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- par
sworn ta their identity,
er’sconviction;.

! f.rabbe" d\ire

agreed In stats

o w}uch 8
ble and i mh edib

or threa Jersons, who were'
resende of them, he receives 4 bun~
ting the gaods, and payslim Rs. 1065
ey were shewn to these witnesses,
€n or heard of in the.city
0 his wtfa demés any

¢ goods, and, pnv-; _

agreé Wit
elicve a word ofi.!

ment of the

The fzmwm of the 3
in substam'e ‘with
pnstmm'. Th& f@ﬂﬂ ying: |
trial, (_present Joha Peiidall and 'S,
ring “g.ﬂ‘.la their lays officers; and 1
not sufhicient for the i:o 'mma ai.
bis immediate velease, ' |

The eourt remark, that the 3d Iudge on this trial has rleparted from
the course of g oceeﬂmg Iaid down by Regulatien IX, of 1793, in
havmg, sftor tal 'mg the ynsone’r 8 defenw, put hing through an ex-
amination, with a view of, dmmng Arom him answers which lmght:
have & tendency t0 convict b s and out of the ansivers so furnished
by the prisoner, Tudge songht, hy the evidence of \Ia.bnhutty 8
wife, to establish fiots unfavourable to the prisoner.

of the orders of the conrt, o1, ‘the
rxd) 'ﬁua court ‘doncur-

thm pnaonnr, acquit hlm, aud Order

1620,

Rt

GuNGa

Hly stolen ; for no one, Iuidpuumv'.

‘Cages

gnition deprived |

é‘r il gromida,"--- e

an aithqu;,ﬁ t.he %nsaner 5 withesses |
£

Nizamut Adawlut, was the saime
« cotirt below, and acquitted the

i epnm)n that the evidenda i |

The court remark, that it is the duty of a Judge to shew tlhe ut~

most leniency! towards the prmoﬂer, and ns the course which the

third Judge adopred on. shis vecasion is adverse to that principle, the

court desire ghat the 3d Judge will abstain from it in ficture; and ad-
here rigidly to the mode of proceedmg laid davm in the R«.gulauon
above quoted .
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ston of Go- & jUng

. quash

veérnment

ot having whioh he killed

been ob-
tained o

bring'the | W9 e
prisoner to cuIt exnresse

trial.

. the Nuwab Vigier, and it not appearing from the proceedi

A
'1820.

Feh. 16th.

Cuse of
Kunma

Sivaa aad

others.

A warpant | LR
of relenge  SlONS O
should al-

ways fols

A trind for | Ts pris

chargred. o a2
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Jenit will instruet the Mugistrate to report the cas
Governor Generdl in Council, as divected by Claus
the aboye Regulation, | R I A e

Azim nguriL.

'!161133 1

territory,) the pii oner fe

/ law officers
stance with that of
“by. the Chief’ and 4th
owing order.
vith the murder of
c the futund of tio of the lay officers of
the Nizamut Adawlut of wilful murder, ab lared Ttable. to suffer
death by [Cistas ; but it appearing fiom the proge s on the tri
that the crime was' committed within the lHmits

Magistrate that the preyious authiority’ of the Governor General in
Council was obtained for bringing the prisoner to tial, as required
by Regulation V. of 1809, without whichi the ¢ s prisaner be=
fore the 'Court of Civeuit was illegal, the € lge proper to
quash the proceedings on the trial, and direct that the Court of Cir-
port the case immediately to the

g] Bection IL. of

ANUNDEE SINGH, | |
RUNHIA SINGH sud 58 Others,
@ g i Ohargemsliaooimes, b

Trx fpris_on'ar's in this case; (No. 19 of the calendar for the 2d ses-

1819, zillah Ramgurh,) Lad all been tried, and convicted of'
an offence similar to that with which they werd charged in No, 18
of the sanie calendar, i SR b b o Ll



.-Thé'..eiréﬁmstanceg of the casé for which they were brought to 1820,

trial in the present justance, were brifly as follow::— On the night ™=

of Friday the 13th of August, 1819, a large gang of Dacoits, with ¢
lighted torches and weapons in their bands, r;ﬁ?n B AR b

or's lhouse, and plundered i€ of property to tha amount of about  others.
three hundved rupees.  The prosecutor and his family made their 16w an ace
escape by a private way ; buta ‘parson numed Girdharee, who remain- goittal, e-
1 the house, was beaten,  The prosecutor assembled a number ven though
of persons ; but they were alraid to attenipe the seizire of the rob- :‘;fu‘{’“ﬁﬂi};
‘bers, who soon pfter went off with what they had got. None of the pean %mi.
prisoners were..recqggiisbd, ateheiegme, ) 00 ously cons
The luw officer of the Court of Circuit declared the prisoner Kun- victed on

* hia convicted on viplent presumption of Dacoitee, and liable to discre- :“o"b:"
tionary punishiment 5 that there was only slight sispic onagainst Ulee LAty

Singh ; and that the rest of the prisoners sheuld be acquitted, .. Tha

Judge of Uircuit, in referring the trial, rocorded his apinion in the fol-

lowing terms. -« I am of opinion, thatthere isno doubt of the guilt

of Kunhia, a8 the ornaments which he offered to sale to Bishnee are

proved to have been plundered from the prosecutor, who has produced

before this court the rast o ( ch they helong, and which,

¢ sentenced him accordingly. Asthere

on comparison, are alike, [ have sentenced b
is strong rew a7 Hiat the moofussil (confession of Mangur

was extorted, quiital, tqger,he'r’ wish that of Gheens,
Chitroo, Choolun, snd Bishnes, against whom there i no proof; and
hase iysued a warrang for their release,  Alunbee Singh has been

. detained for the r in my letter which accompanied the,
case in No. 18 With respect'ta the vest of the prison-
ers who bave bee gted in the case to which I haye just
alluded, £ agree with the law afficer, that there. is ot sufficient proof
ia convict them of this Dacoites it very probable that
they were conderned in both,” AR R
The futwa of two of the luw officers of the N, A. convieted the pri-
soner Kuabia; on sﬁ_rn_il'g't}ix{.‘rhmé_t%?f.iq_l_;gﬁdéq{;c,@f.haviqg beenan ac-
complice in the Dacoitee with which he was eliarzed, and declared
him liable to punishiment by 4eoobut. The court (present W, Ley-
cestor, Chief .'.ﬁ:d}g‘e)-‘_’:fuily..cunﬁurfed'-in: this finding, and confirm«
ed the sentence passed on the said prisoner by the Judge of Cir-
cuit, namely thir ';i_:ine__‘a_’_nipes (of the Jeorah. and imprisonment in
transportation for lite. | But it appeiring that the Judge of Circuit, el
although e had distinetly vecorded lis concurrence in the agquittin
Jutwa of his law officer, Kad not issued aoy warrant of release with
respect to the otherprisonery in this dade; on theground of their deten-
tion being necesgary, to stffer the sentence awarded oo conviction of
anotherease, the Conrt'of Ni A, expressed their opinion, that this course
of proceeding was irr:'.]_g}ular, and ¥sued the following order, | The
court ‘observe, that all the remaining prisopers who were puton .
their trisl with Kunhia Singh, bave been alrendy acquitted by the
cirenit Judge from the charge ¢« but with vegard to several, in con~
‘Sequence of their convietion in another case, that 9 warrant of acquits |
talhag not been issued,  The _{:qu;t deem it necessary to direct, thata
Ll {E Q. y )

Cnaé, of
© o the Prosecut= sivow and

L

| CASEB INTHE NIZAMUT ADAWLOT,



18 regular wasran
ORIl uhderstood o
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Kbngia ﬂ‘e_ R:cg“htj
Sindp and Shrate _ﬂ--Diﬁa_eg,
otliers, © o Him

182,
e i?t_li._'
VZORASE LI B
[T el

Prisoner Trs prispner wa
convicted of Byldea, by stragli
muyrderinga P R

bay for the ™7 L
sakp of his  1he prosecy
ornaments ; the Bth of the preced
bui appears 12 years of age,)
g fo be &, of the Murs
nsane at) { L s
the time of gether to the shop o
his trial, he Sonerstanding there,
was nrd?t'—-ﬂm‘_iﬂ'g' _v_idlm_b. 18T
i inth con- cie, he never saw his so:
with in | search in the neighba
straetions,  Thand for assistunce. 'h
* that,on the out sffect. | The follo
recovery of hig: suspivion :
Eis romion; his having laft:
dence taken 11 COnRequenc

the daw. | carrings were miBING,
%mcersfc_nli- about the deok, where the &
Seradd R' tight 16 cause strangulation
‘waih | dered the boy i that mauner The
prisoner at' the Thaba ; but he denied
; !IJ‘he'. witnesses brought forward fully
- nent, and deposed positively to his. 1 t0|
 being committed, | The native Docior of the fall thought him insane ;
ariel ' both he nnd the Datogha b stimony to the strangeness of his
actions' since he had heen: 1 i A AR
. The surgeon in charge of the station of Moradabad deposed to
| varivus symptoms of derangement ‘which manilested themselves in
the prisoner's actions, such us a great love of solitude, indifference to
swronnding objects, &e. | I was the decided opinion of the: surgeon
that he was insane.. i was proved that he never enquired for?ood,-




GﬁﬁES IN THE NIZAMUT'- ABJ\WLU’I‘

would eat whén it was pmaenked' hitn, by

to quantity or quality, and tha ould eat ashds among  other
aleli from (the ground. 'O yrialy t prisoner semained l.omlly mute,
The law oficers. of the Conrt of | Cironit gave o futwa, finding himn

peared, md:ﬂ‘erent, as

1820,
Zmu 8.
| cage.

guilty of mur’&er i and 48 0O evidence went to prove his insanity previ- |

os to, the erite, they uousidare
Tasaces, il
The Jadge of C’»mnitt,
Adawlat, stated that the prisone;
mitment, and there was &, vacaney i |
he congiderad the Pngson&r de mg
his, the Judge's miad, of the
‘committed.  The juﬂpa of the law offic
convicted the prisener oi’ tr
“barred by the 1
to be canﬁned till he reto
The unn 0[ Mizamut
Goad, ) having ‘duly eansidext
passed the following orde I
outt obsanre, that, it ms‘nevm on’ t,h:s 1rm1,. pm u(,u]aﬂy by the
nt Surgeon Fiall, that the prisoner was at the
eutalderangﬁment the court, t‘nert,fare,
Zora besont fo; and eonfined in the in-

d remaied niute sinee his com-

f-_-death, as na doubs em:,ted in

£ the Nizamut Adawlut

ity whu was' 1

it (present W. Lﬁ}recater and § :

t&q‘gedmga hald on this. trial,

m his Jetter .referrmg the case o the ’\Twmmlt.

d h;m l:able o ca.p:tul pumshment by oy

his eye, denamng Tdiotism ; but |
velien the erime was

‘and theft, but considered Hissas |
e'to I)éezgf, and !

gane hobprta ' nd_ that ahe roceedmgq held before the

Judge of Cireuit an : Moradabad be weansmitted

theough | the Cott L Bamﬂj‘, }vlth n-
: _atru(,tmns, tha.t recovery of s in-

al_'ﬁ aﬂupb
in his fayous.

esae.s, t.he Ma-

0
y the. prisoner all that hay passed on the above
wt_!l then call ‘upon hin for his defenes,’ and ex

mine a0y 1IEHesses ?3'
wa will then be tl fy A Judge Clireuit will record his assent
i submu; 16 prd(eedmga, Wlth the uqual -

fmve named in his fayour. A second fisl-

son taken agaist ||
ish, any witnesses |

:course, in tl;e praseme clf hts law olﬁher, y
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1920, . RAM PODARUTH,
Fendily | SUFDERKHAN,
SUFDEHR ik DHUNUDHOOJ
Knan and SRl il i

okhers. A RGNS SR O ooy

1w appear- | For the better understanding of th
ing from  appears desirable. to preface the, reci
e et | relative situations of the several porcs aon
some of the cense of the individual ﬁ_,_r.'whqwnmd |
witnesses, Rajah Pﬂh[“fﬁﬂ Sin'g\h' tﬁ(‘d 5:_’0 I
in | the galm-e_ Publad Koo S and
course (%fr:- cath, held :
fﬁ?tngirmfunce‘n@rd}fad ol
cirenits that survive his father, The

they wese with{mtinsna,'leming R

of this case, it,
| detail of the
ted, previous to the doe
soners yrood armigned,

40, leaving & widow
tate was, after his
Jdeft the future
s did not long

who continued

"coneerned o reside with Hh L8 lled Roodumpoor, situated in
In the 3 the faily ‘zemindarae of Sutas For the home management of
the prison- this estate, ‘the priso fdur What had, for mang years, been

er stood | employed as Mokhita

AN stantly con-
charged; | necied wigh the Rane '

L ID Conses

the court,  quence of an fllness with which sl il hee £ 80 seri-
2;:::;?: "~ ous a nature as o i”:i_clmlz._e-;"deﬁsrd ble anxivty rele to the dis-
Sudge to | position of her property, The deceased, (Sheosuhac illy) was
consider ‘' this time her Mokbtay @t the Gorukhpeor cou he Cols |

the pros leotor
ceedings of i
the ¢

s office  and it had long bees understood, that s al con
nection subsisted betiween hint and Hunwunt Koonwur, in whase fa.

behd by vour a will had been made by the Ranee, of which he epil
him, andon and which, in ‘he potme o, g0
which his  him every prospec S p ther
reforenci 0 o heen shared by mauy, the prisoners among the Funchay-
ot g ud se srested in

whe found: ue was held by the latter and seyeral dthers mote or less interesied ir
ed, asin- what was passing; and the result was a }srb'poﬁ_m n, wgently made
‘complote ¢ to'the Ranee, to annulthe willin favour of Hunwunt Koonwur, whose
audordered gigachment to the deceased was represented as disgraceful to the
O tion all, and to execute anothir, declaring the von of Ahdhoot Bingh, (a
f the cnse 1ad about 12 years old,) het successor in the Raj,  They so far pre-
at the en-’ vailed as to induce a recal of the document Eqsseéﬁ@d by Bhepsubaee
suiog ses- Mull, who was likewise dismissed from his. appointment, though
i Gf{;‘; still encouraged and supported by Hunwunt Koonwar 5 but the final
e wn determination’ regarding Abdhoot's son was suspended, ‘The Ra-
up aswell a= nee would consider, she said, and decide by and by. Thus matters
gainst these gtood, when one might, fifteen persons were collécted, by orvder of
i i‘“"*‘.““t’ one Purahon, and telken to’ a deserted imud fort in Rocdiivpoor, in
the prison- the well of which they were told was a corpse, which they were to
ers firet dn~ take! thenre and  throw into 'the neigh_b:mri:'1§ nullah. "Two of the
dieted, to Imrty descended 3 the body wag raised ; and disposed of according~
v

aceful to them

whom 1?"" Those who had assisted received five rupees for their trouble,
wastobe | il iniunetions fo secreay, and then dispersed, This body was
given to v 2 | j digs

taake o Sheosuhaee Mull's 5 and the pq_nr}e- thus engagedin jts vemioval ap-
supplemen- peared all as witnesses at the tnal, © i



=

_ordinary eupidit

there s not, by

setve to throw

' ADAWLUT, 15
. m" wels orother valuahles 1820,
about. his pembﬂ when the act was e atrated '}']E?d its enmmission, 5T PR
therefore; could not bo aser ith much pret ility to motives of 'Sorpmn. |
LS | T GE ¢ existenice of ' ge-KuaN | oug
rious guarrel between him and's _ it whomsoever' 100 others.
On acamdem&lun of th ( st tbe ;‘utwa of ‘the 1aW tary. de-
officer of the Court of Cireuit, convicted th _gonevs of 1\nmg pﬂvy fence and
to the murder with which they stmd chrs ' k if no "did
"« 1t is clear enough,”® obscrved the Jmfge o Circuit, i the lecter g S
which accompanied i reforence of the case to the Nizowut Adaw- againsy
Tut, # that a riddatce of the deceased niust have beer most. u.ccaptsble these fresh
to the pnmners‘ cl,_'wn;h |et’erenm. 6 the szt'?mgut and its con- prisoners,
sequences, it is impossible w0 _suppress'a suspicion of their havmg ;:::51:&1“
been concerned in (ke u_'uctwu of the object that stood so directly by their
in the way of the ititerests but in this (and ther 18 hothing further) ik deposi-
o ym o ' ufﬁ%ieni to lconmct thflm El:{;.lﬁ 1;1:::::&
howeyer strong ¢ & menta tion may be that they are guilty,
1 think they mga §0, bui. Td p:  they have been proved auguaud o :ﬁl; ‘:f‘“
upon_ this opinion found dissent from the ﬁa.‘.w i wh:ch declarea mong them
them liable to pumshméut a8 accossaries, | were to be

« But, be this decided as it may, there cafnnot bea dmzbt of diréct fﬂffmﬂ 2
partwlpntidn on the 'of Purahoo aud his fifteen .ollowm's A et s
have directed the Magistrate to detain the whole of them in enstody gition of
till the orders’ of the mut’ Adawlut shall be received regarding their dig-
them, Th ‘my opinion, stand their trial at the :511:;81;?__&1! :

ensning sessions.
already fulrly earned ; ¢
cannot well escape bei

"The intermediate’ confinement at least. the) have e
and. . ultimately convicted, (whm{
as he fage,) 16 18, at any 11te, not which
too much to expect a r ll; om their commitment, which may might have
light on the transaction, if not to free it airogcther fg?;fﬂf‘th‘ !
from the nbsumtj' which at present attaches to i, knowledge.
“'I'he Ranee's ttea.surer, his son, anda. Pwafnt, whn have u(‘knovv-
ledged their acquaintange with, and concealment of the part perform-
ed by Purahoo, have Furmshcd gecurity for thoir atbenj:mce, should
the Court decrn any thlng further respecting them expedient. ht&p‘i
too, should be taken to insure the future attendonce of the prison-
ers, it acquitted by the superior court of the present charge ; but they
are not at my disposal, standing convicted as they do by the futwa.
| % Lest there be ahy demur npon the pmp'ﬂew of hringing Pura-
hoo's party to trial, for what has been glicited from themselves, in
the course of an examination upon oath, it may be as well to advert
to the perjury which a comparison of tlle different depositions taken
before me and before the Magistrate, will exhibit against them : and
thm, it shoudd be remarked, while it depnves vhem of all title to le-
nity, does not, in any one instance, affect the pnmt iupon which their
indictment has been recommenided,~-their confession as to ‘the part
taken by them ia the removal from the well, and subsequent disposal
of the body of the deceased, # confession repcaterl by them in both
courts, and in which they haye all agreed.”
On this reference the Nizamut Adawlut (present Messrs, Leyces-
ter and Goad,) issued the following orders,
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i Tnsﬁjaarg stood charged ' f&e‘;ﬁthé'ebu}f'uf:Ciﬁ':uit 'fb\;'ihe 'tli?i«' 'I‘hai evin |
; r_@‘”}'-"

sion/of with having conjunction with two vtherimen, rob- denceof s

bed the prosecutris, on one of the highsroads in the digtrict of Moya- Witness on
dabad TR A TR ESE e A G Dt ?nlsn?:;::y‘
It appeared that the defendant had been long notorious, as being thﬁt_wﬁich ,

ong of that daring description of robbers denuminated Qnzrafs, whose according
depredations are usvally committed in the fade of diy, and who, rely- o the Tha«
ing on their expertuessin eluding the puruit of Justice, rarely' take t _e{":“‘f;‘:m’
precaution. to disguise thieir persons; or to conceal their mode of life, thesaatatad
and i consequence are more generally known, and more frequently to have
recognized, than any gther class of public offenders, | 1.1 given; beld
Though the robbery for which the prisoner was indicted occurrad on ot “,“"hi i
the 29th of March 1814, and he was at the time recognized ns one Lo inion 18
of the party eoncerned in ity pevpetration, he managed 1o frustrate the eat to jn-
nieasures adopted by the magistrate for his appretension, til the gtk validate it.
of July 1819, when fie was seized with some difficulty by three men
belonging to/the Police establishraenty |0 Bl a0
The prosesutrix, it appeared, was travelling in a eovered cart from
; s where she resided, fur the purpose of being
‘abd ¢ hield in the village of Cashee-
of her jouviey, she was stopt at about 10
£ 4 place called Puthmrkhera, by
d on horses, who robbed her of some
rarticles of property,valued atsixty rupees. She was too
muchagitated, she stated inhier deposition| to recogrize sny one of the
robbers ¢ (bug ke leard her servang, who was driving the sart, address
the privoner by his wame. | The prisoner pleaded vot guilty. 1 !
Two witnesses, '_!1_g'tli:a-3xitc!‘mh“_-aﬁﬂ-. Dowlat Ihan, servants of the |
. prosecutrix, who attended ber o her journey to Casheepoor, swore
with great confidence to the person'of the defendant ; but there was
no other direct or collatersl proof of hisguile. 00 L0 o

On the credit nttached by hiv fo the statements of these two per-
sons, and from a suspicion of the motives which led to the prisoner’s
sndden disappenrance from the district, the law officer of the Court
of Cirenit comvieted  the prisoner, and declared him Hable to disere
tionary punishment by Acoobus.’ The eirenit Judge eoncurred in the
futwa thus given, from a copsideration of the hour at which the rob-
bery was, commmitted, of __ti-.i'é.pri_mner's bievig previously known to the
two depenents, who had full time to recognize his person, wnd of there
being no iground for stpposing them to have any selfish object in ef:
fecting his eonvietion. (b a0 Nl '
Fhe Jaw officers of the Nizamut Adawlut declared the prisoner en-:
titled to his release, on the ground of the witness Khoda Bukish having
stated in his deposition belvre the Darogah, net that he knew, but

S i ;



1820 em!y that Yoo tvon;rcmfed, Kuﬂm o he ﬁw petsoﬁ.jbywhem i,
Kumoms imistress wis robbed; while before th o et of Cirenit, he swore O
| emsel sitively to }mvmg recogmxesl hin ay (of that robbery i

w0 stated moreover, in thew futwa. that t;he et of J}uwiut. l(ha.u 8

| haying stated himeelf ¢ have soen Kulloon,one only, and that sevon
 years before the aforesaid time, ,when he wag: yef :

years old, weat against hisioredibility ; und that 1

T thmk,,t:hs.l: the;pmoner was on his journey to d
 Liahote for two. years previous, uud-ﬁve

whicli the vmlcz g was comitted. i i
o of, Nizwhue Adawlut, ..(preqent W, beyceaw amci B ’l‘
wer midisfied! with this stwa, and were of opinion, that
e the guile laid to ‘the prisoner's ehurge was Aully established agmnst |
T Rimcby tie evidence of the p}osecumfx and tlle testimony of the wit~

| nessey Khoda Buksh and Dowlut Khan, which corresponded very ao-

¢ with their depoau:ons on & former mrial against: other pri-
soners. wh' ' equitted in biﬁ ant . when they could. Diive no

F g lp astory o conyiey Iulloon. 'They al-

L lowed hﬁﬂe, if any weight to the dmr‘relmncy noticed in the futwe of
the law officérs regarding the deposition of Khioda Buksh, which, in
‘point of fact, only ardse from the Thana \-epmrt, and n -{'r‘om His own
testimony ; and constdm:ag that the defence of an alibi for seven years

' av Lahore set up by the prisoner, was no forther [Sroved than by the

© | testimony of tvo witnesses, who deposed: that the prisoner told them

/| seven years ago, that he was going to Lahore; and that they saw him

afterialapse of seven ) wamﬁ‘mm i t.'_tlme hen iw mfarmed them

gl that ‘he had jus g 1016 |
He ity couvmt(:d'- ' daentenuedhi to'i
i for xfe. g

i
Mareh dih.
| Unse of
Fugresa’

| and Othm" AL Aﬂm‘ooﬁﬂxn. !

. ThreeMoo-' ; Gaa'ukhpm'é, fiese prison-
isulmunns | ers wore 'brmight to r.m,L Phecase; ns stated in il _'.-letter of re-
;‘;“"}{"‘1 ferenice by the circuit J mige, s briefly ns Follows, b
i Rc";ﬁi. The husbavd of the woman Austodriee, WA uephe'w to the pruson-»
cidaofa erPukeéra, ' Both hushund and wite were u;.wmtaly aifected with
Teprous' | the leprosy: the hngurs ‘of both bad dropt) trﬁgr and i 'this miscrable
woman; - weate fhe former died, ‘atkd wias mrru:d m the grave b% ‘the latter, who

E;’;:{?;*}‘t’g threw herself into it, am! hy her own desive, was uricd mt‘h hrm
the corpse DY the three prisobers.

of her hus+ ~ Fukeera and Nurkoo are feubiew.-etchedlmkmg ijtfts,ﬂgﬁdabﬂllt
bend, (also 50." Shubratee is 1 hale Moosulmaun Fukecr, about 30, wd would ap-
sleper) | poar w be the ap:rimui guide of tha villege in whn.h thss abunufiu-




tion oceurved, . The  futwa convicts the three of burying Austoornee 1820,
alive at | Ber, request ;. 4an
‘be 'proper. to  obseryve;, that no
the: survivors from the  destriction of the woman : she died fn the 24 Others.
utnost poverty. The Fukeor veceived theshest with which the gorpse santanced
aof the hisband had been eovered ;. but this was his perquisite at any to 6 months
. mate, and tieeded not the second death to secure iugoim, | /1 imprison-.

' The final ‘order of the Nizanmt Adawlut (present B.F {lcrad,'-f!th-‘“e“?‘ .

Judge,) was as follows. ||/ S ok
and Nurkoo, have been conviets

The prisoners Fukeera; Shubrates, an e sonviot-
" ed by the sutwa of two of the law oficers of the Nizafut Adawlut,
ot strung presumption of burying Austoomee, (& confirmed leper,) |
. alive at her own request, in the ssme grave with her hughand, and de-
clared liable to discretionary punishment by Tazeer. The court, conk
cuering in sueh) fiudwa, sentence the prisoners to six months impris
sonment from this : ik SRR

I_'!f_h’)!)l.];{l'
KeHAR'S
U pas,

et bt

Mhana  of | Urwal, stave cons

Adai; ': orrsagmﬂd victed of

e a ‘l' t‘f" k[‘]dk‘:il:f 1ug Dikie
nishad his busis ik uaase

chanund, 3 relation of ter, in cons

parate pii sdecensed bad gaten some of it, he re- ;t:;’!‘;;"_-
marked to § ] it had a bitter taste, and av last desired \o0q to |
the prisover to gve him some of what remained in the caoking ves~ sufferdeatlts
sel, which having tagted, be said it was good. | ‘The deceased baving |
finished eating, Jay dows, but soon ¢omplained of being unwell, an
geut for one of the Burlamdazes, on whose arrival he said that he
suspected his servank had poisoned him.. Vomiting medicines were
adrainistered by & native doetor, but withount effect, for Bhyrodurt
died in a fow hours'; and a cat, which hed eaten some of the fleshleft
by the deceused, flied also befure the next moming, Just before Bhy-
rodutt’s death, the prisoner confessed having mixed the Foison called
Dk with the fivet plate of Hesh, which'he had given him, and this
he confirmed before the Magisirate, It appeared that the prisoner
had taken 45 rupees, which had been intrusted to his charge by the
decensed, to rephy which he sold himself to the deceased a3 a slave,
| and a deed o this effeet was drawn up, snd signed snd witnessed bes

fore the Kazee of the Purgunua, . Itis probable that this swas the
‘reason of his administering the poison to his master,

il i

request 5 and I eonour in the judgment, It may "G of |
it no benelts could possibly, acerme o PUREIRA

 NFareh Bibe

! ndministele

1 portion of the flésh he had dressed on sequence of

Behar, | Cusaofa
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i Kumna m

| '.Impmson_

| ment, |

o prisoner of
A theveby dausiog
ary wmmﬁem--by
he .Iut rge ol Cirenit

tl:e cage, it

w1820, 'Flw law omcer nﬁ £
THGopoN mnm Emson w:th t_

i dm::lamd his' up{m{m,. )
(- was clearly proved, th ministered . rtiw poison called
; __-__‘-'.Duk‘mtothédﬂceased, ith the inteation of destron ing him s and that, |
from the way in which he was taken il mmedmte;y after aanng, and
Ithe after symaptoms, as. well as from | the £ hmrmg aiso &md Lhere
s eanld be ) douht thatit caueed his desthy i
He remarked also, thit! ithe Du&m, Whmh i8 bruirght 'me the Ne-» |
. paul hiitls, 3s well &  the natives in gotieral 10 bea most: deadly
:I.pomon, wheﬁm taken into the stomach ar introduced into the cirenli-
| Hon by awound, audis commonly used to poison irrows for the: de-
L struetion of wild beasts. | The' ﬁ;mar&i the law ufficers of the Nizas
 mut Adawlut, lsmconwci.mg the prisoner, b entenced, bythnc
-Court (prme «Leycest Rees fﬁg: desith

i

1820,
March Sthi
| DIMAERE i 5 1
Dmmua Ak
" cse.,

A b 'l‘mn \pmﬂner' s tried ot the. 2d
] _ﬂftm 2’;2‘.' If appeared vi_{iaﬂce that, on |
vioted of | fober of ‘the aly

nukdering .
e thr._r‘hgy with Ius uucle ﬁ

i rlfung tﬂ Amuse
sewem] other

; F! f
ofhis or. | et
naments,
sentenced. hhgrt i
toten yenrs menta !

ipr o iy hoy oftmly ﬁItﬂen

' )‘#’ms of ‘age, was appn'lwnﬂed ot the lntormw}cwn of o WO, named

- Fitree, who said she had seen the prisoner on the day the boy was

' missed, washing a knife and cloth ;i and thiat be had jmt-b'ef e come
out of the field in which the bodywas frerwi i

- however, ai thc tlme Epect him,

der. .
" On the prisoner bemg taken into ‘custody a.n_ amed to thc, T}mm,

heat first denied thie chorge - but on his house heingsearched, and the
four gold edrrings found, e was aguiv questioned, when he confess-
ed that he und 8 perdon named Paimunarain bod committed the miure
der ; that he had held the deceased while: Paimnaraini eut his throat,

and that Pannearain bad taken the two  silver kurrabs, and he bad
#ot the four earriugs, which sevéral witnesses swore belonged to the.

he lwd .nt“hem‘é Gf tlu -




; C&E%%NTHI'JNWAMU’PADMVLUT e

' deceased. Tt also appeared tha ljiet e 'seert with ihio prisoner | 1320
he was misged, . When Pairgnarain was  DuMses

Dumree, a short time before
" apprebended, he denied thie charge 1 and as nothing was found in hig:-l-);bsnm_a’i .
Hers was no other evidence agaipsy % 1
mree, lie'was diseharged by the M~ '

gi‘gt;gtqg_;:-;. A TR H i) MO Sl e
' The prisoner, whew brought before the Magistrate, at first leid that ||
he had merely| see | Pajmnarain cutting D [jeet's throut, dnd was
" told by him to conceal his knowledge of it s bty o being furtaer
questioned, adnitted that what he had stated bofore the Thanaday

* The law officer of the Patba Court of Circud found the prisoner:

guiji;y of belng coneerned in the murder, ‘and assisting therein, and
eclared him hable to punishiment by A eosbuts 'The Judge of Uir~

cnit expressed his opinion, that there was. strong veason to believa
that the prisoner was concerned in the raurder; and that be was
himself the perpetvator ofit. It was, however Uhe observed, pussible
that the prisoner only saw the wirder committed, and was induced |
by fear, and @ part of the ornuments, to conceal his km}wie_dtge of

ity and the"jﬁd"e’the.mfuifg.:'*écommc:nd‘ad;-thaﬁ in sonsequence of this,
3 @ the! superior Gowre

as well as of the extreme youth of the prisoner,

would consider him an object of rercy. 1l E
o of two of the layw officess of this  vourt anvicted the
‘presumption of the murdet of Duljeet, und declar-
unishnient by Seasut, evtending to death, and the |
vl but taking into cousideration the grounds

. of Circuit regommniended the prisoner
sonment gyl labour for ten

court fully ag
0 on whieh'the

1520,
U April Bthy
ot A ar L ) Case of
Ch I o IIR A s Ao Lty INARALN
JHnegearBAeRUIYL AN RARITIEE LVNBERED KROERRAY 1. and others.
Ters Prisoner Nasaih was tried with many others atithe second Sev- A prisoner
sions of 1819, for Zillah Behary v i (e R foind guil-
“I'he Vakeel of Governnicot, mopeting the procesdings; stated, that & by the
i A Tt PR, Futwe of
on the prece st of May, a Dacoity had besn committed i the gy, 1uy

villége of Kurrun i

: amige, by a party cunsisting of twenty ot thirty men, oficers of
armed with syrords, spears, and elubs, who siceeeded in torcibly en-privity to a
 tering the houses of nine ihhabitants of the said village, and plundered B8ty
. 3 SRR . 1 ] s (L on hisown
eight of thep of certain asticles, chiefly conmsting ot eloth aad wears oo
Jing apparel 5 and that some of the persons so plundered would bejn the Mo«
roduced o give evidence jdentifying the. prisoners with the ring- fussit and
-ﬁwiurs of the party of Dacoits, particularly a prisoner named: Bunshefore the

PR R g : magisiegie;



nﬂm;mere' he nine perean! !
alanned at the approach’
t}l‘ mw*i}:e prisoner

oA i z.\nam of i att'};-. f Dacoits, he. .awm'
nd othiers: Bundhoo and another enter
bt;tbﬂﬁﬂs"'shorﬂy after’ mmmed to | s

.ﬁwamu: Pl’mdﬂ‘“!g it ‘on Wh!c‘h th: \p«l‘bﬁﬂ {

Adawlur, ) from his ears a »fmr of earrings, The

two persons
'mal:re-at him, und took
' 'peﬂy taken from him

/$he piersons amaunted. invalue to, 26 Rupeas, ' The ifness was praaent, when
“’1“’“;11“’ the houses of verrain suspected persons were searched, In the house
'hit necom. of Narain they fo}l thie e d 4 piece of cloth; to which he

. plices hav~ SWOTE posi yely, 1Thi w.tm ~.:uimtuad,.tlm\, Dbefore the migistrate
dng been | his statement o difFersd i many tanteriol points fromy what henow
Cacquitied  gave,  Heallowed thathe bad then denied knowledge of any of the
‘.h;ll.';e ap rolibers, and. atbd.!mteli this to the fear he falt lest ong 01' the prison-

m«mty. oS, namexd Bundhioo, shoul take seriots revenge on
b it Jhis ndrhe ,!\.twihet Witn 8, whao' had been rol
| axticles, swore that the ‘pl‘ rt}hfmmd in: ﬁ&e pm sne

house btinm _ i th

dseners, except one, who
D d., huwe;'en that the
{)f it e_rtul 80 nia-

4 T privoners,
| ! against them, nad bro
| emeter. Mojee) Ros
i ki Hous

L 1 ! gmu di cfury n&ture of the
* evidence which had been given agamst thedn belore the Magistrate,
‘and before the Cotirt of Cirenit, The .Judg:. of Uirenit did not con-
eur'in the conviction of Navain, a3 he  did, not bel ve, libs confession :

(he, Narain, having' when first spprehended, dmie all knowledge of

the Dasoity,) ahd was inclined to think, that in the hope of release, e
was  afferwards induced to say what he did hefore the Thanadar,
siud was afraid to retrnos before the Magmnma. e concurred in the
m-qmttul of the other prisoners; (1110 I
The fuiwa of tyo of the law officers of the Nigamut Aliawlua :

: canvmmd the prisonce of having beex ‘privy to 'a Dacoity, The
| Court of leamut Adawlua., (present W.]P ceesterand BT Goad,)




iv privity to a Dacolry,

ed gnd | Caseof |

they bad been tui .
tablished, and directed

DEARAIN
and othevs,

Murch 1520, 70 consti-

y tute the,
L erime of 1|

iy (s [ otery By

g the 24 th. of lence, ay
he prisoner defined in

t, thees him down, and
e 00 withesses

the Regoe
Jations,ibio
requigite

the, prisoner, und that per

‘gon- sons should
her per- 80 fordh, if
unarined,

states; o his referring letter,

t va rubbery by Loper | vig-
liable o the punishment pre-
and recommends mitigation of
tute the crime of robbery by

that thi: offence appears
ing of cowrse that be i
i that desoription of crime;
pubishiedt. But to consti

the preseribed puvishie .
opgnﬂt}leiﬁ:e-, us defined in the Regulations,

itis requisite thatpersons

ina gang.



GA‘E«EE ‘N '!‘HE IZ@KMU'}‘ AlJﬁW!LUT

1820, _'should 'fa forth, if whace ng; whareaa the pnsonems not
Tarco- charged as having been sccompacied by associate with having
YIRS ibeen armed,  The Coupty ﬁtene Ore; cousider that it was competent

the 5th clanse of E)et,tmn '=.-1tegulumon XVIL ot L h ‘and at all

events, that it was necessary for lmn_ 10 have passed the sentence to
inble witder the Regulutions, which.

) 'swhich he crxmldur{.d the prisorier liable
Las mot heen donpes On i musldemt.
the casg; bheCaurtsente 16
I\.ﬂrall, aud

of all the circumstances of

Jabour for m'an ycars. )

LA

Moy taﬁi
Mywa aud
" Baoow oy

PasnaAn's

Ay L 3 i

Sentence, Trpsn prlsoners were. I}rm:gl
":)in w:}\nc- fied, at the 24 Sedsions of 1819 for Z
e 9 It appeared that the prosecutors and
E;%%:’rw cottom, ou the Gthol Bysac
' , the stoppﬁd

ter p .
Ath J“Apﬂ“dbt On

- ]nﬂ]gatgd their way home it i
the prison-'were sold, and whei el
ers nol 4p-ewo prisoners, wh dthe proseeutor
Eg“m’“ . drink, which, on balng refuaed they sep
fenders, . Sooa afier the prosecutors el those with th
and being to proceed on.
inastate were attackad ¥ ‘five men, aud severe

of chricty :
o i g SR DT 95‘33 ¢ with snme aﬁthe cotton, before

houleil for spme plce to get

erobbers cect-

't_\-.n?p ars immediate ymeuhqnesd uhelr names
dreir assistance ¥

Tl proseeu' mon the h

i, xtmd, ahd earrmd bt ;aume: i -_them lm
10, tllscretmn.xr} punisliment., 0 R i

| In refeering the case, the Judg aof Cmumt smteﬁ, at he sasvno rea~

| lsbivto ohject te the Pt g he was of opinion there could be little
doubt, but that the prisoners attacked the prosecutors on the high
road, and beat them scoerely, . He thevefore passed the preseribed
(sentence 3 bat at the sams time wwmmendu that the punishment
awarded aguipst them should be, mmgmt.d as they did not appear to
be old ptienders, and as from the circurastance of their having been
drinking just before they committed the act, they were probably in a
state ol iltoxication; avd not exactly aware of what tbf-v had done, a
circumstance which was r@nd&red the more probabla by theix having

o the third J udge to have padgsed a tinal sentetice it this ease, under |

nerto receive 25 stripes with &

_ i shopiwhere spirits
ere drinking, smovgst, the rest the

io 1 lefc the shop, .
their jouvney, . When they caae near a nullah, they,

g
seoiiiors, and the two per+

L



yam,
; Eprl'{ 17th.
Jrx |

Sivan's

cuse,

who, on

of oae Nyndrain

6 e

RESOUEE ¢+ whic

ﬁttﬁaum cons

mal, vict had

Pid- already

l&dé been s o
’ ‘h i3 E?m:ed._thla

4 S A rt. Tl

riEoner. went 1 - SErach #We?l;hnt

W fudy) Mg whom Nusidrsien kis evi-
i y __,iﬁh;ﬂ' of 'i!-'_i_.llﬂl!-‘!é wereﬁb« dence  was

vs, who then wade their eseape. | Before WollY oo

: prisoner admitted, that he setout with the gang, = " s

: r ‘house, or wourd any. person. 'The

ment of the, robbery and wounding,

Al . his wounds fourteen days afigr the

The night being dark, nooe of the persons wounded

! B DIEht DI ¢ 'Of the peraons |

were able to distinguish the leatures and persons of the ssswilants,

-, 56§8 

3L

witnesses subst
and proved




L 18200
Wbt

CJey
Siven's
case,

| two of the latw ofticers ‘of the Nizamut Adaw

CASES TN THE NIZAMUT  ADAWLOT.

- The prisoner’s confessions at the Thava and hefore the Magistrata
were provud by competeat witnesses to haye been quite voluntary.
The principal evidence ngainst the prisoner was that 'of the convict
Pudman, who depoted 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 1o his defence stgted, that he acco npanied Pudman and
the vest as far as the village -_'if}_--whiélr;-_the-'@:‘imf
finding that their intention was tq steal, he quitte

them, and return-
ed home, i X

The law officer of ‘the Clonrt of Civenit convieted the priconer, on i

his own' confession at the Thaua, of going armed at night into Nund-
ram’s bouse, together with Pudman aid the others, and of making
blow at Nundram with his sword, which wonnded Pudwmay, and of
being onk of a gang who, inan attempt to cammit theft, wounded
Ziorawuy in such a manner ds to cause his death, T
The Judge of Circuit fully concurred in this {Tu_zwa. The futwa of
_ ut convieted the pri-
soner of having, in company with others, entered a dwelling house by

‘night, with intent to swal, in prosecution of which design three per.-
"sons were wounded, one of whom died of his wounds Sotne days af-

terwards, and declared the suid prisoner linble to discretionary pus

- nishment by .dcoobut. | The Court of Nizamut Adawlut, (present W,

Leycester,) fully concarninig in the fuiwa of the law officers, sentenced
the prisoner to imprisonment in transportation ‘beyond sea for life,

‘The Court observed, thatthe eonvict Pudman, the associate of Jey

. Bingh in_the comwission of the above crime, and who was on the

desired that a 'similgr'ﬁmcti_c' '
veference 'to the sentence

- 80th of January 1819, sentenced by the Nizamut Adawlut to ime

prisooment in transportation for life, was admitted by the Judge of
Circhit as an evidence on oath in this case, | The Coirt adverted to
the strong grounds of objection sgainst admitting & person so tinted,
and so. situated with respect 1o, the prisoner; (by which was meant,
thatif they had been tried tbﬁ':zthéﬁ;._ﬂiéy ‘might equally well have
been made evidence aguinst gach other,) 1 become an evidence, and
actice wight not again be resorted 1o, With
ce 'to i 1ce passed ngainst Pudman on the 30th Janu-
ary 1819, the Court desired that the Court of ' Cirouit would call on
the | gentlemen who had been Magistrates or Neting Magistrates
since that time, to explain why they had not carried the sentence of
transportation into effect; as far ast belonged to them to do g0 ; viz.
by reporting to the Nizamut Adawlut that be was sentenced, which

- ‘appeared nhot to have been done, and which, by the 4th clavse of Sece

&io{: VIIL Regulation LIIL 1803, ought %o have been done without

o

¢ took place, but



18%!
odung Gth,
U M UsIun-~
._mm'l‘Bus~
i BM!\?E &

caae

e 94 Se&mens of]&i.‘}lf, fur VA srorann |

i harge of aving murdered her own enraged a
! gome frif-

il .Tmi&.;soner wab ;
Zillsh kergdnge,
‘child, it

] Inﬁ;rﬁmdonhmn' mo!‘l‘hwn Ba phiaul l:,"i“w‘iﬁf"
which led him to g € prisoner had been por fhius-

piade away with by

) : hepm mtha villa '_&fbh!rﬁu— band, mur=
'keu, where she reald ving

usoertained the spot in which the '1*’”“1‘:1?{‘1‘
nberre:l fm- ‘examination. by ]::utt]mg
e o ar L shortly afier ji throat
At t!abt;uenceof her having veceiv. with a

' lent v of irritation hed miirder- knife, and
ed her child, an;! lwu} LI ed mtiempted to put an end 10 her own ex- flen it
. [T his lattar aap.emqn was corroborated by the appearance of a {e,',’,w,,
wonnd recentlg inflicted on the throat of the (womn, | She shortly life. Seus

alterwardy muled ot in which :_tha mnyder wis committed tenced ca-
(0 patel of § ; ' , pirally,uot-
knife was .

fested by

: dge of
ok pr: wty.m g::c;:r;‘:::]
Lof the oeeurren ! i e Leing
ﬂicer, which decl ¢ e to al.lﬁ'm- in a siite
lently, L this futua the b mg, relensad the hug- of tempors
band of the prison ' arring her ease for the fival sentence ary m:uay.

Jofthe NUAL he expressed hxma;:lt as follows ;~
14 transmic the v g5 record oﬁedmml
L enit’s, of the mala ned in the ndrgm,tor ‘thip murdf.r, i
on the Lothof Oc ) dnughtm Mussammeant Tohfa,
a child aged fifteen ront wich a knife, while the
prisoner was suffering. of passion, in consequenca of
an alterention with her husband from some tr ifling cause. Fhave only 1o
add, that 1 lament ‘the ne essity of expressing m ¢ full concuarence
“in the law ofiicer's conviction of th ¢ prisoner ; but although i insanity of
xnind entinot be impited to the pirisoner, as Hie cuuse at the oment
of perpetratiog the dreacful deed; & motentary phretzy of the most
_extreviie violeuce previously agitating the prisoner; and ruising her ot
the tine aboyve all th raatmnts of reason; and the commion fears and
feelings  of bumanity, seems ‘proved from ' the circomsiance of
her attempting her own life after injiring the child.  Undér these -
circumstances, | beg to. recommend’ the prluoner to the mercy of
the (murt s it abject for some mitieation of' the usual awful
_sentence.”  But the pﬂwa of! the law officérs of tha N. A. finding
e pumner guilty of, mlful mmdm— aml cleclarmg I-en hallle o

EQ



1020, Kissus ; and the Court (i
Mussti~ no sufficient reasan
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Hépressed among the class T hieh'the prisoners belonged, numely,

“the concealiment of the deat fﬁ;gz;"sr_'m";in charge of valiable pro-

ety the Tidige referred Uie case for the final orders of the Nizamut

A dawluy, expressing a hope that the highest raeasure of punishrient
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| CASES 1N THE NIZAMUT ADAWL,

1820.  abaut 12) years old, and her brother did not think. that she could be
Jdvi Mus- more, but was nnable to specify herexact age,  The evidence of her
HEES e brother Jye Ram, tiod the cireumstunices of the case, left little doubt

respecting the truth of the fact.  However, near the close of the
‘proceedings, Juttee Ram, the prosecutor, prayed for penmission to
file i Razeenmma, andstated his entire forgivensss of the offence, his
sincere wish o torego his suit, ‘and his conseéquent absolute renunciv
v ation of all elainw upont tee prysaner. el S AL
| ‘Thelaw' othcer of the Circwt Court gave the following Jutwg.
*« Whereus the prosecutor hasdiled u Hazeenama, the prisoner is not

 liable 1o, Hinent,' BT e ot
(4 Question, | Supposing the prosecutor had mot filed a Bazeenama,
but had persisted in his guit, what fugwe would have been given @'
“dnmper. Apparently the prisoner Jye Munbee is nov move than

112 years ofage, and the sighs of maturity are nat perceptible in her,
. Her Motussit aad Youjdarry confessions (do not warrant the pre-
‘sumption that'she is in her non=age: huythe evidence of Jye Baw her
brother, superadided (o her conlessions, may be veckoned conclusive,
Bull the commission of the erime, as detmled i her two confessiong,
“does give rise 1o & doubt, as it seems unreasonable to suppose a person
of such tender years conld perpetrate so crnel an action, Legally the
swiktul act (Emud) of suel o perton s aceidental (Kluta.) | In this
*ease the prisotier Jye Miiinee is convioted of the crime of accidentul -
Ty cutsing off the penis of the prosécutor, and is liable to the pay-
~ament of Deent.” | The Cireuit fudye recammended the prisones for
- pavdon in constderation of ber tenderage, T T
e lasy officers | of the Nizamug Adawiut expressed their opinion
thuss o Whereas tie prisoner ye Mannee s in her nonvage ¢ thevafore
- her Mofussil and Faujdarry confessions, stating that she wilfully and
purposely eut off the prosecutor’s penis with a knife, eannot ninke
" 18 But from the aloresaid
_ yithe several witnesses  be:
the evidence of Jye Rani, the prisoner's bro-
2 prasecutor. after mutilation; having gone acs
nfbemation, and’ fownd im sitting by the
hihis elbthes’ covered with bl '-'vioE:,ht_'p;-_e;
e crigte of wilfully and purposely cutting off the pro-
| lsecutor’s penis rests oo the prisaner,  If then the vosecitor had not
' renounced his' claime on the prisoner, i /
atrong suspicion 10" Tazeer by imprisonmént or wise, at. the
diseretion of the Hukim ; butin the present case, (rom the prosecntor
giving forg, she is entiled to her discharge without imprison-
nient. b A i oy LR R ] Jran F i '. L !
Quastion.” (By My, () Smith,) ¢ Notwithstanding the prosecutor's
|1 Fhra, s the Hakim power to inflics Tazeer on the prisoner, by réason
- of 'her violation of the divine Inw, or for the sake of public example,
or apy other veason =7 il s A AR R P
dnswer,  * A minor does not ineur punishment by reason of ler
violation of the divine luw, or for the sake of public cxample, which
m fact amount to one and the same thing; and exclusive of divine

' he. prisoner Hable for | tie abo
| O L G i'h. it ! ) ATy

i b\
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| CASES N B NAMOLRUAROT.

POOR(N Doss

e
dnly Bheey 00
Pooruw |\
Doss’s /L
-l!'a‘.ﬂf-__ len

Primger | Tym prisoner. Poovan Doss, was charged with the rourder of his
condieted, nephew Teelook Dors, | The only evidence ngainst him was his con
s ‘;i” St fession before the Police Darogha, which was satisactorily praved to.

colely, of | liave been voluniarily given.  In that confession he stated, that having
 having kil- beet inforimed, in Cheit of the year preceding, by his wifo, that the des

tedbié ne- seased had times commttud adultery with Jier by force, whilst
phetes MO living in risoner's) house, and this civeumstance becorming
e o and 4 oan. nomed Mubadbun Mahtoon having

g::;::;lya ﬁcﬁf'fer'.ﬁh*??'-.?.ﬁ&,a?fez,.;.{inti' imparted to him that he had heard what
with fs - had passed, and nrged himar the same time to murder Teelook Doy, he
wife, S0 (the prisoncy sa:fthe country belonged to the English, and he could
seven years 10t d0.80 5 Whereupon Mubtoom replied, that 0o person would seek
imprison«  after Teelook (Doss. | 'That the prisoner bore this i nind, and 1
ment, &%, Maug following, meeting the deceused at thevillage of Cota, the lats
though 16 ter joined the prisoner ; When arriving in o jungle, towards the even-
s actwas i0gmthe prisoner siruck the deceased two blows with a Chobdust,
premedita- 05, the back of the neck, when the decensed fell dead, and the pri- -
{ted, yet the soner deagged away the body, and ghrew it ineol @ cavity, o 0
(means wsed | ‘Thig was the whole pfthe case, | T'be fulwa.of two of the lawy offi-
I’ﬁi"s??i’; eery of the Nizamut Adawlit conyicted the prisoner of u.g_f_tipbl_g hio-
~ with s mo- micide, and declared him isble o pay the Deeut ; convigtion of murs
derate sty dev being barved by the nature “of the weapon, which wag a small -
ok ardekyeluly o aeter v DRI OGRS TR RGN T
"m“:eﬁ‘hﬂ" Whe 4th Judge of the Coury of Nizamut Adawlut (S, T, Goad)
with e ' oxpressed himself of opinion, that though the et of the prisoner was
deceased - premeditated, Yt as his meeting with the deceased was accidentul,
was acci-  allowance should be made for uence. whi '_lealou_sly and
T

dental | ghame may have had bave: been
- have been a

decensed the two Blows w - suiele, whi g 1o have: |
| churree, or onie of siall dimensions ; and that unden the jieliwe of the
* aw ofticers, imprisonment for seven years would be an adequate pu.
-+ nishment,  The officiating Judge (C, Smith)) concurring in this
opinion,sentence wog passed accordingly, b e




ADTBRPISBUIDID,

To those who peruse the following Reports, it cannot fail to be
obvious, that much matter has beeu 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 of cases in crown law published in England. But a detail
of the particulars developed in the criminal trials of this country
cannot be regarded altogether as surplusage. According to Eu-
ropean notions, the motives which here instigate to the commis-
sion of offences are sometimes inadequate, and not always com-
prehensible; and any information calculated to familiarize the
Judge with the ideas and springs of 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 volyme of
these Reports, that the sentences of the Nizamut Adawlut are
drawn out and issued in the English language. It is a subject of
regret to me, that the multifarious and incessant avocations of
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 of remark appeared clearly 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 of the re-
corded opinions. My chief object was fidelity, and I have for
the most part scrupulously adhered to the letter as well as to the
substance of the record.

In all cases in which the Courts of 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



ADVERTISEMENT.

their opinion on the merits of the case. This duty has, in the
generality of instnces, been performed with so much judgment
and accuracy, as to lessen very materially the labour of the re-
porter. A minute examination of the Persian record of the trial
I have found necessary but in few instances; and in many, the
statement of the case, as furnished by the Judge of Circuit, prov-
ed to be as ample and accurate a report as 1 could have pre=
pared, : s '

I



JUDGES

COURT OF NIZAMUT ADAWLUT,

PRESENT
Duving 1He period of these Repovis,
s 3t O
In 1820.

Jonx Fenpars, Chief Judge, appointed to Council in May.

8ir J. E. Coresrooks, Bart, Chief Judge, appointed 20th May.

Witriam Leversrer, Chief Judge, appointed 8th of December.

Witriane Epwaro Regs, absent from 14th July.

Sanven Tromas Gosn.

Countney Smrrw, officiating Judge, from 25th February, (Second Judge,
8th December.)

Wistian Doriw, officiating Judge, from 8th December.

In 1821,

Witniam Levceesrer, Chief Judge.
CovrTNEY SmirH.
Savuen Taomas Goan,
Joun Snakesrear, appointed 27th February.
Wisiam Doni, officiating Judge.

o In 1822,
Wintian Leveogsrer, Chief Judge.
Covnryey Syira.
Samver Taomas Goap, (absent for two months, from 18th January,)
Jonn BHAKESPEAR.
Wisriam Dorin, officiating Judge.
Crarves Eruror, officiating Judge, from 18th January, (officiated two

months. )
In 1823.

Wi Levorsrer, Chief Judge, (absent from December,)
CovrTNey SMica. 1
Jonn SHAKESPEAR.
Wisriam Dogrin, appointed 4th Judge, 30th January, (absent from 9th Oct.)
Joux Herserr Haninarow, officiating Judge, from 30th October, A
Winnian Byan Magriy, appointed 27th of February,
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JUDGES OF THE COURT OF NIZAMUT ADAWLUT.

In 1824,
Joun Hesprrr Harineron, officiated as Chief Judge, from f5sh of February.
CourTney Smiry, :
Joun Busrrseear, (absent from October,)
WirLiam Byas MarTin, |
Jonn Anmury, officiating Judge, from 5th February, (absent from Sept.)
Curaserr Taornmint Seavy, officiating Judge, from 6th of December.

; In 1825.

Covrrney Smrrw, officiating Chief Judge, 28th April.
Wirtran Bvait Martin. '
Courusert ToorNminy Seany, appointed 28th July. '
H. Snpxeseear, officiating Judge, 3d February, appointed 26th of August.
A. Ross, officiating Judge, 26th August : appointed Sth December,

. - In 1826, :
WirLiam LEVCESTER,
GourrNey SMITH,
Curusent THORNHILL SEALY,
Winrian Dorin,
A, Ross,
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1 Tax prisener it
. sim_is-di_PIS?ﬁ for wbad, |

lows.  Mussummmant Liiea [the sister of the prisoner, had Boets missing
i aome':da_{'a, when a conversation held by the prisoner and his relations,

during the night tinie, was rhiear : !
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ey hod mot seex Mussh, Tijea for four daysy fiivt b

and that in consequence of having heen beaten shahad vun off, Bt suificientto
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one Ramkishoa' and  hig wifo, that four. lags had elapsed sioce Tijea
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fiour which she h@d'bm,ugh_t_ with ber, a_mf ate it, In the eyening, her

rén and Hurreesingha came and took her away. | This
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his confession at the Thana was fully su hstantiated by three credible.
witnesses, . Kiamoodeeny and Poorun Mull, who accompanied thie
Thanadar to the well, ‘distingtly ‘deposed that the prisoner ‘pointed
“out, to the Thanadar the spot where the bidy, was concealed.
The laiw oficer uf the Court of Circuit declared the prisoner cone
vicied of Kutli wmd, or wil ful murder, in which sentenve the Judge
conenrred, thii | |
opinion, that he as. not aware of any eircumstance ithat could be
urged in mitigation. if the punishment, . The futira of the law offi=

cers of the Nizamur Adaw it wasito the samne effect 5 hut the Coust,
on weighing the proceedings, deemed it necessary to order further in-
vestigation ; and the case wis, therefore, returned with the followving
observations and ovders. o PR e Ml
“ 'Phe Gourt obserye, that the issue of this trinl depends éntivelyion
the statements of the prisoner. These statgments are wo 3 first, thas
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t appedr-

alll siz

cuie much evidence o t _
ter of the fortuer, and the Jiutle that was obtained was of 4 very 1insis
tisfactory natire, Fhe tostimony of' &l erson hamed Kashee repard-
ing the deranged state of the deceased’s mind wes, in the opinion of
the Judee of Cireuit, who held the further progeedings, entitled to no
credit, ﬁom the very imperfect and confused ideas which be appear-
ed to have on the subject,  After due consideration of the whole.of
the proceedings connected with the
maut, Adawhie (8, Ty Goud) recorde
tirpma, [T N

“'his opinion in the following

any &

{1820, ¢

hat ) Huree
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on, that he would escape
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o the diaposition, condict, and general charac~

ialy the 4th Judge of the Niza«

 Tn this ease it is proved, by the evidence of Omaida, that he heard
Mussummant Rumeea, the prisoner’s mother, aceuse thet prisoner of

having murderedher dsughter, and ask himwhy he had done sz in re-
ét_tpr.sﬂi{:} hiat shonld be
‘giver by Om oy
gpﬁfﬂﬁﬁi}ﬁe.
by the Daro
ghe to o well, whi
{thete. the prisone

ih, hie acknowledged
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but upon befug told
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. confession of the murder of his sister, whenhis confession was xe-

e T i alio progee
.deceased, came to hi
away with the prison

. of the deveased. Th
on which the

ouge, antl afterstaying there some thne, went

evidence, hiowever, does not prove that the diy
{ d went gway with her brother, was the day on

wwhich she met lier death. | 'Theé confession of the prisoner before the
. Magistrate is, that the deceased cut hex own throat, ﬁ;_i:di_ﬁ:ﬁt-ha‘-thfe'w
the body into a well, and concealed what be had done, I

the truth, it is in my opinion inconceivable that the prisoner, when
desired by the Dirogha not to fear but to speak the trith, should

by the evidenee of Ramkisbni, that Tijea:,“ the

1, 8ince which the witnessknows hot whatbecanie

o Jf this were

have said any thing more than this, huck less” that le should, hate

repeated his confession of the murder, when he poiniéd out the body

at the well. | Lagree in the futwa of the law officers, and thinf; thig

“the prsoner shoul nced to sullerde :
: _fju%‘;w;ﬁa\ié'b 1 examined, but she cotld nog befoend.™ "

"he opinion of the 24 Jndge (C. Sinith) was ta the following purs
! no:t. N R i S A ] LA e R II"".- _\_, L ]

d be sentenced to sufter death. MussumgdutHumeea
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B0 - f,u,E:ee with the 4th Judge,as to theproofof the murder, the con-
< HORERS fossge  Deing -pqnférﬁqur'c.sdm{bﬂfacgd'hy"tha circimstances, and there
Sinena's potug o sufficient evidence in _!jfi%r--'gpimon-_.'t_o.'egmb']ish that the pri-
i | [soner was either terrified or inveigled idto yvaking it +still it does nog
_appear to have been a murdér of revenge ._qr.-_magce. e motive is
‘expréssed in the words overheard by Omaida, the fist witness
e S pussage ‘Teceiven confir-
mation from the deposition of Kashee, examived in’ the second en~
quiry by Mr. Perry, . I think, therefore, that the sentence of death
sshould be commuted for one of imprisonment for Tife in the Fur-
o ruckabad jail.” The prisoner was ultimately sentenced as suggested
by the 2d Judge, the 4th Judge consenting to rewit the capital pu-
Caishment, RN B R et el e

CASES IN THE NIZAMUT ADAWLUT,

1820. AR Wi GOVERNMENT, |/
Aug, lath, Vb B E rraliae e
Ranscur e sl it bl ' RAMKUNHAL |
HaAL'S case, ik i R R e e AR I
FOB T DT ._Q?la_;glgﬁ-rf‘ugcgnﬁ.: i i
Toantedate . Tue prisorier was charged with forgery, and his trial cathe on at
and posts | the 18t Bessions of 1821, for Zillah Backerpunge. 010 0
g:re deeds’  TThe case was a simple one ; but a difference of opinion between the
common  Judge of Gircuit and his law officer, oceasioned its being referred to
practice a- the, Nizamut Adawlut. | The prisoner’s father got a Talookdaree
mong the - Pottah of some Jand, from the person who had purchased a default-
nitives, the er's estate at the public suction. The property having been subge-
E:t“:i“m‘i quently conveyed by private sale to another individual, the latter
this fact to Wished to oust the possessor. -'I‘bafpnsnnmj; ingtituted a suit, and
be evi-  produced the title ‘deed, s?pos_ed_ to. be forged, for which he wag
dence of committed for trial. | The deed was dated 25th Assin, 1218, or
forgery.  9th Oatober 1506, and the paper on which it was written, was sold
on the 27th Sawun 1214, or 10th August 1807, ' 100
 The prisoncr denied the forging the paper; stated ‘that he did ot
know it was forged, and he produced it i evidence through perfect
ignorance, as his Gomashta or agent  (who, it i3 to be observed, was
then dead) had placed it mpq,ngst- his Zemindaree papers, and that
he himself congidered it a valid deed. kT it :
. The law officer of the Court of Circuit acquitted the prisoner, on
the ground, first, that it was possible the stamp vender might have
written 1807 by mistake, instead of 1806 ; seé(».udl{, thatthe prisonar
was ot of age when the deed was written ; ‘and thirdly, that, when
.of age, he probably did not know that it/ was a forged deed, or
would not have produced it ic Court.  Ta referring the case for the
fivel judgment of the Nizamut Adawlut, the Judge of Circuit ex-
pressed his opinion of its merits in the following terms, I do
not consider the defence entitled to belief ; indecd ¥ suspect tha




 ADAWLUT i

prisotier knew g much of the real puture { the deed ag his Gomashta _ 1820,
did; avall events, Teannot deem his Jea sufficient, as he ought to Ramkun-
have been assured of its validity before b veritured 1o produce gny HAL'E case,
deed in Cowrty 1 éam_iu‘i;_a'd"xp“i}:}.h"jﬁ'rcq}abi}itg;.effﬁhe‘-_génﬁer having |

‘mde ‘a mistake s but if it does not appest that the prisoner forged the
‘deed, that o o '

irpumstance might Te. considered in witigation of pus

nishment. | /T do not suppose that, the prisoner would have produced
the deed in Coiirt, had hisknowledge of English shewn himt how Gasi-

Vi ?‘ the forgery might b detected : “the authentication of stamps in
‘fact, and endorsement of the date of sale, are. the rocks upon which

these offendérs are usuilly east, and is'the best evidence'of guilt, in

“eases otherwise ‘ditficute of proef i G U b
. On i consideration of the proceedings of the case,

: _ _ ¢ officiating
_"Fudge of the Nizamut Adawlut, (C. Simith,) recorded his apinion to
[ the following effect. «'T'he prisoner is npw not. eightéén,_ and at the
date of the deed said to be forged must haye been four'or Ave years of
age. ' No forgery whatever is proved, in my opinion; that the English
date correspondin _t,'p-t}ae_,Bgngai"dagﬁ.-'m'_.n_ia'uy'm'_(mi_;lis-prior to the
date of the sale of .gh_é-:s_tstmp& paper, not necessarily making it & for=
‘gery. To antedate and post date papers is very comon among the
matives, without any fratdulent purpose.  Both the Circuit and our
futwe coneur in acquitting the prisoner. I differ with the Judge of
“Circuit, and am of’ oi;iin-idgl;hat the prisoner should be Tmmediately
i Ll o A AT _
The fourth Judge, (5."
the prisoner was acquiite

", Goad,) c'omi:nfr.iy’;g'{ih- the-:abﬁve'épiuion,

| BHOLANATH and Others, |

h Tl ois i ! ! i ik L1830,

it Rt R R AR vemc o
. CHAND HOLDAR and Others. o e
0T Chasgor-Moswr. |1 o

AT TGRS R bR A Sidee T s A othiers.
Ar the 1st Sessions of 1820, for Zillah ' Hooghly, Chand Holdar, 1t is ireo-
Petumber Bunnorjes, Kumul Doss, and Goohee Moositlmans were gular nog
* arraigned for the murder of Mugsuroniant Beehun. | It appeared io to hear
evidence, that: for nearly twenty years the decensed had cotiabited :“’;":f";“‘
with Chand Holdar, whom she left o years previous to her death, e ofin o
in cons_ecluenéé’ of his'_liav'mg strnck lier, and afterwards connected on' the 5
herself with Ramehand Karar, (who was the principal witness for gronnd
the prosecution,) on which aceount her son Petumber had frequently g}"‘ they
quarrelled with her, and at one time threatened to hang himself, in “1‘:,‘;‘?“?““
consequence of the disgrace which herself anid family bad incurred heurd for
by her connecting herself with a man of an inférior caste, ! On the the proses
evening previous to the murder beini-eummitted, Chand Holdar, cution.
Petumber, Bunnorjea, and Bishennauth were seen by Ramchand
Karar consulting together near the house of the decensed.  Accord-
. ing to his statement, Petumber came home at shont ten o'clock on
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DR appeared that ¢ ;.'gmacmer ; on being rquast_;nned-mgs to
| what witnesses he was desiro vh replied
by natning’ two individials who had. already been i sup-
port. of the prosecution, avd ‘that the Judga fused to

\ had an opportunicy

mut Aﬁlawhlt

sumiion thiem, assigning as #reason, that Fut)‘f lrad already beelt gx-
amined, meaning: tEareby probably, that the' prisoner had already
n relagive to any facts. hi
25 but the Conrt of Niza-
'd,} nouced for

it questio

might have: wmhed to
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‘the dentand, Maglétrate, he attribidtes S8
: b'ﬂ“‘ <1eath of the . AV the law ofitecrs of the queatt
-Nizamut A‘d&«fut convitt i rismic-r of wilfnl mmdar, and declare) staind 1t
iable to i andd Lagro "mth thers, hecriuse the stoy told By fore the
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- improbable and ineredible, and i

the Darogha is consistent with' the fact o haye
rough the body of the deceased. The bren accis
o?mnrterl th? et 23;15.“:38::?}1
the, provoention given by the! rlem R
hie pt' qﬁner shouid be %:zntenged to rmpﬁ- ';,;‘:‘ff,ﬁf,,
Usonment for hifel ' higing nigst
‘The officiating ge. (. Smtth} tuok ' dlfferent wew of‘ t}m case, favourable
‘exprosding himsclf in' these terms,  “The Jutwa of | the " Circuiy, 10 the pri-
“law officer 38 A uti 7 khuta. The Judge of Ciceuit might have dis- i
posed of The case without. mferehce, wnder Section 1L Regtiation V.
17975 and dld ot refer it bemuse ‘e thought his power not sufﬁ«
ciént to infliet an adequate punisiiment,but beeavse, concurring fnthe
Futwa of acgidental hul‘ulclda, he thought tha prisoner dﬁsewmg of
"o pumshment‘ avall.
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etant 1o _xqg_eta_;uch a

3820 Byl
; and this ease up-

Heewiv reference with o
CHEITH S imeara 1o e to )
PR ¥ canng s and there being no
' of the prisoner (the unfarour-
wheére confessions are always
e Cirendt Cfiﬁgyfs nmaxiom of

‘suspicious,) I deem it ;m 10 lean

- erediting the wkhefoslkaulyne, that i, the yorable of two
: contfﬂdﬁ:mry.aﬁhp ! ak | Circuit right in his
at the d v ut punighment,’’ |

Judge, Mr. o, expresed his opinion as follows.
Vs Tagree with the ap x§e 1n sentencing the prisoner to perpes
wal imprisonment. § do nat. think the counse of justice shonld be ar-

| rested, bec: : Cirenit Judge agreed in a yuhca manifestly cons
tradictory udan law, and against ‘the priveiple on

i daily acting. " The
sonient for life.

new wis ag-

T8
Bept, dthy o, il
Caseof! sillinich
ATTABOOS T

DEEN e 3 ¥

and others, iy L) AL I e TN D s
Joacaseof | A gang of Dacoits, armed with lathess and ewords, attacked and
four pri-  plundered, on the night of the 27th Octobe, the house' of the pro-
Sinerd i sedutors, Rumchunder and Kishnanund, in the village of Bamwn
it D Danga, Purguonn Lushkurpore, the former of whom. tas robbed of
: 0 ropees, latter of property to the
second . manount, of 150 vupees. | On the same night, another Person named
Juibge ot Knmul Sirear was also robbed by th Ducoits, of property amounting
nequittal of 1 value to 46 rupees; no part of which beig recovered; he did not
- 5 were trnied at the 2d Ses- _

coity, the | property to the amount of 40 fpees, -nmﬂ_::l:.hf'e

three, and appear in the prosecution,  ‘The prisoness
the convie~ siams of 1819, for Zillah Rajeshah (i I et oAl o 1
few hours after the ocenrrence

tion uf-orif; . A litde before duybreal, and n fuy i :
Sude,tor Of the Ducoity, Koranoo, Chiowkesdue at the Fakreea Kuleo, silk
the convie- Taanufactory, (which plice is but three piiled from the village inwhich
tion of ill; the Dacoity was c:gmmit_ted,g_'qlaserv.redi_fuur. men traveiling in a suspi-
aud the of- cigus manver, each of whom carried 4 bundle s and, with the
'?"’"‘"“F; “assistance of sonie of the inhabitantyof the village, who! sppeared
udge dif- P f - ' i y R AN 4 aal
fering from 88 Witnesses on . the trial, seized the prisoner Attiboodeen, The
Both s other three men thréw down their bundles, and fled 3 and they were
colleagnes, not af the time recogoized. . They were subsequently, however,
:ﬁ’;‘:g{fﬁ[ﬁ apprehended on the information of Artaboodeen, who named them
inig,fu.l,-cc,' as his associates. . On fridl, the prisoner Attaboodeen aseerted
eod the in his defence, thut when he was seized, he had no bundle in
. conviction his haod : that he did not know where the witnesses found the
of one as property : that it beipg the time of the Mokurrum, heand the




other three prisoners were proceeding to a village called Baga, to 1820,
read the murseea, and hud arrived near the silk manufactory, when "Uuse of
Koritioo Chowkeedar and some other psrsons ssized hin, '
Bawool, and Moocheah set up the same kind of defence,
that on the night on which the Ducoity ocetsred at the prosecutor's AN
honse;’ th ey swppali in_ their way to the.ﬁll ﬁgé' ; oanga, At tll@"hgﬁ'se receiver
~of a man named Kepdo, during the whole of that night : and after ¢ ca g
performing ‘their: devotions at that pluce, iitheir way back to their ed nnder
homes, they heard of Astaboudeen's apprebension: | None of the pris tho sig-
soners were, howeyer, abig to establish any of the circumstances uls Bature of
ledged in their defence.. _'Phé=-§a;0§;rtjr_fqur;¢l on the prisoner Atta«:f,‘:l‘ff"':gﬂ
boodeen, and that in the bundles of his associates,who a}i;trb'qgled;_wcre b sevoral
rec::%:dzed by the prosecutors, as being part of the property of which prirovers,
(_he}'- adbaen hmdel'ed.. s bkt CONOrmitr
The law officer of the Court of Gircuit, in lils /ulwa, declared the P12 10 e
four prisoners convieted of Dacoity anMngpgalgump;ion,,ﬁ;xd*iiab_let& ol,--,ﬁ:‘,‘i :
Tuzeer i shudeed; concurving wiilh.wbiﬁh-ﬁymion', thie Judge of Cireuit,
passed the sentence preseribed for that offence by Regulation VIIL of
1808, nmmely, 89 stripés of & Corah, and imprisonment in transporta~
tion for life. The futwa of the law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut
also convieted the prisoners of the same offunce.  The second Judge
of the Court (W, Leycester) iwas of opinion, that Attaboodeen should
be convicted, but doubted whether there was snfiicient evidenee fo
touch the other prisoners implicated by hina. Though they said,
in their defence, that they weve in company with Attaboodeen, yet
they did not acknowledge dny property having been thrown down by
or found upon them, th "o which convieted Attabogdeen, nor
did they acknow c whateyer, | He did not. think their

stutements entitled the Co ﬁ_t_:_lﬁeqi_dédl L that these three persons ' b
‘were: conveying away property, which ad obtained by Dacoity,

and that tiey, throwing it dotwh, ¥an away on being aitacked by the
Chowkeedars 5 and he was of o inion, therefore, that they should be
acquitted for want of evidence, The fourth Judge (8. T Goad) differed
from the 2d Judge, andl concurred with the law officers in the con-
yiction of the four prisovers, Ataboodeen, Durgahy, Buwool, and
Moocheeal, and declared his opinion, that the zentence passed on
them by the Judge of Uircuit should be confirmed. et

The officiating Judge (C. Snith) expressed his opinion in the fol-
lowing tepimd e TG et | :

"4 ] conenr withthe 2d Judge, as to the unsatisfactory nature of the
evidence against Durgahy, Moccheeah, and Bawool, andam of opinion
that thayasﬁwui_d_bg-;lcqui'tted.-'{md released, With regard to Atta-
boodeen, I difier hoth from the 2d and dth Judge. 1 think there,
is no evidence whatever of his being sctually present and a perpe-
trator, | The single fact established is, that he was stopped. 1§ coss
from the village where the robbery was commitied, with part of the
plundered property « that under the cireuinstances, there is a strong
presumyition of his having received that property, knowing it to be
plundered, T bold 1o be clear; and for this offence T would sentevce
hit, (lie is 90 years of age,) to seven years imprisoxunent, with kabour,

. d ;

" Durgahy, Arrasoos
’P}]'ﬂ)@ g_t_ated_;, DREN sf_xd,‘ :

only. Sen- |

IJ
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)y hdep_ thea’e mrcmnsmncas, the sene

[ ) izamut Ady sued in the manper following,

A""“"?“" ng duly considered the proceedings held on the

‘”;:‘fe:: trial of x‘\mhmdeen and others, charged with Ducoity, and the futwe
j (:t their Iaw officers on the suid trial, pass the following sentence,

L Phe futa oftwo of the law uficers of ¢'Nizumut Adawlut, con-
wiets the prissher Attaboodeen, on strong presumption, of Dacmry,'
| and dec’lare\; him liable 't0. thﬁcntlmmrv tmprisonment by «coobut.

e se Judges of the' Nigamut Adawlut concur in
boodeen, and contigis the sentence of thiry-
ovab, and imprisonment in transpormuon with
¢ iﬂx Ilfe, pﬂaaed apon. him by t}ae m"hcmtmg

el cmas"'x mimzmv*r mmrwr

i Judge of Cirot -
(% The second and afﬁmati F Judges of the: ijmm mlaw}ut o,
' -.bmng satisﬂed with the proof adduced agmpst (thie prisoners Dir-
| Bawool, and Moocheah, do not deem it proper to sentence
o suffer any _ptmiahmem inder the ﬁztws of t,hecu- iuw o:ﬁcers.

and direct that m’y be ﬁninedmml) released. GanE

TGl uoomopawmw CAWOBA

CRUBE VR, W airainak :

T et T RAMSOONBUR aod, othem._,

: m?::;?s-'.' Chnrge—-Anumnny, SEDWTION, and Conmvmcs rnnnssr
and others.

yihe | THE pmmers were ivied at the Suburbu of Galeutta monthly @e&-
Mmh“m, sions for July 1820 The object of the Judge of Circuir in making
madan eri- the reference was fully detalled in’thie following letter, I beg you

ol Taw, w;l! laybefuré thie Conrt the tridl, oondur, Mussumniant Gose,
bt urnath, and, Nurburee, charg the Magibtmmscalendnr @3
iy R foﬁuwu Rhmgqom!ut {for seducing uusummwt Goce, knowiag her
terersare  to be the wifs of the prosecutor, ﬁ{ seomumant Goce for eloping from
fumellﬂlﬂe her hasband’s house, and for co i 'ng'-'-adultaty with Ramsoondar,

Ry Jugurnathand Nurburree for connivavee, dhd sheltering Ramsoonduy
5 Musstmumaut Goee in their bouses,  The futwa of the law offi-

(-e: -has convicted the tyhole of the prisoners of the respective offences
Yaid to their charge, and declared thern ali liable to dw{wnﬁnar\ pu-
nishinent. by Tazeer, 1object to this finding,  There is no doubt
whatever that Mussummant Goee quitted her hushand's honse, and
“lived fur some day,a in adultery with Ramsuondur, (though thereis no
roof of seduction, and the female prisoner states chat she quitted
_'ger hisbund's house in a moment of anger, created by the ill-treat-
‘ment she received from himy,) for they both confessed as ‘much before
the officers of the Magistmte,  Bub [ object to the legality of the

| confessions thuuselves, a8 it nppears they were made by the prison=
cers, and taken i the dufter Ichanah of the Magistrate's office by
“the native officers, and durivg the absonce of the Magistrate, Even




the whole of the subsenbmg wmnessas 1
peario have been, present, dur:mg 1l
fessions were making. || :
July, and on the 8th of the' m'ntb t
been brovght hefore the Magistrate, and did,
confessions, " aduit’ that be Hml ade t!
- under bis own hand a
an before hin
: mrmm‘amn@e. tizm ti:e
aware of any Regulati
take contessions; | am of
dence, and that the Conrt&
denee only - It is C:].f:ﬂ!-
peive the fﬂm forrﬁa-, [
tions have nof, to my _
fence, and pumqhah!e it Cot ppindeed b
I feel mayself p:eelude 1 'cmg‘thi;ft:,i.'tp: -.Pqpi_
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§ \'éere m!untan{y
9 mher-- !

0 be distinetly understood,,

i -'-upon s;wh ew« i
n_ Nurhuteee did res 1
; but as the Regnlae)
m.lum;w bn' v ok«‘ .

DUR
qmi uth#ts‘

ﬂtrﬁtﬁ A

if their confessions. Wem not liable to the same objert.ana ! mmer' i
b i)

of the former two prisoners,
that this reference 14 not made o

expose the mode of conducting

business in the Magisteate!s. office, 0Fto eall dobn upon the M ‘H. i

trate the consure or displeasure. of the superior Cours,  The 3

gistrate of the Suburbs tust have o gr

deal of buginess o' mns- -

ACLY md&gd A enn fane t'l\mff he w 80 mﬁup.let&lg overahelmed with )
a,r

ces he

the duties  attac

. arises prmca;;a.liy frony
 preside’ over those  Co
pre&ent instabee may b
ness and propriety; still the confidence given 1o their masters canngt
bé transterred to them, from press of other business, or from what~
BYEL rrtlmr pange egroutid of the commitment in this case appesrs
to me to be faulty fective 3 an

guilt of :heE mners, I think. thcy are entitled o claim the beaefit.
01 Tegal disabili

uldﬁ. 45 not to find', |
mk pnsaner ; bqt, ;{'-

o ducted l:’hmr epqmrle& w»th everj fmr— i

dalthough I am satisfied of the

ities of this nature. T am, th@"gium, of opinion that'

they Otlﬁht to'be released. The decision of the suporwr Court in this/

case will determiive two poiiits of considerahile importance.  First,

whether confessions made! before native Omiah can injure thosemale-

ing them, * Secondly, whether giving honse raonx to adulterers is-

considered an offence, and liable to punwbmem. The datermination.
of the first question will be a ‘rule of condact to the lower Courts,
The determnation of the second question, ifitbe decided to Ve an:

offence, atd punighable by our Courts; will without doubt be prowul~
gated in the shape of B chulaimu for the mfonna twn of the comth s

nity atlarge)!

The futwa of the Iaw officers of the Nizamut ‘Adawlut convicted
all the prisoners-but Nurhrree of the acts laid to their charge, with

a2



CASES IN THE NIZAMUT ADAWLUT. ©
art of the Accusation which related to seduc-
“the cose, the fourth Judge, (8. I\ Goad,) re-
following effect. ¢ I apy of opinion that the
¢ couvicted upon the confessions made by
Omlai, on the 6th of July, and repeated

1820, the exeeption to that |
“Casgof tion. O the meri
Famsoon- aarded his opinion o th
prisonérs caiingt legally
them before the Foujdaree Omlan,
| 'before the Magistrate on’ the 8th, and that the Magistrate should
ibe censured for allowiug s Foujdaree officers to take writien con- -
fessions, and for certifying on the face of those depositions that they
were given before himi (the Magistrate) on the 8th, whereas in point -
‘of fact they Had been previously written down by the Omlah on the
0 6th, (as the originals themselves prove,) and thas the Mogistrate
1 should be strietly prohibited from ,ﬂﬁ@virin% similar magisterial acts
10 be performed by his officers i fitare.  Tudependent of these con«
fessions, there 1s no evidence warranting the eonvietion of the prison-
lers. | Musst, Goee' besides appears to be an unchaste’ woran, and
to have eloped twice before ; so thatthe crime of seduction cannot be
| proved agninst Ramsaondur, andthe cominission'of adultery with such
a woman is hardly any thing more thauao act of immorality, 1there-
fore! think the prisoner ought to be acquitted and released, ag! well
as Nurhutree, who is acquitted by the futwa.” Butthe officiating
Judge (C. Smith) differed from bis colleague, relative to the mode
Jin wwhich the confessions were taken, as will be seen from the
following memorandum of his opinion. ¢ T sgree entirely ag to
‘the acqittal and release of all the prisoners, | As to the confessions,
the Mugistrate’s aftestation of the Bth of July, clearly weans no
more than that op that (dite the prisohers ackoowledged before
him' the econfessions made on the 6th.  The case inwhich this
course has been putsued s of no great consequence; and the
sae course i8, Fam persuaded, followed in almost every district
of | the country, in cases of infinitely areater woment; vay; I dm
eonvineed | that our' rec:)i-da;"awmlftly %gew ‘innumerable eases  of
sentence of death and of transportagion for fife passed upon eon~
fossions taken in' no other maniley « necessitas quod cogit defendit.
"Fhe press of business is sich, that the Magmtr&ma'tcmﬂd not pet on
withoutit ;~~and if confessions talen at the Thava, in spite of denial
before the Magistrate, are relied on, why ate we to be more serupulous
s to confessions taken at the sudderstation by the Magistrate's Om~
Auky and afterwards confirmed before t_hé,.M'ag‘f&tmw, especially in
“eases of misdemeanor such as this 3 T thinkit, on the whale, 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 irvegulir; but no other Judgeé being present in Court'at
the time, he delérred that part of the ease for futre consideration,
in order that the accused might be immedintely liberated: The usual
sentelice of agquittal was issued accordingly, /7 PR

i ;
and pthers,




=7 GASES IN THE/NIZAMUT ADAWLUT. | 0
NEELKAUNT: RNl .__lﬁ'i......

NS R A RN ey
MUSSUMMAUT NUNHYA. b ek

ik AR S S AU RIN N

il th‘-.gem,éa_s_qm‘. i i HYAS case..

| Tae ;_],a_t-iac_&ne';-_'l;\mnhva was' at the 2d Bessions of I;:Sw.:fur_-Zilhs!i'T,m s
| ngnww,'_char’gﬁd-m | having » fnliy set fire to, and theveby de- sitions of
su-u;‘e'd' the thatched roof .Iq!’..a.‘h__ i, Sitia ciiix.’ the cantonment at that twe private
station, and belonging to Neel aunt, a private in'the L4th Regiruent individoals
Nt Yoty 0 QIR GG B 0IE G ) G e
"Phe injury sustained by the said Neel Kannt, did 1ot fora part of made be-
the original design of the defendant : but, & .t:lgh-l'ix_::l_:giilenlml} i wis foreappres
the result of a mxalicions uct, aud: of course could nat subtract fron hension, &
the eriminality of the pr_lstmef'_s_ eonduot, which, 1o such u place, might noft vedue.
g s L R T R S R e R ed o writs
have veeasiongd very ux&qnawg_mmc,hmt_.,-_ The Judge of Uirewit ve- jup, of 4
presented, that he was ‘induced to bring chis case to the norice of gir) eleven
the Nizamut Adawlint, Bot. ou account of the crithe itself, bat with yeurs o
veference to the .dé;];mc-g,nd ‘nature of the proofon which the aecused 8% held
SRR R T o sufligient
ty. . Fhis evidence conststed | solely and stmply roy hoy

had been found gl _ _ _
of the  prisoncr’s unconstrained and yoluntary confession, which conyietion
wras not tormally taken, and duly recorded and attested dn the pre- by the
sence of any oug of the constituted authorities of ‘Goveriment, but Maohun-
Anade in a verbul manner to two persons, (whose veracity there, could 1‘:;‘1““'31".‘;?
be 1o renson to doube,) wholly uncenpected with t.hefa’.udic_ial @8EAS ot i i

i 3 i i L (o Ak : /! )"l.l(i
Plishaents, and antecedently to 1)

op'y Liaving been taken inta Nigint

wustody. | G | Adailat,
1 The furea Citenit, by doclaring $Specitly -
e brisoner, s ‘had pronounced it to be Tt FIE
1esal and suificient evider _ “exprossed his opi- vonder’
o : it et e it tender
nion, in referring the officer had taken a coreect years of the

view of the meani ¢ Moohummuidan law : but he prisonecs

added, as tht interpretation was 80 digeotly At variance with fulwas
swhich he had seon delivered “native tawyers on similar aos
sions, and as, morecye:  the Goveniment did nor enter

into ang specif detail on the subject, he felt desirous of ubtaining,
ws & rule fot his guidance,. the determination of the Nizamut
Adawlut ow & point, regardiog whiclt' there appeared to exist amony
‘the Jaw officers so groat 4 conflict of sentiment. ** The final sentence
passed by the  Nizamut Adawiut fo this case, (present W, Leycester
and 8, T, Goad)) was in the following terms, © 'Ihe fulwa of twoiof
the law officerss of the Nizamut cotivicts the “prisotier, a gixl 11 years '
of gge,nf-Apon,lgqu declires her liable to discretionary punistient by
Tazeer,  The Court, observing that the prisoner’s convickion rests
golely on the deposition of two witnessds, who state that she mude a
confession of the crime hetore them, and further adverting to the.
tender years of the prisoner, are led to mistrudt the truth of the cotin
fegsion made by her, and direct that ghe be immediately released.”

et st s T
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Sepl. Mdth,
Caseof |
PrEREEAN e T T LR A
 andothées, | Ly Chirge~Munpes and Tazer,

. peionerd | The trial of the prisoner Peerkhan and his associates Ram~
convieted . deen and Musst, Orada, ¢ame on at the 2d sessions of 1820 for Zil-
of theit,and Jah Furruckabad, ‘The’ indictment included two separate connts,
! -nf'hu_\t‘n_:g ml.me'ly,w'-'% g R S it} g
L e WA jat. Stealing a cart and bullooks, value 100 Rupees, the property
womdan to. of the prosecutor Ameer Adi. . And,y g ieie e
whom the | Gl r!.-‘Me“-r;_Sus'},iglgn._;r_j_f‘:;;mi;_-de;i-ng Tejoo, the prosecutor's wifs,
prowents - and taking from her sundry jewels, und other property, value about
unﬁderbcir: 5{1[}'3!.:9_5;@.5_, R TR A
eumseances - The proseciitor was a native of Puttehgurh ; hut, in following the
exciting a | oceupation of abaket, a;t,tmqha'c_l_-.-_m 4 corps of Native Turfantey, had |
strong 08 heen'absent from home for some years, and was residing at Benares
{’;‘;;:'m’“ at the time that the alleged acts, for which the prisoners stood ai-
murdered | Taigned, are siipposed to have ocenrrec. . The circumstances which
Dber,  Sen~ nppesred in evidence in this case are as follow.” Towards the close of
tenced toa the month of August 1819, the prisoners, Peerklian and his repated
:éf‘;:z‘; . wile Omda, hired a cit and two bullocks from the prosecutor,
fouur yoars for Ifhﬁ._'[?\ifpuse-_ﬂf Elfct_‘t‘.eﬂ_wg ta Furmckabad 3 and the proseentor:
inprison- | availed himself of th‘_xs.'appurt:_mity:ﬂf sending his wife, 'Tejoo, to her
meat, and | parerits at Puttehgurh, © According to. the depositions of two wit-,
g:’:l;:i‘hl‘l‘: -d nesses, named Ameerkhan and Azcemihan, he gave hee, with the |
St cers . property ndticed above, in| charge to his seevant the prisoner Ram-
tain tidingu deen)  Itiis’ necessary to remark, that the party consisted of two
the prisouers, the proseentor’s wife,

“of the vais- men and theee women, namely,

sngwve- | ond a third woman, besides two o Shil This remark is
b obtains Tequisite, 1o shew how far the p § ogether, and where |
ed . all traces of Tejoo were log h atil 1o the refuta~

sut two monpthys af
¢ ened to meet
eard that Tejoo -
10 gues the subject, when

| _ bullocks | were ble to praceed  heyond:
Allababad, and that in consequence his swife bad been loft at thas
place. | On receiving, this ‘intelligence, the p!_"bsecﬂti:rr_ immediately
quitted Benares for Ruttehizarh; and on avriving at Jullalabad, sbout
12 coss distant from the latter place, he discovered his bullocks in
the possession of a man named Pushadee, who informed him that
he had purchased thewm, through the agency of Ramdeen, from
Peerkhien and Omda,  This discovery led to the apprebension of
Peerkhian and Ramdeen ab Furraokabad, and ultimately of Omda,
. two months afterwards,at Benares, and then to the finding of the cayt .
in the house of one Nobut Ali, Omda's son-in-law, On the trial, the
‘prisoners Peerkhan and Ramdeen acknowledged having aceom-
ponied Tejoo as far as Cawnpore, and this point was also established

Hifh o
]
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by the evidénce of the witviess Buodlioo, atwhose honse they prbup,
They also admitted the sale of ‘the bullocks to Purshudee 5 but al-
ledged that they had previously been purchased by Peerkhan, toge-
ther with the cavt, for the sum of 60 rupees from Mussnymant Tejoo.
This sale, according to their own ac¢ount, wok place in a most
«clandestine manner, and even divested of all other circumstances of

1820,
Case of |/

47

PREdKTIAN

and otherse

 suspicion, might he considered a reryimprobable event : but indepens
dently of the | great disteust which the mere Gransaction, as it is | |

_ stated by the prisoners, was| calculated to excite, the Judge of Cir-

cuit considered it proved beyond « donbt;, by the respectable and cre-
dible evidence of an wninterested witness, (bmam Ali,) that what |
they had | asserted was false, and that Tejoo, iustead of teturning, as |

they alleged, to Cawnpote, was in compnny with ' them at Poora,
which i8 by aseertained distance 25 miles frther advanced on the
road to Futtehgurh, | It was 0t holvever, to this village only shat the
arty were traced. A reference to, the Burage register kept. at
Chodagunge, clearly showed, that ou the 18th of September preced-
ing, at that ?{dhi'% ‘only 13 miles from  Puttehgurh, the bimber of
the travellers had not been diminished, | 00000 0 Al

The prisoner Omda, from the first, persevered in maintaining that

she did ‘not proceed beyond Allababad, whence she returned to

Benares ; but this defence, besides being extremely jncredible, stood
refitted by the testimony of Boodhoo Khan and Imam Ali, and by. the
register above alluded to. | The law vfficer of the Court of Circuit
declared the prisoners, convicted on ¥
fences with which they were charge
until certain tidings of the mi

nd lable 1o dmiprisonment,

vabiong. i

_  That the defendan
of the cart and hullocks
beyond a doubt. That ¢

prosecutor, seems proved

ent presumption of the of-

gsing woman should be obtained. The
oropinied it by the following obser-

ﬁw,ly obtained possession .

0 nﬁt th U
hare destroyed Tejoo his wife, and pos-

sessed theinselves of the remaining part of the prosecntor’s property, -

there are strong gro
that they may have
can hardly anticipa . the case, the entive
tal of the prisoners ; butit would be ditficult at the present moment,
to suggest any epecific punishment, the measure of which must so
greatly depend on the judgment of the Nizamit Adawhat, in respeer
to the actual extent of the prisoners’ guilt. Should the missing woman
be still alive, the conditional penalty declared io the futws, ma

.gi,it."fa'ﬂnﬂpﬁéuﬁg, -'.tl_lé'\'q%h'i;_ i mot impossible
' of 1the woman

L of the n in some other way. | [
der any view of the ease, the entire acquit-

eventually elicit a disclosure that way restore her to her husband.”

The Nizamt Ada,wl'ut-.'\({mesant . Leyoester and 8, 'I'. Goad,) on

a review of the whole of the proceedings connected with the case,
passed the following sentence,  The futwa of twoof the law officers

of the Nizamut!convicts the prisoners of haviog frandulently appro~. -

priated the bullecks and hack.eri of the proseantor, and of having sold
the bullocks to anether, and of having caused the prosecutor’s wife,
Mu’asu'mma’ut_Tp]ltl%tgget_her?'wi'th'her jewels, tobe missing, wnder ciy-
cumstauces that lead to 8 strong suspicion that Peer Khan and Rani

-

i



L

u t Ounda was privy thereto,
1g imprisooment by Seasuts The Court

e years imprisonment

. aad th
em linble
dsentene

d until Tejoo the wife of
rtained, o the course of
h the act of the prisons

or furthor orders,”

cer Ali be fortheoming
nature, or by other means notcon
ers 1 when the ease must be reporte

. 1820,
i et arn—
Sent. 22d.
Gronim
Murnig's

case, A

o slay - s trial came on at the first Sessions of 1820, for the Zillah of
Eoratentors. JomgteliNtehada b el I i L
aeteeted in | [t appeared from the s prisoner, which was the
the act s only evidence against him, that been long sequainted with
“E:;g?‘lf* the connexion which existed betiveen an individual, nanied Ramroop
g7 i Bhugat, and his sister ; that he had repeatedly attempted to dissuade
Moohuti~ | lier from continaing thisintercourse, representing the shame and dis-
mudao Jaws grace broaght on his tamily by’ her conduct : that he had also fre-
and a pri- | guently veproved Ramroop Bhugnt, but withont effect ; that finding
Fff;:\; ?1]:,'  thetn one day, &t is return from bathibg, in the act of adultery, he
Lad killed Was irnitated, and fiest killed Rumroop Blitigut wi b asword which he
his sister  had with hin, and afterwards his sister, whilst teying to effect her es-
end bof | capg, " The law officer of the Court of Cirewst declared in bis futwa
e that the prisorier was guilty | of murder, lic. having slain Lis sister,
eiroume. | swhile sheiwas in the act of eudeavo felt her escapé; but
stances, ae- that as it was g matier of notoriet ay . fornicators’ in the
iquitted and aep of fornication is lavwful, it was ¢ prisonier might have
seleased by ¢, 50 okt he was doing : iy usotly he should
' o e Judge of

Jthe Niza- R R R T
the Nk, only be subjected to’ Decut,
ok, Cirenit; on refefring the case
U wvith his Taw officer 5 but that

SLE: hat e persons Killed were caught io the
dulry and sain on the gpot, b id ot consider the pri-
soner deserving of a severe punishment, The law officers of the Ni«
zanmt, Adawlut declared in their fudwr, that the prisoner wus en-
titled to his relense, he having confessed, that e had slain’ the two
deceased persons immediately on deteeting them in the act of forni-
“eation, which staterientinvolved no criminality ; and the Court, (pre-
. sort 8, 1. Gomd and C. Bmith,) being of opinion that the confession,
"' the only evidence 'ﬂgﬁiﬂst-thg;prigoner, should be taken as it stood,

directad his iminediate release™.

* By a subsequent enactment, & i1;1ea.' similar £ that used by the prisoner in
this case would be of no ayail for the purpose of justification.” In Saction 5,
Regulation IV, 1822, there is the following provision,  I¢'having been found
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e

: GOVERNMENT, yeon,
against o8 Ociober 3d,
PIMMEE and two others. E‘:wf:,;i
Loy PiMMEE
Charge—Sonormy, and BEING ACCESSARY THERETO. '\ atid-Bthers.

. L]

Tar prisoners Pimmee and Khnd_abqksh were  tried for sodomy, Two indi-
and Amanee for being privy, and consenting to the commission of this vidualscon-
unnatiral crime, at the 1st sessions of 1820, for Zillah Bareilly. The victed of
case was in substance as follows.! _ ::g;’:;z; A

On the nighit of the 5th of July 1820, a burglary was committed to30 stripes,
in the house of the prisoner Amanee, and when the police officer Tushhcer,
enquired if he suspected any particular person, he answered, that his aad eight
suspicion attached to Pimmee, who was at variance with him in con- l’;:’s‘:‘n’r}’f;ﬂ_
sequence of his having refused any longer to send to the said prisover 4, Tnstign |
his chela Khodabuksh. 'On the perusal of this report, the Magistrate tor of the
caused the three prisoners to be apprehended, when they confessed offence sen-
the fact ; and Khodabuksh and Amanee (an eunuch) said that it was :f)’;cz‘:l;z
their occupation. geintali-

The law officer of the Court of Circuit declared the prisoners con- ment ; and
victed, and lable to 4eeobut ; but he considered Amanee deserying the Court
of less punishmeat than the other two, in which distinction the Judge €%r
of Cirenit did not coneur. In his letter of reference, he observed, that ;‘:}fﬂﬁ ,:;f
‘it might certainly be urged that Khodabuksh,who appeared about 17 generally’

or 18 vears of age, was able to judge and aet for himself ; but that it forms part

should be recollected he was’ the chela of Amanee, who having of the pu-

brought him up, possessed a certain degree of authority over him, :ft;“::'lt,_

‘and it all events had taught him to consider the act as innocent. He tion of this
added, however, that his object in referring the case to the superior offence, the
Court, was principally to recommend that measures might be adopt- s should
‘ed for 'putt.in? a stop to this unnatural crime, by declaring a specific ?L}‘:g: dbfo

punishment for the offence. i A bty

The sentence of the Nizamut Adawlut (present W. Leycester) mut Adaw-
was to the following effect. ! Rt

The futwa of two of the law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut con-
victs Pimmee and Khodabuksh of having been guilty of sodomy, and
declares them liable to discretianary punishment by Zcoobut.  The

"

that in certain cases of murder, the justificatory plea that the person murder-
od wis the mistress or relation of the prisoner, and detected in criminal inter-
course with another man, or that the murdered man was found in eriminal in-
terconrse with the prisonér'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 punishment, and has been declured to subject such prisoner to
Desut only, it is hereby enacted, that the law efficers of the Nizamut Adawiug
shall be called on to declave in such cases what the firwa would have been, if
such plea had not existed, and the Judge or Judges sitting on the trial shall
pass sentence under the general Regulations, and on consideration of all the
eirenmstances of the case, the same s if no such plea liad existed.”
H
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1820, 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

PIMMEE pattan, t@suffer Tushheer on an ass, and to be imprisoned with hard

wnd Others. Johouy for eight years, Amanee is also convicted by the same futwy

of having instigated and aided in the commission of the above crime,

and r]ecﬁzred liable to diseretionary punishment by Aeoobut.  The

Court concurring therein, sentence hini 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 Zushheer having geverally 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 cuses
o pass an order of Tushheer.

ad | & o EIT
1820, _ GOVERNMENT,
TOct. 7th, against
Case of RAMNEWAUZ and others.
Ramnew- f
AUZ and i Charge-—~Forcery,
others,

The futwa At the July sessions for the city of Dacca, the prisoners Ram-
of the law  pewauz alies Bhola Tewaree, Brijlal Tewaree, Ramkunhai Rai,
fﬁhcﬁﬁ“ f’f Ramlochun Das, Ramvarain Bose, and Hurishchunder Goopt,
mut Adaw. Were tried on the charges of fraudulently preparing, fraudulently
lut conviet- causing the preparation of, and for witnessing, knowing it to have
ing the | heen fraudulently prepared, a deed of engagement, on some date
plisoncrs . between the 28th of Poos and 29th of Maug, 1222, B. S. i
ofonce. " Two of the prisoners, Ramnewauz and Brijlal, held an hereditary
distinet. Zumeendaree tenure of a 12 anna share of Purgunnah Ramnugur, of -
from that  the remainder of which Ram Kunhai, the third prisoner, and the
with which others were proprietors, The latter and his Eartners held in farm
fﬁ:{s‘:: ™ (in the pame of Doolub Shah) the 12 anna share, for five i’ears, up
the Court to the end of 1223 B. 8. and it would seem had contemplated the
directed  purchase of it, which however. they delayed to effect. On the
their re-  9gi)y Poos, 11222, the two first named prisoners executed a deed of
%f;:egiutg';!’ sale of this property to one Bun oochunder Buttorja, a witness in this
liahle to be case. To invalidate this deed, Ram Kunhai produced one dated
triedon the 23d Poos, 1222, Andit was for having frauduleutly prepared and
minor witnessed this document, that the present charges against the pri-
charge. coners were brought. ' The Judge of Circuit, in referring the case
for the final orders of the Nizamut Adawlut, observed, that he had no
hesitftion in giving it as, his opinion, that the charges were fully
brought home to and proved upon all the prisoners. He therefore
did not concur in the futwa of his law officer, which acquitted
Ram Kunhai, Ram Lochun, and Ram Narain, and convieted Ram-

4 newauz and Brijlal of swindling, or procuringmoney under false pre-



‘tences, and Hurishchunder of aiding them in the same. ~His opi- _1820.
nion was founded upon the general respectability of the yitnesses = Case of
for the prosecution, whose credibility he saw no reason to suspect ; Ram-
upon the form and pature of the proceedings in the civil suits, and m‘}“‘:&sz
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 was delivered, the
improbabilities which it contained, and as coming from servants
or persons dependants upon themselves, The futwa of three of the
law officers of the Nizamut Adawlut acquitted all the prisoners
of having executed a deed of engagement to sell the 2 anna shave
of Purgunna Ramnugur to Ram Kunhai Rai, and of having fraudn-~
lently antedated the same to the prejudice of Bungoo Chunder the
previous purchaser of the estate ; but convicted the two first, named
prisoners of fraud in having executed two gales 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. Leycester and 8. 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 futwa 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,

B -
BYJWA, Bl It 2 pedo
against Nov, 13th,
KULWA. Kutwa's

case.
Charge-~Murper 3y Poisox.

An the 2d sessions of 1820, for Zillah Bandah, the prisoner Kul- Prisoner
wa was charged with giving sweetmeats mixed with poison to the EE'“K :

. . . 3 arged in
prosecutor and his brother Hinga, in consequence of which the latter {0 %oy
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 with mur-
himself and the deceased Hinga his brother set out from their homes der by e
in Zillah Allshabad, in the month of Cheyt, for the purpose of pro- (laT e
ceeding to Bandah ; that on their arrival at a village named Chapa, wwith poi-
they were joined by a stranger (the prisoner Kulwa) weating abadge, soning un-
and calling himself a chupprassy of the Cawnpore custom-house, who, m%"d ed
on pretence of also going to Bandah, proposed accompanying them gf;.c:'n‘f_
that on their reaching the village of Tindwary, distant from Chapa gances,
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,

H 2

&
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1820.  shop, and purchased half a seer of liquor extracted from the flower of
Kviwa's the Mowah tree, which they drank between them ;  that they were
i€ again joined by the prisoner, and proceeded on their journey. At
ﬁfi‘;ﬂd:{l't\’s about §hree beegahs from the liquor-shop, the prosecutor stated that
of the girce the prisoner called out to him and the deceased to stop and take
offence,  Some sweetmeat called Peeran (a kind of consecrated food ;) that
thought it they each received from the prisoner a small quantity,in weight about
unnecessa- two pice, in eating which the prisoner forbade the spitting any part of
}?c:u?ln":i'on it out, as their so doing 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-
to proceed terwards very disagreeable ; that after proceeding a short distance, a
with the el being in sight, the prosecutor and the deceased expressed a wish
;;L“;ngf_me to wash their mouths, which the prisoner objected to, observing that
but sen- the village of Mungose was close at hand, and that they had better
tence by  wait till they arrived there ; thaton their reaching a tope of Mowah
Nizamut  trees, a short distance from the village, the prosecutor and his bro-
Ac(;]:t‘:c]:lte 4 ther the decensed fell down senseless; and that while in that state, the
P ibere. prisoner made off with all their effects.  The situation of the prose-
ferred case, cutor and the deceased was witnessed by Jhunooa and Sheoka, Go-
uatil the ' raifs of Mouza Mungose, and by Myaram and Khanna, the Zemin-
°£h‘*'l' ib dars.| The deceased, it appears, lived but a short time after he was
:ﬂ‘;ﬂ‘ ® 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 following day, wheo 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, acknowlédged having taken from

the prosecutor and the deceased their effécts 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 Cireuit 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

JSutwa 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, fromwhich the

CASES IN THE NIZAMUT ADAWLUT.
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latter met his death ; and sentences the prisoner to discretion- _ 1620,
ary punishment of imprisonment for life, or to suffer death. The Kutwi's
prisoner is a total stranger to oll the parties. He appears, from the  case.
proceedings in this erial, to be a man of infamous character, who
has travel%eqd about plundering by means of administering poison-
ous drugs to all whom he coulg a1¥ure into taking them, The 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 himn, and subsequently rob-
bed him ofhis clothes and horse, by meansof administering tohim some
powerful narcotic. ' This forms a separate case 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 sutwa of
the law officer has in the trial now submitted rendered the prisoner
liable to suffer death, I have not, under section 2, clause 8, 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 of proceeding,
issued the following order. = The futua of all the law officers of the
Nizamut Adawlut convicts the prisoner of having administered oison
to Hinga and his brother, in consequence of which Hinga died, and
of haying appropriated their effects while in a stafe of stupefaction
from the poison, and declares bim liable to Seasut 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 of
« travelling about plundering by means of administering  poisonous
drugs,” and direct that the case in question be tried at the ensuing
sessions,

et e
DULJEET,
" agepist De: 8220 l-st
PURMSOOKH. PURM-
Charge— RoBBERY, ey

Trxs trial came on at the 2d sessions of 1820, for Zillah Etawa. Highway

The prisoner Purmsookh was charged with having robbed by open robbery,

. yiolence the prosecutor Duljeet of the sum of 9 Rupees. The reason s
of this reference will best be shewn by quoting an extract from the ::,h Ty A
letter of the Circuit Judge, which was to the following effect. single un-
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1820. “ Being clearly of opinion that the guilt of the prisoner has been

Punm-  established by the evidence exhibited against him, I do not feel pre-

";"ﬂ:‘:’ 5 pared to offer any objections to the convicting futwa of the law officer ;
armed of- PRt not being quite certain that the offence of highway robbery as it
fender,does 18 defined in eclause 1, section 3, Regulation LILL, of 1803, is suffi-
not come  ciently made out in the present instance, | have purposely suspeuded
within the passing the prescribed sentence.

Eﬁmf{;ﬁ; “ Inmyhumble opinion, it is to be regretted that the regulation was
by open . 1Ot made more full and explicit in respect to the circumstances requi-

violence, as site to constitute the offence contemplated by the legislature in passing

djeﬁne'dlul thatlaw. The enactment, in its present form, has given rise to much

;2:‘5; 3 difference of sentiments on the subject; and in consequence of this

Regulation conflict of opinion, the recordsof the courts, relating to trials ofrobbery

LilL 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, I 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 erime of
robberyby open violence : butaceording to the strict letter, he must be
considered innocent of this offéence, as it is defined in clause 1, section
3, Regulation LIIL. of 1803, because (being a single offender) he was
not armed with an offénsive weapon, and also because it has not ap-
pearedin evidence that he went forth with the criminal intent to pers
petrate robbery ; a degree of proof which, Iam 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 futwa 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 coobut. 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 4th Par. of Mr. Perry's letter, the Court do not perceive how the
nature of the offence defined by clause 1, section 3, Regulation LIIL,
of 1803, can be mistaken, when considered attentively ; and more

_ particularly so, since the enactment of the 4th and th clauses of
section 8, Regulation XVIL of 1817, which clearly provide for rob~
beries not coming under the above definition.

e a e
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GOVERNMENT, 1821,

against 7 Jan, 25th.

MUSST. RUMKOO, ‘ Rumoo's

CAsC.

Charge-—MurpER.

Tue prisoner, Musst. Rumkoo, was committed by the Magistrate Prisoner
of Alligurh, and brought to tvial at the 2d sessions of 1820, on the C?“}:{C“‘-fl
charge of throwing herself into a well with her two daughters, one of p L wE® g
whom, an infant 8 months old, was thereby killed. ber two in-

The immediate and direct cause of the attempt on the part of the fant chil-
prisoner fo destroy herself and her two childrenwas not clearly made dren into
out by the evidence recorded on the trial ; but it may be inferred f‘l"t"(l)lf:l‘] o
that she was at the time under the influence of sudden anger, excit- Whidh |
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, er was kill-

" the tenor of the evidence left no doubt of her real intent, and the :élnic:&"‘t';
partial accomplishment of her object subjected her to the charge of peison-
having been wilfully instrumental to the destruction of her own off- yent for
spﬁng, ; 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 Kissas
barred, and the price of blood to be the penalty to which she was lia-
ble. In submittivg the case, the Judge of Circuit obseryed, that
after a due consideration of all the circumstances, he 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 monthsold, 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 Decut, The Court (present
W. Leycester and 8, T. Goad) coneurred in the conviction, and ob-
serving that the prisoner was liable to capital punishment under Sec-
tion 15, Regulation VIIL of 1803, under all the circumstances ap-
pearing in the case, sentenced the prisoner to perpetual imprison-
ment in the jail at Allighur,

2
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182k | MUNGOOA,
Jan. 29th, ¥ against
Case of RUNJOOA and six others,
RuniooA i
and others. : Charge-—~Murner and Wounping, &ec.

The pri- Tue prisoners Runjooa, Deonath, Kyloo, Liukna, Potum, Dookha,
soners con- and Toorea,were charged with the murder of Mussummant Bhoondlee,
W‘:-‘d ‘:fl wife of the prosecutor, and severely beating him and his daughter,
:‘::'o;:m,g Mussummaunt Soomeree, on an aceusation of witcheraft, and of af-
on suspici= terwards plundering the prosecutor’s house ; and the prisoner ‘Toorea
onof her  with having tried, and declared the prosecutor’s wife and daughter to
bl:_m%; & be witches. The trial came on at the 2d sessions of 1820, for Zil-
‘s:',‘(:‘;cn‘GEd. lah Ran!ﬁnrh. 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 witcheraft, and thereby caused the death of
zf‘i?l“‘t'l':;e“" a number of persous in the village, (but who probably died of Cho-
other three lera _i(} and in consequence sent to the prisoner Tooreea, who they
to 14 years considered was able to discover them, to request he would endea-
imprison- your to do so. On receiving this message, Tooreea put some oil into
?I‘li':‘}:r?f‘“' a leaf with a little rice; and called over the names of the suspected
soner con- PETSUDs, ﬂ“_d 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. e prosecutor had
ed the “'3' information of this only on the evening of the 27th Bhadoon, and
;?:.:;-T:c~ on the mm:nirlg of the 28th of that month, or 1st September, the
td her to  prisoners Kyloo, Luickna, and Potum came to his house, and desired
be a witch, him to attend with his family at an 4khara near a Polkur tree. He
sentenced  yent there, with his wife, who was seven months gone with child,
;inf.:"ﬁ::_ and bis daughter, who bad a young child at her breast. They there
prison-  Met some other persons,and the prisoners Runjoo a and Deonath,with
ment, the three prisoners above mentioned, seizedand bound the prosecutor’s

wifeand 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 prosecutor himself 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 cruelly 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
"Thang,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 the Thana, there could
be no doubt of the correctness of the facts above stated, The pri-
soner Dookha, 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

L |



