compound, \1 i'n-. lime, ac -m-ding to 1 .a; slie >> unit of the 
flo .1 li .rw.iatid )\ par, (Jlunjd l { d !< i „ ml her, and stniqk her 
witii a .Dan on the throat aud. .fees, ami dragged her body to the 
rook-room dour, Kurnul lDoas lighted two torches, with'.which lie 
burnt the body ot the deceased, and Goohcejbfcpsuluinui Mas stntjij- 
iiigf in .the cdtift-y-irtl as an .aider' and '.abettor of, the trausaetimi,
.S he fnhxu of the law ofiiear of the .Court of Circuit; dqc.Jfired, tiVat 
thr. ev donee v/as insufficient for the c itwi/Ction cl (he prisoners, anti 
.that ihey were consequently entitled to ihe/r relqaw. . The Judge of 
Cimii ?, 'wur, nut concurring ire the 'Viun, re wired the , we for 
the decision of the NT; mm ViLniut, observing, that there was every 
« * • » »  d* tlistt Betumbei' fustigwed Chaod Holdar and the
others to commit the murder, anil Jha?;, this suspicion was farther 
confirmed uy hr. hii« mg nnmi.-iatciy u,4du his escape, and having 
tritm to tieceivo the Police officers . and ins twig'sOou:■> by a report 
that a One city hud bom' jo.innitwd at h » bouse, which proved or/ cn- 
qu;ry to ue utterly false. On perusing the .'proceedings of the trial, 
if appeared that the piis/mei IVI u nher, or> being [ucsthmed ,as to 
what witnesses he'teas desirous of tunnrn»nify; iniih> defence, replied 
by naming two individuals who had already been examined, in sup
port of .he pi-as-cutioii, ami that the Judge of Chou it, refused to 
sufuinun tiicm, assigning as a reason,, that fjiej had already been ex- ' 
ariiined, meaning _thereby probably, that the’ prisoner h-id already 
had an oppoitumty of ciue-tioimtg them .relative to any facts nu 
might have wished to alledge in his lefeiwe; bu«he Court of Niz.i- 
innt Ulawhit, (present.i f  ’an.-eslM ami ri. T, (load.,) noticed, fir 
me future guidantre of the Judge of t'ucuit. tbit it was no correct 
ground for tilt rejection of die u iomsses of the prisoner Pet umber, 
that they lud beqii examined nr, the. part of (he pro,cent ion, us it was . 
rlcarjy at the prisoners opt on to dcbij putting ii , jiiostiqj' to 
i-heni until i»is own defence had boon complitted, and to support 
which the tyitnesscs fmparewtly were namqd 

■i'he ..prisoners were ultimatelyacquitted.:
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Tin; prisoner was tried at flu sessions of i A.20 for Zill.di ftarngurh, Prisoner 
befog charged w ith the tflwder of tlw pioweimjx -, husband, '

The only evidence against the prisofer wn:. his town conte&ion tit ^  ■ ,-Jtl. 
the Thtitia, He itaici that llie dnwKtl ( ■ m , > demand rent troin Jivlletl with 
h;iir ai I oppressed hm so much ' tn .n l i t  he shut h u with ail unoirova
arrow. ' ' ; " to.."' "; ■' “ ,,.n 'vt'°

lie fori i he Magistrate, .hi p-isom r-luud that to free himself from 
the demand of the dmai.ed, he offered to give him a fowl, and was # (1abtjRni, 
about to she H at ;t .with an arrow, mIkc ihe deceased with a duo ivho woniil 
struck Si is arrow', which caused it to’fiOOl), it'd shut lln tfocuu- d neither Hit
which killed him. , dthok****1''*

The /wiicvi of the law officer of .the, Court of Circuit, stating that Thoi;̂  ^  
the con Session before the .Magistrate w «  most to be relied upon, con- ;ng ,0 n- 
VI,'1, d the prisoner of iwcid-ntd hotnicire, and: declared hsu liable to tber wi
the oenaltks of thent. The Circuit Judge, In referring the. cabejstat- ^nc,, he 
ed, that he < ..warned in the above /-to u in.i did not consider the pn- 
HOli :r down foged te, punlsh-noiit that ■< w equOntlyhe had passed no w  renn{. 
sentence, hm submitted tin trial for the filial orders .of the superior M.im-on- 
Court., Tlw fourth ledge of U Miv imvt Ad.iwSr., (S.T. OoadC sideration 
er messed nis epi .tot to the following diet >. “  The prisoner Heew,-
ram Cheitls is rh r - ii with, the *uuro a of Chamod, by shooting him , 1 lfJ 
with art aifbw. The only: evidence against,the prisoner is hb con - of oircaii 
fusion bo tom the DiU-iwlta, which is pr nod, audio which he admits, Uw officer 
that he wilfully allot the deceased, ■who had come to hwheuse to de- overrated,
„,nr 1 dent, be • wise he rufu-od to let l.m < (or drink .toil he psiisi 
the demand In Lis deposition before the Magistrate.,, he at tributes sull,(, * 
the death of the deceased to a n accident-. , AlTtha tow officers of the qniahty 
Tv'ijiainut Aduwlnt. convict (he prisoner of wilful ranc'c;, mri decfefe .siWcd be- 

■ him liable to ifts.w : and l agree: with tl.«m, because the story told by $*££jite 
tlw prisoner before the Magistrate. is improbable ant! incredible,, and t,a, ‘ 
his fist confession before the Daroglm is consistent with the fact to haw _ 
that die arrow turoi ip 'r  , hrougn the body or the deceased, i he wen ««d•

■ prisoner also bed, ah- ' having ccnuni' erl the act.
In consideration," however, of the provocation g) petit by the tleoeta- 

ed, 1 am of opinion that the prisoner should be sentenced to impri- reuil-i-d.us 
somtienl for life,"’ being roost

The officiating.fudge (C. Smith) took a different view of this case, f*v«a»M« 
expressing l.mwrif iu these terms. The fuPQa of the Circuit
Saw officer is Kuti f khuta. The Judge of < m ub might h vc dis- ......
posed nf the case without reference, under Section 1 ll. Bi-guktion 1V,
1 7 0 7 , and did not refer it because he thought hispower not suffi
cient to inflif t art adequate punishment, but because, cement-rug iu the 
/ »(« ’ t of accidental hmnjcide, he thought the prisoner deserving of 
■no puhfefeinent'nt.ali.
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’ ’ Even in a very clear case,. ! should be reluctant to meet snoh a 
HlU ll)> 1 relerem e with n sentence oi imprisonment for life ; ami this case ap- 

Pears to fee to be one of great uoeen$fe$y, ,
' “  I cannot therefore cbncur wi'h the 1d.’ Judge, and t Vie being tso

evidence but two varying confession? of the prisoner (the unfavour
able one ol f In* two taken at the Thana, where confessions are always 
suspicious,) l deem i; safe to lean to the Circuit Giuissy’s maxim of 
crediting the akhtiffoolkimli/ne, that is, the. more favourable-of two 
contradictory - aliments. ami (took the Judge of Circuit right in his 
opinion;, that the pi-monei should be released without punish..mnt. '

Hit 2u Ji.dgi , Mr Leicester expresec! his opinion as fellows.
‘ 1 agree with the 4th Judge in sentencing the prisoner to perpe

tual imprisonment. .1 do nor, think the course oltjjlisu-h sbWd he ..ar
rested, because the Circuit Judge agreed in a /uiu-a.Manifestly con
tradictory to the A'Joofummu lari law, and against the principle on 
which the critoiuni ( ourLsa.e daily acting.’’ The prisoner was „o  
corriingiy sentenced to imprisonment for file.

. ' 'v ip: pi;": pp ; P

le k  . MAfCHUKIJER .and KISHNANUND.,
Sept, 5th. a«vinst ■
C »«”f A ’lTABOODEEN and Others,

■AtTABOO- . ' V
ojs.b!« '•. ■■ ■■. Chafge---E®2oiTy. '

and others.
In. r» case of A gam of Dac&its, armed with lathees and swords, attacked and 
renew Plu,,<<er‘jd» on the ilight of the 27th October, the house of the pio 

Sfcoutnrft, Httmchunder and Kishnan.-uiid, in the village of Bamun 
with Ua? iJan.gn, Ptsrgimtia Lushlimpore, the former of whom Was robbed of 
unity, tire propeity to the amount of 40 rupee®, and the Utter to property to the 

vnt. ni 150 OlV the same night, another person, named
ingr tor the felniJÛ kireav was ,!̂ so J*>bb6d by * he pucoita, of property amounting 
acquittal of ,u value. to 46 rupees, up part, of which being recovereti, he did net 
three, and appear in the prosecution. The. prisoners were tried at the; 2d Ses~ 
tho convic- .sid.ns;,of IS 19, for Zi-liah Rajeshabye.
thTfmir'li5 A ilUlc 61 fore daybreak, ami ‘a (>v houri after the occurrence 
Judge, for of t!“  -Oacoity, ftoranoo, Cbowlceedar at the Pakreea K'alee silk 
the comic- manufactory, -(which' place is but three miles from the village m which 
tion of ally the Dacoity vw  committed,) observed four men travelling"’in a jfcpi- 
frefefinr0 -C!°)4' mimut’r- each of whom carried a boodle: mid, with dm 
Judge dif- ';,,ot.'Uifaijcc ol some of the inhabitants of the village, who appeared 
fe ring from as witnesses-: o.o the trial, seized the prisoner Attnboodeen, 'J'he 
both hi other t mu? men threw down their' bundles, and flu, end they vm e 
volmvfm-’ n0f ;Vi the,ri,oc rKP°go«ed. They were subsequently, hoiuuvr, 
the Anil* wehended. cm the. fuforroadon of Artnboodcen, who named thorn 
tnl of three, ,a s  ,ll; s associates. On ti-ml, the prisoner Attaboodeeii asserted
a,mI the in his defence, that « hen he was seized, he had -no.bundle in 
conviction hiw hand that In did' not know where the witnesses found the 
ot property • that it being the time of. the M<>hu,rurny Kfe and the

;<!)?: : . - *sl
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ether three prisoners 'were proceeding to a village trailed Baga, -to. 1880. 
read the mu new, and had arrived near the silk manufactory, when ' Case of “
Korano'i Chowkeedar-aqd some other persons seized him. l>urgah>, Attaboo- 
Bawool, and Moodieali set n’p the same kind of defence;. They stated, 
that on the night on which the Dacoity. occurred at tin- prosecutor’s 
house;; they stopped in their way to the village of Baga, at the. house S 1’ ageA- 
of a man named Kepoo, during the whole pf that night : and after tĉ .0 
performing their devotions .< that place;, Or. .then way back to then under 
homes, they heard of AtuboOtK-n’s apprehension. None of the pri- the «%•
SOBers were, however, abte to establish any of the eircumstaoem, id 
ledged in their defence. The property found od the prisoner At.ta- judges on 
boodeeit, and that in the bundles of his associates, who absconded,were the Several 
recognised by the prosecutors, as being pan of the property: of winch phonos, 
they had been plundered. MwlrniT

The law. officer ofthe Court of Circuit, in ids ni/wit, declared the f f g w , ̂  
four prisono convicted of Bapoky on strong presumption, midlmfcleto op/uiona,
Taxeti i- isAudeecl; concurring with which .'.pinion, the Judge of Cir cuit 
passed the sentence prescribed for that offence by Regulation VIII. of 
1808, namely, 39 stripes of a Corah, ami imprisonment in tranaportn- 
tion for life. The futwa of the law officers of the Niaarout ABawlirt 
also convicted the prisoners of the same.offen.ee. The second Judge 
of the Court; (W. Leicester) was of opinion, that Attaboodeen should 
be convicted, but doubted whether there was sufficient evidence^ 
touch the other prisoners implicated by him. Though they said, 
in their defence, that they were in company with Attaboodeen, yet 
they did not acknowledge"any property having been thrown down by 
or found upon them, the proof of which convicted Attaboodeen, nor 
did they acknowledge any crime whatever. He did.not think their 
statements entitled the Court toady decidedly, that these three persons 
were conveying away property, winch they bad obtained bv .Dacoity, 
and that they, throwing if down, ran away on being attacked by the 
Chowkeedars j and he was. of opinion, therefore, that they should bo 
acquitted for want, of evidence. The fourth J edge (S. T. Goad) dilTettfd 
from the 2d Judge, auci .incurred with the. Jaw officers in the con
viction of the four prisoners, Attaboodeen,, Ourgahv, Bawool, and 
Mnooheeah, and declared his opinion, that the sentence passed on 
them bv the Judge.of Circuit should be confirmed.

Tb officiating Judge (C. Smith) expressed his opinion in the fol
lowing terms.

I «  J concur wit lube 2d Judge, as to the mi „<tvdkclory nature of the
evidence against Dutgahy, Muochecah, and llawoul, and urn of opinion

f that they should be aCquittul and released, With regard to Atta-
boodeeri, I differ "both from the 2d and 4th Judge. I think there 
is no evidence whatever of his being actually present and a perpe
trator. The single fact, established is, that, he was stopped >4 toss 
from the village where the robbery was committed, with part .of the 
plundered property • that under the circumstances, there is a strong 
presumption of his having received that property, knowing it to be 
plundered, l hold to be clear, and for this mien- „• I would sentence 
him, (he is 50 years of age,) to seven years imprisonment., with labour,

I ' o
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and JO strokes of:the Corah." Tinier these circumstances, die sen. 
'H T ™ “ tench.pfthfj Nizatnut Ad.'twlut was issued in the manner following, 
Atrwno f. 'pjie Couri; having duly considered the proceedings held on the 
"utfce . trial of Attaboodeet), and others, eh irged with 1,'uci , j and the futwa 

of their law* officers on the. said trial, pa>-> the following sentence.
•' Tho/wiurffoftwo of the law officers of the Nissamut Adawlut, con* 

•nets the prwnneT Attaboodien, dip strong, presumption, of.Dacaity, 
and declare l-m liable to discretion, in iuipii-oniiv-’ii by haohUK 
Tim second ami fourth dodges of the Siswmut Adawlut concur in 
the conviction of Atmhoodecn, and eoaitiitm the sentence of.thtrty- 
nu.e stiijjns hi b a Corah, and imprisonment in transportation with 
!• >rd labor beyond sc i for life, passed upon him by the officiating 
Judge of Cu-cnit,

“  The second and officiating Judges of the Nizamnt A flaw] u/. not 
being satisfied with the proof adduced against the prisoners Dur- 
gnhy’l EswOol, and Mooeheah, do not deem it proper to sentence 
them to suffer any punishment tinder the futwa of their law officers, 
•>ml direct that tluy bo immediately released,/'

. OOOllOOPERSHAUD CAWORA.
f .TiT ' attain st

g , e0f ’ RAMROO'.UHit and Others. .
Kamsoon- Charge—Ascw'isny, SB»trc‘Ho.v„ and CntfK.vAJtce tsbrkat.

*”b *" T he prisoners were .tried sit the Suburbs of Calcutta monthly Ses-
MooLilin- sions for. July 1820. The object of the Judge of ■Circuit in ninkiug 
mndan erf-the reference,was fully detailed it* the following l etter, “  I beg you 
™i»«l .law,- win lay before s he Court - he trial of Ramsooudiu , Muitsnmmaut Goee, 
persono j^gurnath, and Nurhnrree, charged in the Magistrate s calendar as 
w  a!lul- follows, Eamsoondur for seducing Mussumiov.it Goee, knowing her 
tcrers are t,o lie the wife ol the prosecutor, flluasununau* Goee for t loping In 'in 
punishable her husband’s, bouse, and for committing adultery with Uamsoondnr.
>y dimlmt, jugurnath and Nurhurree for connivance, and sheltering lliimsimndur 

aw! Masswurnaut G6ee in tiicir bouses, •'thafiH-wa of the lac- offi
cer has. convicted the whole of the prisoners of the respective offences 
laid to their charge, and declared them all liable to discretionary pu
nishment by Tazeer. 1 object to this finding. There is no doubt 
whatever that Mwssummaut Goee quitted hpr husband's house, and 
lived fur some days in adultery with Ramsoondttr, {though there is no 
-proof of seduction, and the female prisoner states that she quitted 
her husband's douse in a moment of anger, created by. the ill-treat- 
mcTit she received front him;,) for they both- confessed as much before 
the officers of the Magistrate, But i  object To the legality of the 
confessions themselves, as it appears they were made by-the.prison
ers, and'taken in' the ilufier khamh of the Magistrate's office by 
the native officers,, and during the absence of the Magistrate, Even
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the whole of the subscribing wit es-ms to .the cphfe?8id»is do not ap- __i320. 
pear <o have been present. during the whole of the time thav the mn- ' Cm t>7”"
Session wt ie making. The confe sions tak. n on the fith of H »w  m-
Julv, and on the .-fith of the month the prisoners appear to have „..™un .. 
been, brought before the Magfotniu-. am! did, no doubt, repeat their1 " J 
eonftsM -rii, o; admit theft they bar: inado them, a.-, tin1 Magistrate 
under 'Ms own {rand attests that the conit.sSions we^^bShhturtJyiW'*
On before him on that day. though ihe- ■ is no cthei root at' A  
eiftnifiasttmre tl tut the above attestation. However, a.- J an not 
await of any Regulation •unliori îtia the native /oujclaiee oihe w's to 
take confessions, J am of opinion rh.tr they Arc not aduilssible evi
dence, and that the Courts of Circuit cannot convict upon such, evi
dence only. It i-, clear also, that Jfo.gUriath and Nurh.trree. did ro
ot ivt the two former pniionere, into ttieii houses ; but is the Ut pda- 
lions have not, to ray knowledge,-declared sfteh ondn a In b<- an of • 
fence, and punishable by the Circuit Courts,' Or indeed by. any i Vurts,
I feel myself precluded from ‘.enteneing them to punishment, evert 
if their on  fusions were not liable ..to the same objection- as those 
of the former two prisoners. £ beg if. to he distinctly.uu-forsfood, 
that this referent i is not. made 10 expose the modr of conducting 
business in tin Magistrate's office, or to <‘ ,|i dov.n upon the Magis
trate the censure at displeasure of the suoeriot Court. The 'Ma
gistrate of the Suburbs must have :i great dept pf business, to trans • 
net •, indeed i can fancy that he is so completely overwhelmed ’with, 
the duties attached to the tare hr offices, .he hu'dn, as u< l ;o iiud 
time to take the 'confession, of every '.eonfessitjg, prisoner j but'., .if 
ties he Hie ca.se, il appears to me, lh;M, Iiis assistants should be cm- 
ployed on; so eh du ties, hi preference to his native officers. The cion* 
fittence which ootifessiotta made in the Fonjdaree Courts’.,claim, 
arises ‘principally from the high character; 'of the individuals who 
preside over those Courts; and id though :he native ofikers in the 
present itiatahce'may■hgveconducted their enquiries. with every fair- 
ne;s ,md propriety,-still tlje confidence given to their masters .cannot' 
be transferred to them, from pres* of other business, or from what
ever other eausse. The ground of the.tbivniferniintiri this case appears 
to me to be faulty and defective.; and although I am saitsfted of the 
guilt of the pvjsoaeis, f think they are entitled, to claim the benefit 
of h-gal 'liabilities of,this nature. I ■uu, therefore,.of opinion tbi t 
they ought to he released. Tl.e decisit t of ’ no '■■iporior Court in this 
case will determine two'points of coftsichjiralyle ’. importamw. First, 
whether confessions made; before native 0»>lah can injure those-Wfik-' 
iug them. Secondly,, whether giving house room to adulterers .is 
considered an offence, andliabfe to punishuieitr,, The determination 
of the first question will be a .'mile of Conduct \a the lower Courts.
The determination of the second question, if it be decided to he art 
offence, and punishable by our Courts, will without doubt he promiil- 
gated in the shape of a Regulation,for the infonpation of the : coniti,)tt * 
nity at large,1' v

The fut0a of the law officers of the Nuamut Adawlut convicted' 
all the prisoners bat Nurlntrree of the acts laid to their charge, with

c 2
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jfijO. the exception to that, part of the accusation' which related to sedud- 
Caseof lion. On the merits of the case, the fourth Judge, (S. T. Goad,) re- 

Ramsoqn- ooided his opinion to the following effect “  1 am of opinion that the 
prisoners cannot legally be convicted njion the confessions made by 

,m them before the Foujdaree Ondah, on the 6th of July, and repeated
before' the Magistrate on the 8th, and that the Magistrate should 
bo censured for allowing his Foujdaree officers to take written con
fessions, and for certifying on the lace of those depositions that they 
wore given before him' (the Magistral > on the 8th, whereas in point 
of fact they had been previously written down by the Omlah on the 
6th, (as this originals themselves prove,) and that the Magistrate 
should be strictly prohibited from allowing similar magisterial acta 
to be performed by his officers in future, 'Jndependen' of these con
fessions, there is no evidence warranting the conviction of the prison
ers. Muss:). Goee besides appears to be an unchaste woman, and 
to have eloped twice before, so thstthe crime of seduction cannot be 
proved against Ramsboudttr, and the commission’of adultery with such 
a woman is hardly any thing more than an act of ininioraiity. I. there
fore think the prisoner ought to be acquitted and released, as well 
as Nurlmi'cc, who is aoq.iittid by the futwa." But the officiating 
Judge (0. Smith) differed from bis colleague, relative to the mode 
in which the confessions -were''taken, as will be seen from' the 
following memorandum of his opinion. “ I agree entirely as to 
the acquittal and release of all the' prisoners. As to the confessions, 
the Magistrate's attestation of the 8th of July, clearly means no 
more than that on that date the prisoners acknowledged before 
him the Confessions made on the' 6th. The caw? in which this 
course has been pursued is of no .great consequence? and the 
same course is, f  am persuaded, followed in almost every district 
of the country, in cases of infinitely greater moment; nay, 1 Jin 
convinced •' that • our records would shew, innumerable cases of 
sentence of death and of transportation for life 'passed upon con
fessions taken in no other niapler • necessUeu "$f6d eogil defendit. 
The press of business is such, that the Magistrates could not get on 
without; it j—and if confessions taken at the Thaua, in spite of denial 
before the Mngistrute, are relied on, why are we to be more scrupulous 
as to confessions taken at, the'sadder station by the Magistrate’s Om- 
lah and' afterwards confirmed before the Magistrate, especially in 
cases o' misdemeanor such as this l I' think it, on the whole, very far 
from adviseable to issue any such strict; prohibition as that suggested 
by the fourth Judge,”  The fourth Judge was still of opinion that the 
practice 'was irregular; but. no other Judge-being present in Court at 
the time, he -deferred that part of the case for future consideration, 
in order that the accused,might be immediately liberated. The usual 
sentence of acquittal was issued accordingly.



' e% x  " ,  . ,,

i l l  §l
CASES IN THENKAM UT ADAWLUT. f 5

NEEL KAO NT, 5- — -*
agumsf ■< ’’m o sh ' m"

MUSSUMxUAT.T Nf'NHYA. (R f iS *
C harge—  A m o k . . hva’s esse,

Trs Prisoner Nmihva w«s’ at Lie 2d Sessions of 1 820, for ZUkb Thedepo- 
Cawnnore cl n r . with having wiUuliy set fire to, and thereby de~ sit,on<.;»
S” X " ; i 3 * d , » t , , r , h y l ....
station; and belonging to Neel Kaunt, ,y pnyati,, m the *** ■ 8. to the con-

S H r a i w a  !>v OB « id K «1  Km -. m  »■«/•«’ «  P“ 'r^rtSS .’seaK
the result of a malicious «*> aad f  cf,nrp  ^  l V f g ! "<>» ***** 
the criminality of the prisoner s cosjctix  ̂tvhteo, » | # « | | |  b _ ed* writ- 
bare occasioned re, v extensive mischief l he Judge ot i  11 < uir r „ f ,. 
presented, that fie Vat induced to bring this case to the notice of ĝ -t eleven 
the i\Twanmt Adawlut, not on account ot it.c criucc itodi h U 'v“‘^  hl,l(1 
reference to the degree and nature of the proof-.n whieu die uxust 4aftcjeBt 
had been found guilty. T w evidence consisted solely and simply fol. her 
of the pr-so'ucss unconstrained arid voluntary coi.tosmou, wkicn emneiion 

not lormaUy taken, and duly recorded and attested m the pro- hvthe 
,v‘nce of any one of-the instituted authorities- ot Uay?rme»t, }» l  ^aiiaalmr. 
made in * verbal manner to two persons, (ivaose veracity there tophi reject- 
'ty, no t'o dbtdotj) wholiv uiiconnecfvti with the judicial |es»- by-the
hSishmente, md antecedently to the prisoners having been taken >nto'NtamiU

XI '■ fnlitia of the. law; officer of the Court of Circui t., by deelsnug ,, tcf
the urisouei* convicted on the above proof, hail pronounced1 to lx eBCC to the 
I,- 4  and sufficient evidence. The <>cwt Judge exposed hi.- ope-'tender 
til,,;in referring the ease, drat his law ,officer had taken a. c^ T M ty j^ h o  
view of the nu annig and in,cut ol tin M.'oiiumtnuduo ho but. lie I 
•idded as that interpretation was so directly at variance with fnlmas 
vbieli’ho lu.1 seen delivered by other native lawyers on simitar u:>
S s ,  and as, moreover, the Regulation olt ovemmeut did not, enter 
into anv specific detail on the subject, he felt, desirous of obtaining,
,,H a rule lor his future geids.-ue, the cl,Aermmati.cn of t n>_ Nizaindt 
Adawlut on a point, regarding which there appeared to exist among 
the 1«# officers so great it conflict of-sentiment. "  1 he finiihsetiUiufie 
irmsed by the Nizamut Adawwf in this case, (present W. ueycester 
and S.T. Goad,) was in the following terms,, The/Wttw ot two of 
-thv law officers of the Niffamut convicts the• prisoner, a gnl 11 years
S ' cfArscm, and declares Her liable to discretionary punishment Dy
S ; . '  Tb-' Court j observing that the prisoners conviction. rests 
BoWlv- tm the deposition of two witnesses, who state, that W a d e  a 
conferion of the crime before them, and further adverting'to d.c 
tender years of the prisoner, are led to mistrust die w>ln ot tin t ou» 
j g L i  made by her, ami direct that she be immediately released.

Avy|' x|y''̂ ;,y'g.||/ 'y '- 'g':-. 'fff: ' .. - 1 'V;v ’■ ' ;|j " I ■' . ' ’ -v
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l8?°- AMEER ALL
Sopi. Ulk. again:)!
frw «n **  FEBRKHAN’nnd Olliers,
ami otaera. Charge —Murder mad T heft.

Pf'woner* The trial 'of she prisoner Peerkhan and his associates Ram-
oovivictcil.dcL-n and Miwst. Oracle, came on at She 2d sessions of 1820 for Zil-
of ti)ofi,a(tt(l lah Furmchabad. The iadictrfte'ot included, two separate • counts,
of having uamely.__
- Z Z r  M . ' Stealing: a cart and bullock®, value 100 Rupees, the property 
worn m to of the prosecutor Ameer Ah. And, ; . . . .
whom (lie 2(1- \ in‘cmt suspicion of murdering Tejoo, the prosecutor» wile,
property and talcing from her sundry jewels, and other properly, mine about

■ bdouihttl, ,-/wx , • *
cumstiuic'es The oroscciUnr was a native of Fuftehgmh ; hut, .u following the 
i-scitHn; n occupation at' a baker, attached to i oorp- of- Native. Inlantry, had 
strong- an- absent from home for soue years, and was rtvding at Benares 
th< U"i T  at the time that the alleged acts', for which the prisoners stood,at - 
rannlei-cil reigned, ut® support'd t.p Slave occurred. The .riwiipirtlanees which, 
ln>r. Sen- appeared in evidence iu this case are,as follow. Toward® the close of 
true e>t io « the month of August .18(9, the prisoners, Peerkh&o and his reputed 
sjenhv n ,ft. pn>da, hired a cart and two bubock- from the prosecutor, 
four "vat for the purpose of proceeding to Fiirmckabad j arid the prosecutor 
ImVtiMtu- availed himself of the; opportunity!^ needing his wife, Tejoo, to her 
went, line! parents at Futtyligurb.' According to the depositions.of two wit-. 
further to uts,e^  named Amtletikm, <p>d \tseemkhati, he gave her, with the 
ii'i'1 i'l'i i" propert' noticed above, in < barge to his itr at t the prkonep Rain* 
t;fm tidings''deen. It is necessary to that the party consisted of two
©t the mis- men ant! three women, namely, the prisoners, the prosecutor’s wife, 
sing-wo-  ̂ sod a third woman, besides two, or three children, !fois remark is 

to shew how far the party travelled together, god where 
s<i.U * alt traces (>f T’ej-O'O won lost, eh© turns tat ice® essential to the refuta

tion of the defencefcet Ut by the pn-eo. rt. About two m, nth, af
ter die departure of lug wife, the urosecutoi happened to meet 
Omda m tin city oLBenares , awl having previously heard thftl TejjOO 
hud not reached Ftifctehgtich, he questiotied her on the subject,. when 
she'told him that the bullocks ?c< unable to proceed beyond 
Allahabad, ,nd that it consequence bis wife had been loft at that 
place. On receiving tbis intelligence, the prosecutor immediately 
quitted Benares for Futtolvurh . and on-arriving at Jullalabnd, about 
12 co.ss distant from the. latter place, he discovered his bullocks iu 
the possession of a man named Ptn»had.©e,'whp informed him that 

. he. bad purchased them, through the agency of Ramdeen, from 
Peerkhs-n and Omda. This discovery led to the apprehension of 
Peerkhan and Ramdeen at Fumickahad, and ultimately of Omda, 
two months afterwards,at Benares, and then to the,finding of the cart 
in the house of one Nobufc Ali, Onula’s son-in-law. On the trial,, the 
prisoners Peerkhan and Ramdeer, acknowledged having accom
panied Tejoo as far as (Jawnpore, and-this point was also established

'yv'-'A-'its'- f -TOf ogTf o uibbl - .T";v.:''A;Ty'V'vT.r’TfofoAVlf.-■ ft.;’'1. ..'cV'fifofo■'-'y;yMr.;iyK/':v’rt‘r f o l y f o - y ; '
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by tlia evidence of the witness Boodhoo, at whose house they put up, *820- 
They also admitted the sale of the bullocks to Pm-du-dee ; but al- Cksb of 
lodged that they had previously been purchased i;y Cec than, ioge- I'bbkkuan 
their with the cart, for the sum of fiO rupees from Mussiffemhiit l ejoo, au< 01 
This sale, according to their own m count, took place in - a most 
clandestine 'manner, and even divested of all. other cimmisuoec * of 

. suspicion, might be considered a very improbable event, hut indepen
dently of the great distrust which the mere _transaction, as it is 
stated by the prisoners, was calculated to excite, the.' Judge ..of Cir
cuit, considered it proved beyond a doubt, by the respectable and cre
dible evidence of an uninterested witness, (Imam Air,} that nib at 
they had asserted was false, and that Tcjoo, instead of returning, as 
they alleged, to Oawupore was in Company with, them at Poors, 
which is bv ascertained di-lance go , miles further advanced on the 
road to Futtehgurh. .It. was not,however, to this tiiliyr only that the 
party were traced. A reference' to the Suraee register kept: .at 
Khodagungp, cleitiy showed, that on the iSfli of September preced
ing, at” that place,’ only 13 miles from Fattehgurh, the number of 
the travellers h id not b)fcn diminished.

The prise cor Ohida, from the first, peiseven-d in maintaining that 
she did not proceed beyond Allahabad,, whence she, returned to 
Benares ; lut this defence’, besides being extremely incredible, stood 
refuted by the testimony of fioodhov Khan and Imam Ali, and by the 
register above alluded to. The law officer of die Court of Circuit 
declared the prisoners comicted on violent presumption of the of
fences with. which they were charged and liable U> i -prisomiioot. 
until certain tidings of the missing woman should be obtained. The 
Judge, in referring the case, aocotopauiod it by the following obser
vations. .

,c That the defendants'fra'udidently or furtively obtained possession 
of the cart and bollock, belonging to the prosecutor, seems proved •
beyond a doubt. That they haw destiny TejOo his wife, and pos
sessed themselves of the remaining part’ot the prosecutor's property, 
there are strong grounds for susmv.nng, .though it is not impossible 
that they, may have disposed < f the. woman in some ether way. _ I 
can hardly anticipate, under any view of the case, the entire acquit
tal of the prisoners, but it.vrfii.ud he difficult nt t h ■ pi c .ent moment, 
to suggest any specific punishment, the measure of which must v> 
greatly depend 'on the. Judgment of the Nizanntt Aduwlijt, h> respect, 
to the act,uni extent of the prisoners' guilt. Should the missing woman 
be still alive, the conditional penalty declared in the futwa, may 
eventually elicits disclosure that may restore her to her husband’

'The Nreainut Adawlut,; (present VV. Lcycester and S. T'.GoacL) on 
a review of the whole of the proceeding- cc-nected wnh the cfl,se, 
passed the, following sentence. “  The futwa of two of the 11 w officers 
of the Nizaiuut convicts the prisoners of having fraudulently appro
priated the bullocks and hackery of the, prosecutor, and of having sold 
the bullocks to another, and of having caused the prosecutors wife,
Mussummaut Tejoo, together with her j eweis, to be missing, under cir- 
enmsmuct'f that-lead to a strong suspiukm that (Peer Khan and Ham*
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m«._ _ risen murdered lief, and tli.il Musswrarmutt Orndu was privy thereto.
Coin, of and declares them liable to long imprisonment by Seasul. I he Court 

3’r.i iikoan ,)j/ree tlwein, and sentence the prUoiw-s to four y< urs imprisonment 
aad others. Wlt|j fowd labor, aud to be further in:.prisoned until Tejoo the wile of 

Ameer Ali be forthcomfog, w her death ascot t,i wed, in the course of 
nature or by other means not connected with the act of the prison
ers : when tile case must be repot.ed for further orders,”

mq. GOVERNMENT,
•S^TST  e u c ^ m r -OuorAM GHOLAM Ml i LL1 Iv*
Mcmxi.ks Charge—MeajoB®.

„  , This trial came on it tlio tire SeiiStmw of 1620., for the Zillah of
fornicators Jungle Mehatns, , ■ b ,
detected in it appeared irotn the ' Confession or the prisoner, which was the 
id is act is only evidence figainst him, that he him been long ■ acquainted with 
allowable, the c0„ Ms'u>n whi<h existed between an individual, named Ranwoop 
to theUlft Ehugutj and bis sister , i hot he hid repeatedly attempted to dissuade 
Moobum - her from epnt.i min" this intercourse, representing l.ltr shame and 'dig- 
imniftbfew, grace brought du bis family by her conduct: that H'o- had also {re
am] a pri- qUent3y reproved Kamroop Blmgut, but whom effect.: ti.ai finding 
f°^rur he" them one d .tj, ei'ter hi, return from bathing, in the act of adultery, he 
hff kited was irritated; and firm hilled Ramroop B'u'gut with a. siWord which he 
bis sister Rad with.hiui, and afterwards hiii .sister, whilst, trying to effect her es- 
'ami her capa. The law officer of the. Court of Circuit declared in his futwa 

that the p. tmner »»,w guilty of murder, he having slain his sister, 
Arrum- X while she was in the act of eiideavwiriug; to effect her escape , but 
stiinc's, aq that as-it v a,-t matter of notoriety, that to slay fornicators its the 
sputtm' and ,w.t „f . iniication t, law ful, it was possible the prisoner might have 
tariff '1 fcy tit ■ .glit, he was doing si legal act, and that consequently he should 
Hint Ada*- onlv'be subjected to fJeutf, or 'he price o< blood, The judge. <d‘ 
lut.u ‘ "Circuit, on.referring.rite case,.stated, that he concurred ip opinion, 

with his law officer ; but that as the persons killed w ere caught in the 
act of adultery and slain, on the spa,, he did nut consider the pri
soner deserving of a severe punishment. The law officers of the Ni- 
i-amut A da wlftt declared in their futwa, that the prisoner mis en
titled to. his release,, he haring confessed, that lie had slain the two 
deceased persons immediately on detecting them in the. act of forni
ca te , which staternetit involved no criminality , trad 'he Court, (pre
sent S. T. Goad and C. Smith,) being of opinion that the cotvfcwion, 
the only evidence against the prisoner, should be taken as it.stood, 
directed his immediate release*.

* By a subsequent enactment, a pie& similar to that used by the jiriaoMi* in 
this case would be of no avail for the purpose of justification. in Section 5, 
Regulation IV. 1822, there is the following provision. “  iifhafiig been found



GOVERNMENT, j m
against •’ Oetober'Sd.

PI MM EE and two others. Case .of
PlMMEE

Charge—Sodomy, and bring accbssaby thereto. and others.

T hh prisoners Pimirtee and Khodabuksh were tried for sodomy, Two >ndi~ 
and Amanee for being privy , and consenting to the commission of this victuals con- 
unnatural crime, at the 1 st sessions of 1820, for Zillah Bareilly. The “  
case Was in substance as follows. sentenced

On the night of the 5th of July 1820, a burglary was committed to30 stripes, 
in the house of the prisoner Amanee, and when the police officer Tushheer, 
enquired if he suspected any particular person, he answered, that his 
suspicion attached to Pimniee, who was at variance with him in con- ' ri30rllm,nt. 
sequence of his having refused any longer to send to the said prisoner jnstista- 
his chela Khodabuksh" On the perusal of this report, the Magistrate tor of the 
caused the three prisoners to be apprehended, when they confessed "tfenrf  s®“‘ 
the fact 5 and Khodabuksh and Amanee (an eunuch) said that it was mme 
their occupation. punish -

The law officer of the Court of Circuit declared the prisoners con- meat; and 
vieted, and liable to Jcoobut; but he considered Amanee deserving the Court 
o f less punishment than the other two, in which distinction the Judge Aat
of Circuit did not concur. In his letter of reference, he observed, that C3 TuMt<r 
it might certainly be urged that Khodabuksh,who appeared about 17 generally 
or 18 years of age, Was able to judge and act for himself; but that it forms part 
should be recollected he was the chela of Amanee, who'having 
brought him ujj, possessed a certain degree of authority over him, 0J1 < oavic. 
and at all events had taught him to consider the act as innocent. He tion of this 
addqd, however, that his object in referring the case to the superior offence, the 
Court, was principally to recommend that measures might he adopt- c“ e should 
ed for putting a stop to this unnatural crime, by declaring a specific 
punishment for the offence. the Nissit-

The sentence of the Nizamut Adawlitt (present W. Leycester) mutAdaw- 
was to the following effect. . lut*

The futwa of two of the law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut con
victs Pitnmee and Khodabuksh of having been guilty of sodomy, and 
declares them liable to discretionary punishment by Acoobut. The

that in certain cases of murder, the justificatory plea that the person murder
ed was the mistress or relation of the prisoner, and detected in criminal inter
course with another man, or that the murdered man was found in criminal in
tercourse with the prisoner’s mistress or relation, or generally speaking, detect
ed in fornication, has been upheld by the law officers in bar of capital or dis
cretionary famishment, and has been declared to subject such prisoner to 
Deem only, it is hereby enacted, that the law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut 
shall be called on to. declare in such cases wlmt the futwa would have been, if 
such plea had pot existed, and the Judge or Judges sitting on the trial shall 
pass sentence under the general Regulations, and on consideration o f all the 
circumstances of the case, the saute as if no such plea had existed.”

H
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1Pg0- Court concur in the conviction, and sentence Pimmee to receive 30 
Case of stripes with a corah, and Khodabuksh to receive 30 stripes with a 

rattan, tiisuffer Tushheeron an ass, and to be imprisoned with hard 
an o rex3. jaj,our for eight years. Amanee is also convicted by the same fiitwa, 

of having instigated and aided in the commission of the above crime, 
and declared liable to discretionary punishment by Acoobut. The 
Court concurring therein, sentence him to receive 30 stripes with 
a corah, to suffer Tushheer on an ass, and to be imprisoned with hard 
labour for eight years. The Court remarked also, that public exposure 
by Tushheer having generally formed a part of the punishment for 
the above crime, a reference to the Nizamut Adawlut should always 
be made, as the Courts of Circuit are not competent in these cases 
to pass an order of Tushheer.

■3820- GOVERNMENT,
Oct. 7th. against
<*“ • nf RAMNEWAUZ and others.ftAMNyw-
At,z ftn<l Charge—Fohgkay.
others.

The futwa At the July sessions for the city of Dacca, the prisoners Ram- 
of the. law newauz alias Bhola Tewaree, Brijlal Tewaree, Ramkunhai Rai, 
theNka- Rani*ochim Das, Ratnoarain Bose, and Hnrisbchunder Goopt, 
omt Aiiaw- were tried on the charges of fraudulently preparing, fraudulently 
lut convict- causing the preparation of, and for witnessing, knowing it to have 
ing the been fraudulently prepared, a deed of engagement, on some date 
of rninor between the 28th of Poos and 29th of Maug, 1222, B. S. 
offence Two of the prisoners, Ramnewauz and Brijlal, held an hereditary 
distinct Zuroeendaree tenure of a 12 anna share of Purgunnah Ramnugur, of 
from that tlie remainder of which Ram Kunhai, the third prisoner, and the 

others were proprietors. The latter and his partners held in farm 
charged,rC (*n *be name of Doolub Shah) the 12 anna share, for five years, up 
the Court to the end of 1223 B. S. and it would seem had contemplated the 
directed purchase of it, which however,, they delayed to effect. On the 
their re- 28th Poos, • 1222, the two first named prisoners executed a deed of 
bdng’stiU* sa*e this property to one Bungoochurider Buttorja, a witness in this 
liable to be case. To invalidate this deed, Ram Kitnhai produced one dated 
tried on the 23d Poos, 1222. And it was for having fraudulently prepared and 
nimor witnessed this document,, that the present charges against the pri- 
charge. soners were brought. The Judge of Circuit, in referring the ease 

for the final orders of the Nizamut Adawlut, observed, that he had no 
hesitation in giving it as his opinion, that the charges were fully 
brought home to and proved upon all the prisoners. He therefore 
did riot concur in the futwa of his law officer, which acquitted 
Ram Kunhai, Ram Loehtin, and Ram Narain, and convicted Ram- 
newauz and Brijlal of swindling, or proeuringmoney under false pre-

/'jj6 ' G05eX ‘
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fences, anti Hurishchunder of aiding them in the same. His opi- „ . 1 R2.'L - 
nion was founded upon the general respectability of the witnesses Case of 
for the prosecution, whose credibility he saw no reason to suspect; RÊ ”0Z 
upon the form and nature of the proceedings in the civil suits, and aftd others* 
upon the contradiction and prevarication with which the statements 
of the sellers abounded. The evidence on the part of the prison 
ers he disbelieved, from the mode in which it yvas delivered, the 
improbabilities which it contained, and as coming from servants
or persons dependants upon themselves. The futiva of threeol the
law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut acquitted all the prisoners 
of having executed a deed of engagement to sell the 2  anna share 
of Purgunna Ramnugur to Ram Kunliai Rai, and of having fraudu
lently antedated the same to the prejudice of Bungoo thunder the 
previous purchaser of the estate ; but convieted the two first named 
prisoners of fraud in having executed two sales of the same estate 
to several persons ; and also convicted the last named prisoner of 
having been privy thereto, and declared them liable to discretionary 
punishment. %

The Court, however, (present W. Leicester and S. T. Goad,) ob
serving many grounds to discredit several allegations in the testi
mony on the part of the prosecution, did not find sufficient reason 
to differ from the J’utwu of their law officers; and further consider
ing that the offence of which the prisoners were found guilty was 
not that for which they had been put on their trial, and that they 
were still liable to be tried on account thereof, directed that all the 
prisoners should be immediately discharged.

BYJWA, r820; -
against. .̂ov’ 13* ‘

KULWA. K^ 9

Charge—Mtikder by Poison.

At the 2 d sessions of 1820, for Zillah Bandah, the prisoner Kub- Prisoner 
wa was charged with giving sweetmeats mixed with poison to the ia
prosecutor and his brother llinga, in consequence of which the latter two cases, 
died. The facts, as they appeared in evidence, were briefly as follow, the first 

From the deposition of the prosecutor Byjwa it would appear, that withmur- 
himself and the deceased Hinga his brother set out from their homes 
in Zillah Allahabad, in the month of Cheyt, for the purpose of pro- gec’nd 
ceeding to Bandah ; that on their arrival at a village named Chapa, îth poi- 
they were joined by a stranger (the prisoner Kutwa) wearing a badge, somng «u- 
and calling himself a chupprassy of the Cawnpore custom-house, who, ®, 
on pretence of also going to Bandah, proposed accompanying them ; ci<rcum_ 
that on their reaching the village of Tindwary, distant from Chapa stances, 
three coss, the prisoner quitted them on the plea of purchasing sweet- the Judge 
meats, when the prosecutor and the deceased repaired to a liquor of Circuit,

«  2
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_shop) and purchased half a seer of liquor extracted from the flower of
Knews's the Movvah tree, which they drank between them ; that they were 

case. again joined by the prisoner, and proceeded on their journey. At 
Win KuiltV* a^°ut !hree heegahs from the liquor-shop, the prosecutor stated that 
of thefirst f*ie Pr‘soner called out to him and the deceased to stop and take 
offence, some sweetmeat called Peer an (a kind of consecrated food;) that 
thought it they each received from the prisoner a small quantity, in weight about 
— a- two pice, in eatingwhfeh the prisoner forbade the spitting any part of 
Regulation out> as tlieir s 0  (loing would bring ill luck to them, when the pro-' 
XV. 1814, secutor observed that the taste of the food was at first sweet, but af- 
t<» proceed terWarda very disagreeable ; that after proceeding a short distance, a 
w!tl‘ ‘he  ̂weU being in sight, the prosecutor and the deceased expressed a wish 
second . to wash their mouths, which the prisoner objected to, observing that 
but sen- the village of Mungose was close at hand, and that they bad better 
teuce by wait till they arrived there ; that on their reaching a tope of Mowah 
Nizamut trees, a short distance from the village, the prosecutor and his bro- 
postponed •*1®r the deceased fell down senseless,- and that while in that state, the 
in the re- prisoner made off with all their effects. T he situation of the prose- 
ferred case, cutor and the deceased was witnessed by Jhunooa and Sheoka, Go- 
■ untilthe rails of Mouza Mungose, and by Myaram and Khanna, the Zemin- 
should be darn. The deceased, it appears, lived but a short time after he was 
tried. discovered by the witnesses ; and the prosecutor, who was conveyed 

to the house of the witness Jhunooa, did not perfectly recover his 
senses till the fallowing day, when he was taken to be present at the 
burial of the deceased, on whom an inquest had been held by the 
Thanadar. The prisoner, after plundering the prosecutor and the de
ceased of their effects, while they were in a state of insensibility, re
turned, it would seem, to the village of Chapa, where he was discover
ed by the recognizing of the horse on which he rode, by the prosecu
tor, whom the Thanadar of Tindwary had deputed, accompanied by a 
burkundaz, for the purpose of making search for the prisoner. The 
immediate production of the effects of the prosecutor and the de
ceased by the prisoner, on his apprehension, was attested by Bhow- 
any Singh and Rajib Ally, Burkundazes, and by Bhowany, Gorait of 
Mouza Chapa. A quantity of other property, evidently stolen, was 
found in the possession of the prisoner, which was then unclaimed. 
The prisoner, before the Magistrate, acknowledged having taken from 
the prosecutor and the deceased their effects while they were in a 
state of insensibility, but denied having been the cause of their being 
in that situation, and ascribed it to the liquor they had previously- 
taken at the village of Tindwary, Before the Court of Circuit the pri
soner pleaded not guilty, but acknowledged his statement before the 
Magistrate. In referring the trial for the orders of the Nizamut 
Adawlut, the Judge of Circuit accompanied it. by the following re
marks. “  That the situation of the prosecutor and his brother, and 
the death of the latter, was occasioned by some deleterious drug 
administered to them by the prisoner can admit of no doubt. The 
fulwa of the law officer, in which I concur, convicts the prisoner 
on strong presumptive proof of administering poison to the pro
secutor Byjwa, and to the deceased Hinga, his brother, from which the
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latter met his death j and, sentences the prisoner to discretion- 1820- . 
ary punishment of imprisonment for life, or to suffer death. I he Kiilwa s 
prisoner is a total stranger to all the parties. He appears, from the case‘ 
proceedings in this trial, to be a man of infamous character, who 
has travelled about plundering by means of administering poison
ous drugs to all whom he could allure into taking them. 1  he horse 
on which he rode , and which led to his discovery and apprehension in 
the village of Chapa, is claimed by the witness Beeka, who deposes 
to the prisoner having hired the animal of him, and subsequently rob
bed him ofhis clothes and horse,by meansof administering to mm some 
powerful narcotic. This forms a separate ease before the Magi
strate's Court. In addition to the crime of which the prisoner is 
now convicted, he stands committed on another charge of the same, 
nature, but unattended with fatal consequences. As the futwa of 
the, law officer lias in the trial now submitted rendered the prisoner 
liable to suffer death, I have not, under section 2, clause 3 Regu
lation XV. of 1814, thought it necessary to proceed to the trial of the 
additional charge, which could lead only to an inferior penalty."

The Court of Nizamut Adawlut, however, (present W.Leycester,) 
not concurring as to the propriety of the, above mode o f proceeding, 
issued the following order. The futwa ot all the law officers of the 
Nizanmt Adawlut convicts the prisoner of having administered poison 
to Hinea and his brother, in consequence of which Hmga died, ana 
of having appropriated their effects while in a state of stupefaction 
from the poison, and declares him liable to Seawt extending to death.
The Court, however, prior to passing sentence, deem it. adviseable 
that the remaining charge of administering poison should be enter
ed on, as (if proved) tending to establish the position laid down in 
the Judge of Circuit’s letter, that the prisoner is in the habit ot 
“  travelling about plundering by means of administering poisonous 
drugs,” and direct that the case in question be tried at the ensuing 
sessions,

DULJEET, J g 2 0

against Dee. 21st.
PUHMSOOKH.

SOOK11 S
Charge— Robbeby. case.

Tuts trial came on at the 2d sessions of 1820, for Zillah Etawa. Highway 
The prisoner Purmsookh was charged with having robbed by open robhmy, 
violence the prosecutor Duljeet of the suni of J Rupees. I he reason wJth 8S_ 
of this reference will best be shewn by quoting an extract from the aault by a 
letter of the Circuit Judge, which was to the Mowing effect. single un-
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__1820. "  Being clearly of opinion that the guilt of the prisoner has been
Form- established by the evidence exhibited against him, I do not feel pre- 
sookh's pared to offer any objections to the convicting/'w Jam of the law officer ; 

srinedof- ^ut not ^eing quite certain that the offence of highway robbery as it 
fender,does *s defined in clause 1 , section 3, Regulation LIII. of (803, is suflft- 
not come ciently made out in the present instance, l have purposely suspended 
within the passing the prescribed sentence.
of robbery ’ n̂ my bumble opinion, it is to be regretted that the regulation was 
bv open ' not made more full and explicit in respect to the circumstances requi- 
violence, its site to constitute the offence contemplated by the legislature in passing 
defined in that law. The enactment, in its present form, has given rise to much 
sections <l'ft’erence of sentiments on the subject; and in consequence of this 
Regulation conflict of opinion, the records of the courts, relating to trials of robbery 
jLUf. 1803. by open violence, will, I apprehend, be found deficient in that essential 

characteristic of judicial proceeding, an uniformity of judgment. In- 
regard to the trial now submitted, f, must state it to be my opinion, 
that, as the prosecutor was put in great bodily fear, and was also vio 
lently assaulted by the prisoner, the prisoner committed the crime of 
robbery by open violence : but according to the strict letter, he must be 
considered innocent of this offence, as it is defined in clause 1 , section 
3, Regulation LIII. of 1803, because (being a single offender) he was 
not armed with an offensive weapon, and also because it has not ap
peared in evidence that, he went forth with the criminal intent to per
petrate robbery ; a degree of proof which, I am satisfied, is not to be 
obtained in nine cases out of ten.”

On the above reference, the following order was issued by the Court 
of Nizamut Adawlut (present W. Leycester). The fu/wa of two of the 
law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut convicts the prisoner of highway 
robbery, attended with a certain degree of personal violence, and de
clares him liable to discretionary punishment by Acoobut. The Court 
concur in the conviction, and sentence the prisoner to receive 25 
stripes with a corah, and to imprisonment with hard labour in 
banishment to another zillah for 7 years. With reference to the 3d 
and 4 th Par. of Mr. Perry’s letter, the Court do not perceive how the 
nature of the offence defined by clause 1, section 3, Regulation LIII. 
of 1803, can be mistaken, when considered attentively; and more 
particularly so, since the enactment of the 4th and 5th clauses of 
section 8 , Regulation XVII. of 1817, which clearly provide for rob
beries not coming under the above definition.



• ( i  i  (at
GASES IN THE NIZAMUT ADAWLUT. 53

GOVERNMENT, J821.
against j „ n or„h

MUSST. RUMKOO. Rumk^ '

Charge—Murder. ca°C'

T he prisoner, Musst. Rurnkoo, was committed by the Magistrate Prisoner 
of Alligurh, and brought to trial at the 2d sessions of 1820, on the convicted 
charge of throwing herself into a well with her two daughters, one of herself and 
whom, an infant 8  months old, was thereby killed. her two in-

The immediate and direct cause of the attempt on the part of the tout < hii- 
prisoner lo destroy herself and her two children was not clearly made <!reu ,*“to a 
out by the evidence recorded on the trial ; but it may be inferred aer
that she was at the time under the influence of sudden anger, excit- 
ed by a previous altercation with her husband. But, whatever may the young- 
have been the feeling that incited her to the commission of the act, erwaskiil- 
the tenor of the evidence left no doubt of her real intent, and the ^n! 
partial accomplishment of her object subjected her to the charge of "̂prison- 
having been wilfully instrumental to the destruction of her own off- ment for 
spring. life.

The futwa of the law officer of the Court of Circuit declared the 
prisoner to be convicted of murder ; but, in advertence to the rela
tion in which she stood towards the deceased infant, declared ICissas 
barred, and the price of blood to be the penalty to which she was lia
ble. In submitting the case, the Judge of Circuit observed, that 
after a due consideration of all the circumstances, lie gladly availed 
himself of thislegal exception in the prisoner’s favour, and expressed a 
hope, that, in the event of her ultimate conviction, she might not be 
visited with the utmost severity of the law, but, after a moderate 
punishment, be allowed to return to the care and support of her in
digent family, who stood more in need of her domestic services and 
maternal protection, than public justice did, in the present instance, 
of a rigid example.

The futwa of the law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut convicted 
the prisoner Musst. Rumkoo of the wilful murder of her infant daugh
ter, 8  months old, by throwing'herself with two of her children into 
a well, which caused the death of her youngest child; and stating ca
pital punishment to be barred, in consequence of the consanguinity of 
the deceased, declared her liable to Deeut. The Court (present 
W. Leycester arid S. T. Goad) concurred in the conviction, and ob
serving that the prisoner was liable to capital punishment under Sec
tion 15, Regulation VIII. of 1803, under all the circumstances ap
pearing in the case, sentenced the prisoner to perpetual imprison
ment in the jail at Allighur.
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Case of RUNJOOA and six others.
Runjooa

and others. Charge—Murmurs and Wounoing, &c.

The pri- The prisoners Rimjooa, Deonath, Kyloo, Lukna, Potum, Donkha, 
soners con- and Toorea,were charged with the murder of MussummairtBhoondlee, 
vh ted of wjfe 0f the prosecutor, and severely beating him and his daughter, 
I0'»omanf MiisSummaut Soomeree, on an accusation of witchcraft, and of aft- 
on suspici- terwards plundering the prosecutor’s house; and the prisoner Toorea 
on of her with having tried, and declared the prosecutor’s wife and daughter to 
hying a be witches. The trial came on at the 2d sessions of 1820, tor 253- 
s-rtrneed ^  Ranigurh, It appeared in evidence that some of the inhabitants 
the first ’ of the village of Seeroo, in Chota Nagpore, amongst whom were the 
two to per- five first named prisoners, suspected that some of the prosecutor’s fa- 
petual im- mily had been guilty of witchcraft, and thereby caused the death of 
P— l’ a number of persons in the village, (but who probably died of Cho- 
other three êra t) an̂  ’ n consequence sent to the prisoner Tooreea, who they 
to 14 years considered was able to discover them, to request he would endea- 
imprison- vour to do so. On receiving this message, Tooreea put some oil into 
incut: a110' a leaf with a little rice, and called over the names of the suspected 
smier'eon- persons, and when the names of the prosecutor’s wife and daughter 
■victed of were mentioned, the oil (as he declared) ran through the leaf, and he 
having tri- accordingly asserted that they were witches. The prosecutor had 
cd the wo- information of this only on the evening of the 27th Bhadoon, and 
™onounc- 011 tlie lnorn'nS ° f t,ie 28t;h of that month, or 1st September, the 
ed her to prisoners Kyloo, lilickna, and Potum came to his house, and desired 
he it witch, him to attend with his family at an Akhara near a Pokur tree. He 
sentenced went there, with his wife, who was seven months gone with child, 
to seven an£j|,;g daughter, who had a young child at her breast. They there 
prison” ** met aome other persons,and the prisoners Runjoo a and Deonath, with 
meat, the three prisoners above mentioned, seizedand bound the prosecutor’s 

wife and daughter, and beat them with heated sticks, of the tamarind 
tree, so severely as to occasion the death of the prosecutor’s wife on 
the spot, and his daughter was so much injured as not to recover her 
senses for some time. The prosecutorbimself was also severely beaten, 
and his arm broken : the child at the daughter’s breast was not hurt, 
having been probably removed when the mother was bound. Other 
horrid acts of cruelty were stated to have been committed on the 
body of the deceased, although the prosecutor did not mention them 
before the Court of Circuit. After this the prisoners went to the house 
of the prosecutor, which having plundered, they drank a quantity of 
spirits which they found there. On information being sent to the 
Than1,the prisoners were apprehended,and an inquest held on the bo
dy,from which,as well as from the depositions of several witnesses,and 
the admissions of the prisoners themselves at theThana, there could 
be no doubt of the correctness of the facts above stated. The pri
soner Dookba, who was the husband of Musst. Soomeree. and son-in- 
law to the prosecutor, was from home at the time, and did not appear 
to have been in any way concerned in the transaction ; and indeed the
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