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Statement A, shewing the Names of Prisoners, by what Witnesses recognized, &c. (Continued.)
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83 |Tek, son of|Pooroosh|Seardur-i 28, 55 9, 51 23 - 11t is douhtful whether this prisoner was E
jGopee.  lin Per- lwa, Calls| concerned in the Mukra Dacuoity or not. : 5
; dgunna  (himself He ¢ame this year with Monsa, =
{Gonrz, [aJaut, | =
aged 20, =
94 [Khurga,sori|Poorocah(SearMir| 9, 23, 38 _ i Not concerned in Mukra Dacoity. Came
of Sooltan, fin Per- fwa. Calls| ~ | —1 ;;i;it]; = c:rith Munl:x :!::sym. s E
' mmona  |himself ; : :
|Gonra. la Jaut, i i
% aged 25.
85 [Nanhoo,soulPoorooah{Sear Mur- : E 3 .' INot concerned in Mukra Dacoity. Came
of Mahun- (in Per- lwa. Calls 2 h‘{?tg = with Munsa this year, iz
: gunna  (himself ok 3
{Gonra. |z Jaut, | :
aged 55.
Ramdeen |Kusspa |[SearMur-| 6, 8, 10, 23 There is stron - i i
s ¢ presumption that this man
m";ﬂ in E::' !ﬂ;eg?n: gﬁ: ;E?’ 31, ;;u concerned in the Mukra Decoity.
laf‘)hnuee; gh’b!ﬂ. Koormee,| gi:;&::{ui}yn?u s s
aged 35. %



99

100

101

10, 38, 40,
52, 53, 55

10

9, 14, 46

Kusspa |Sear Mur-
in Per- lwa. Calls
gunna thimself a
Ogotroul. |Koormee,
aged 30.
Buljeet  |Kutwa- |Budhek.
alins Bul- |see in  |Calls
la, son of |Pergnnnajhimself a
Jodha. Bhurut- [Jaat,
poor, aged 28.
Duljeet,son|Jutwanee{ SearMur-
of Runjeet. lin Per- iwa. Calls
gunna  (himself &
Bhurut- Jaut,
poor. aged 50.
J ,so1t| PoorooahSear Mur-
of Josee. |in Per- [wa. Calls
jgunna  [himself a
Baraitch.|Koor-
mee, aged
30.
Buldeo, son|Paorooah|Sear M-
of Josee, |in Per- jwe. Calls
" lgunna (himself a
Baraitch.|Koor-
mee, aged

14

12,23

23, 37

With
Ne. 3.

= With
No, 3.

* | With
No. 3.

With
No. 3.

With
No, 3.

.

B,

Appears to have been apprehended in Fe-
bruary 1820, with No. 6 and 90 in Be-
nares, and was consequently not con-
cerned in the Mukra Dacoity.

There is strong presumption that thizs man
was concerned in the Mukra Dacoity.

‘There is strong presumpiion that this men
was concerned in the Mukra Dacoity. -

Does not appear to’ have been concerned
» in the Mukra Dacoity. Came this year
with Munsa.

‘Does not appear to have been concerned
in the Mukra Dacoity. Came thisyear
with Munsa.
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Statement A, shewing the Names of Prisoners, by what Witnesses recogni'zsd, &e. (Continued.)
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102 Teekehund, Pﬂn_mo- SearMur- 53 e With B. Do:z aot ap‘pé;f to have been m;neem:i_
?:}I:r:::m- ls’trlglzm Eﬂl sg;{l‘: No. 3. in r;:hie\d Mukra Dacoity. Came this year
v = {him i unsa.
ng Ba- |Koormee, s :
raitch. |aged 28. >
103 |Oree, son of|Mahade- |SearMur-| 10 46 9, 14 55 41%. L.| B, [Hasseveral marks of sword "m_nass but
Pershaud. (hainPer-wa. Calls| 3 =5 does aot appear to have been concern-
%}m:;:_x Ié:sn:::lf 2 ;;1 in the Mukra Dacoity. Came with
onra. i,
aged 4,5. e
104 ghmfagon zieg,k.ro- Smrgl‘isl:— ;Fith B, [Not izgukm Dauo:'ty; Came this year
nr in fwa. = F ith Munsa.
an;n_!loo. Pergun- [himself a 93 -
3 na Bhin- |Rajpeot,
ga. aged 35.
105 |Rugha, son|Kukro- Sear Mur- 23 With B. iDoes not appear to have been with Milir-
of Nanhoo. ;ae inu :;;’;.‘:I}lsa No. 3. - last year, Came this year wish
ergun- ansa. :
na Bhin- [Rajpoot, ==l
B&. sged 22,

pdy
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yrkoo,son|Hurray- SearMur- 9 = : : B, |Heisquitealad, and if he wasin tl:e'Da- @I |
gf okhla. |herpoor |wa. Cal P ‘epity last year with No. 1, could not

*
g _2g
- 2=
nPer- (himself E_% =4 have borae an active pari in it.
nna  (Koormee, ES %0 2
ceta-  faged 18. £ S o .
pooT. S ,‘g“ £2 3
107 -«eet Singh [Etuain |SeerMur-| 10,23, 45 6, 7,9,36 Dit. “E’i?ha 4. This man is half brother to Mihrban, and
alias Ab- |Pergunna wa. Calls) : 1 No. 106. there is reason to think accompani-
jeet, son of |Seeta-  |himseif a| + ed him last year,as he has beea fully
Nowal, poOT. Rajpoot, = recognized.
aged 26. 4
: 3 ¥ b
108 |Nanhoo,sonEiuain |SearMur-| 9, 36, 52, 42 » il S s aE A, [There is strong reason to believe that this o
FMibr-  |perpunna wa. Calls| 55 ﬂg 106, wan was concerped in the Mukra Da- ¥
Seeta- |himself a : coity.
- poor, |Keormee, =
aged 45.
109 [Chotay Poorooah|SearMur- 3,10,22, | 1,7, 9 23 s 24 ey %"-‘ 4. [This man was chserved with a blunder- -
{Singh alias |in Per- |wa. Callsl55 = = 3 buss on the side of the river the night of
Kunhya, [gpona  [himself s =227 the Dacoity, and there is other strong
jron of Moorsun. Rajpoot, 3.';% zs presumptive proof, that he was con-
Nyne aged 30. 7;3‘ = i = cerned in the Mukra Dacoity: ap-
{Singh, - gi.&‘g pears to be a spy ofohrbans, and in
: - 1 i€ s sz his confidence.
110 |Backs, son|Burd- |SearMur-if, 9, 26, 53 24 ? *1 ® 4 \With A, [This man I think there is strong presump-
of Lauljee. |wanee in [wa. Calls No. 109. tion, was conceraned in the Mukra Da-
Pergunna himself af | i : coity. He has been fully recognized be-
Raja Rajpoot, = fore the Magistrate.
{Moorsun.|aged 30, | - : 2
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4| 22 3 $85%: 15585, ‘éf"ig 25sxi P = e
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Bl 55 g $ |ERSzE|3F02Z |35, i85S S 8%
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111 Burdwan 9, 55 10 24 * sl = . [This man, I think thereisstron muiup-
in Per- | tionm, wa?shooncﬁrned in the Muokra Da-
eunna coity, although imperfectly recognized
Muthoo- by any ofthe witnesses, except Soorut
= Singh, Soudanee, and Heera prisoner.
112 Bu;dwan 55 This man, I think there is strong presump-
i n::_ tion, wa.sti ;onchemed in the Mukra Da-
gu coity, and has been full recognized be~
Muthoo- 298 fore the Magistrate, 2
o g
113 |Bhitchook, | Sasseram| -§§ < This man, T think there is strong presamp-
in Per- _é,_'a,‘: g : tion, was concerned in the Mukra Da-
unna G coity, and has been f recognized be-
nek- "2‘:_% £2 fore the Mugistrate.uuy
now, <52 3
114 Dubree With This prisoner does not appear to have been
in Per- No. 113. w;zh Mihrban last year, but to have
ﬂnc?:a joined him lately from the west.
now.  |aged 25.
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118

119

]Munks- Sear Mur-
‘poor in {we. Calls
Pergun- |herself a
na Ba- |Rajpoot-
raitch. |in, aged
30. -
Poorws, |SearMur-
wa. Calls
herself a
Rajpoot-
in, aged
20, -
Musst. Me-{Bejpoor SearMur-
reesh, wife in Per- [wa. Calls
of Motee. pns  |herself a
Atroula, |Buheteea,
aged 20.
Musst, Bubun- |Seardfur-
Mundiah, igawm, wa. Calls
danghter herself a
of Chera. Koormin,
aged 10.
Musst. [Poorooah SearMur-
{Beepnutees, (in Per- |wa. Calls
{danghter oflgunna  {herself a
Mohonee. |Gonra. {Koormin,
| aged 35.

9, 39

19, 54, 55

54

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

4.

Al to have accompanied Mihrban

.year, and on other oceasions, She

is sister to No. 18, and was wife to Kul-
lunder, u former leader.

This woman, it appears, was married fo
No. I, just before he set out on the pre-
sent expedition. She is daughter to
No, 18. ;

"This woman probably sccoma:ied her
husband last year with Mibr

A servant of No. 115, and probably accom-
panied ber last year, but is quite a chi
When the gangs separated at Arungabad,
she went with Bhoop and his followers,
which proves that the gangs were in
close communieation with each other,

It is not clear who she is, but admits being
of Mihrban's party.
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what Witnesses recognized, &ec. (Continued. )

: 2 ESS [LE = FRE O g
El 8. | & | . |§5Evcl3eed. et Risl ¢ |2
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= 2 = ESS Ei= g'!"s.’:z éé’n"f— 555.—% éé é ;E ‘E%E
120 -gdlasa;:. {Poorooah|Seas Mur-
cedhnee, fin Per- |wa. Calls With | 4 [This woman admitted before th Magis-
;fle ﬂ:]:m_ %l;nna il(erself_ % No. 2, trate that she accompanied l:er hus-
i nra. cormin, bmd last year eastward, and was taken
. aged 30, with Mihrban's party.
- g::ﬂt%imu- Poorooah|Sear Mur : - ——
» wife Jin Per- |wa. Calls Stk . [Tt appears her husband was of Mi :
of Obda, oo ﬁmlf- £ No. 2. party, but made his escape, Mibrban's
nra. |Koormin,
aged 28,
122 [Musst, Ma-/Gonry in|SearMur- T =
b, Vils (Porgaondir. O ith Came with her husband, and probab
1 olzlilt— jAtrouls. jherself a No. 2. accompanied him last y,ear s
ged 40.,
123 &Kmt. Dheeky, {Sear Mauy-|
Y.00r00,wife) a; Cablal With | . |fs one of Mihrban’s party, and mother
of Alha, herself No. 2. to Buljeet (14}, and probably aceom-
Ramm panied the gang last year,
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125

126

127

128

let. Jy-
koonwur,
wife of
Baul-
kishoon.

iM‘mint-
A

iHeera.

Musst,
Dhounee,
wife of
Bussunt.

Musst.
|Seoknee,
wife of

Annndee

Musst,
Soobhu-~
neea, wife

dhoo,

in Per- jwa. C

gunna  |herselfa |

Gonra. |Lodhee,
laged 45.

Khas in |SearMur-
Pergunnaiwa. Calls
Baraitch. herseif a
Jant,

Etau in |SearMur-
‘!‘mamu wa. Calh
Barzitch. [herself a
Gwalin,
aged 50,

Achul- |SearMur-
poor in |wa. Calls
;‘UIEMHD herself a
Baraitch, |Barin,
aged 50.

Ef.aul in |[SearMur-
?‘Ia . Callsi
Baraitch. herself a

40.

:stpoot— .

38

41

 With

No. 2.

With
No. 2,

With
No. 2.

With
No. 33.

With
No. 2.

4.

Ttdoes not appear who this womanis, but
r she wastaken with Mihrban's party, and
accompanied them.

The wife of Heera (22), and accompanied
him iast year.

Appears to have accompanied Mihrban's
party last year, -

“XIANAJAY

This woman appears to belong to Mihr-
ban's party. :

Is thewife of No.6, and it appears accoms
penied Mihrban's party last year.
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Siatement A, shewing the Names of Prisoners, by what Witnesses recognized, &ec. ( C’mti‘nued)
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z > © |BFASKEERSIE pEAS|ZLRdgM 2| B2 | 26 :
51 With B. |Is of Mihrban’s party,
No. 3.
With B, |[Wife to Bhoop (3) Sirdar.
No. 3.
With B, (It iz not probable that this woman was of
Ne. 3. Mihrban's party last year, as she now
belongs to that of Bhoop.
I?itg B, [Itis not probable that this woman was of
0.3.

Mikrban’s party last year.
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134 |Mnusst.Gou-{Doola-
ra, wife of |poor.  jwa. Calls

Suljoo. herself a
Rajpoot-
in, aged
50.

135 |Musst. Dher-  |SearMur-
Phoola, poora, [wa. Calls
wife of Jo- herself a
khun. Koormin,

aged 40.

136 [Musst. Pur- Poorooah SearMur-

meea, wife iin Per- (we. Calls;
of Gopee- jgunna  (hersell &
nath, Gonra, (Jaul,
aged 25.
137 |Musst. Poorooah}smr Mur-
Khujoo- [in Per- [wa. Calls
reea, wife of gunna berself a
Khburug- Gonra. Jaut,
jeet. aged 30.

Sear Mur-
wa. Calls
herself a
Jant,

aged 10.

Dher-
_poora.

Sear Mur-

It is not probable that this woman was of
Mihrban's party last year.

It is not probable that this woman was of
Mihrhat’s party last year. She is mother
to No. 133.

It is not probable that this woman was of
Mihrban

's party last year.

With B,
No. 3. -
2 L

With B,
No. 3.

With B.
No. 3.

With B.
No. 3.

With B.
No. 3.

It is pot probable that this woman was of
Mihrban's party last year.

It is not probable that this woman was of
Mibrban's party last year.
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Statement A, shewing the Names of Prisoners, by whai Witnesses recognized, &c. (Continued,
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138 [Musst. Me-|Poorocah|Sear Mur 5 With | B. |Apprehended with Munsa’s party.
theea, wifelin Per- |we. Calls No. 3
of Doorjan lounna  [herself a =
Goura. iJaut,
!aged 30.
139 Musst.  {Juttamn-!Sear Myr-| 9 With B. Apprehended with Mupsa’s party. =
Suhjoe,wifeisee near |wa. Calls No. 3. : z £
of Laijeet. |Bhurut- |herself a \
poor. Jant,
aged 50.
140 Musst, Agra.  |SearMur- - With . She appears to be mother-in-law to Hee-
Heereea, wa. Calls Ne. 33. 1a, and accbmpanied Mihrban's party,
kerself a : :
Jant,
aged 50.
141 |Musst. Mu-{Kuhra in|SearMir- With B. |Appears to belong to Munsa’ party.
riha, wife (Pergunnsiwa, Calls Na, 32 e % .
of Moolha. |Kolooa- [herself s
poor, Koormin,

"XIANGddV
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2 |Musst. Soo-|Dubree |[SearMur- . = With
gundheea, {inPer- a. Calls No, 3.
wife of gunna  |herself & g
Murdun. |{Burrah. |Barin,
: aged 35..
143 |Musst. Oj- {Etuain | SearMur- ]
= e, %i\?iit:;:J of| Pergunna wa. Calls N‘:"i‘;ﬁ_
Nanhoo, [Seeta- |herself a :
poor. Koormin,
aged 45,

144 [Musst. Etnain |SearMur- - With
Dhonnee, {Pergunnaiwa. Cails - No. 106,
wife of Seeta- !lzerse!f a B
Teka. £ ourmin,

£ laged 40. |-

145 |Musst.Khe-Etnain With
jreeah, Pergunna No. 196.
daughter of Sceta-

Nauhoo. |poor.

146 |[Chotay, son/Shah-  [Kubar. 8 With
of Mayree. jgungeat- Na. 33.

: tached to ot
Adjoo-
dhees,

»
3

{Appears to belong fc Munsa's party.

{Appears to belong to Munsa’s party.

)

Appears to belong to Munsa's party.
Appears to belong to Manss's party.

This man daes not appear to have accom-
panied Mihrban last year : but admits
having beer with him this year.
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1821,
Case of
MitRrsAN
and others.

by what Witnesses vecognized, &c. (Continued.)

Statement A, shewing the Names of Prisoners,

REMARKS.

This man does not appear to have accom-
panied Mihrban Iast vear. Admits hav-

APPENDIX.

ing been with him this year.

and to bave been privy to the Dacoity.

Appears to have accompanied last year,

Adumits having accompanied Mibrban this

year.

this

Year

aup
11§ WM 0 Aurduejog

A,

A,

A,

4. |Admits having accompanied

A poe ‘papay
-aadde  wmoga A

With
4 No. 1.

4 No. L.

4 No. 1.

A4 No. 1.
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27, 39

85

duad jsu) _..a.....mmum
s Suteq s Ajuo
ur)sBuy agy azayaq
saanosyd oy pozmu
-80093 olpM FasEAINT yy

*safle pre 9jsuy

Kabar,

|Kuhar.

Kuhar,

raonopIsal Jo souyg

Ghuwas |Kubar,

gunna

Ajoo-

idheea.

Oude.

Shaha-
guage

attached
to Ajoo-
dheea.

dheea,

suomostad oy jo sote

.EoME 1oy pan s

son of Doo-{in Per-

khe.

son of
ﬁR'amye.

|

son of
Bukhtour,

son of To- |Ajoo-

SLEpUI 0 JO 19 g N

147 [Ramdeen,

148 |Bukhtour, |Khiss,

149 [Kulleean,

150 {Bukhtour, [Khas,

|



153

-]
-1

154

155

of Buldar,

Koolahul,

of To-
Tee,

son of
Chumroo.

‘Duhpeloo-
fah, gon of
Sheobux.

|Mayree,son;

'Pen&adee,-

in Per-
gonna

in Per-

lgunna
Gonra.

in Per-

gunns
Gonra.

Khor

Bungeah

Muhooa-FlKnhnr.
| damur. !

Muhooa Kuhar,

?oor})mh Kuhar.

‘Poorooah!|Kuhar,

I Kuhar,

in Per-
gunns
Gonrs.

35, b1

10, 25, 54

10, 12

52, 54,55

10, 23, 38,

44

36, 55

Wiih
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With
No. 2.

With

| No.2.

4.

JAppears to have accompanied Milirban

Iast year, and to have been privy to the
Dwulty.,

‘|Appears to have accompanied Mihrban

last year, and to have been privy to the
Dacoity.

Admits having accompanied Bhoop Koor-
mee this year, who is a follower of
Mihrban,

Admits having accompanied Lekhye (40
afollower%fhhhﬁ this year, ye( s

It appears this man was with Mihrban
last year,
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Case of
MisrBAN |
and others,

Btatement A, shewing

(Continued.)

the Names of Prisoners, by what Witnesses vecognized, &e.

REMARKS,

APPENDIX.

year ; bug this year he came with Bhoop.

year.

Admits having come with Bhoop this
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AN INDEX

TO

PEND PRINCIPAL MATRRRS.

B

ABORTION, PROCURING.

1 Conviction of causing the death of apreg-
nant woman in an attempt to procure
abortion. Sentence, seven years impri-
sonment. Case of Mugst. Nundoo and
others. 335

9 It ig irregular, under the Court's circu~
lar order dated the 3lat of December
1824, for police officers to prosecute an
enquiry into & case of abortion,though the
enquiry originated in the discovery of a
murdered infant; the one case having
no connexion with the other. On con-
viction of destroying a feetus (the woman
not being quick with child) the Court of
Nizamut, Adawlut deemed the punish-
ment of six months imprisonment, which
the accused lad already undergoue, to
be sufficient, Musst. Dhunkoowuree's
case, 464

ACCESSARY,

On a charge of murder, one prisoner
convicted of being an accessary after the
faet, and of concealing his knowledge
thereof,sentenced to imprisonment in ba-
nighment to another district for fourieen
: the other acquitted for want of

: ofyand released, Case of Nuvul Gour
ﬁpootand Dhowkul Junghara, 372

ACCOMPLICE.

1 Two. prisoners convicted of wilful mur«
der sentenced to suffer death, and a third,
convicted of instigating, aiding, and abet=
ting the sald murder, to imprisonment
and transportation for life. Case of
Anundee Chouheen and others, 5

—

" ACQUITTAL.

1 The prisoners were charged with the
murder of a Burkundaz ; but it appears
ing tbat the deceased and another Bure
kundaz had in cold blood put to death s
villager, whom they had seized on & eri=
minal charge; after they had slain a per~
gon who had come to his rescue, and
while they were under no reasonable ap=
prehension, the Court directed that the
prisoners should be discharged.  Case of
Hurdeo and others. 327

2 The prisoner, having wounded the prose-
cutors, who entered his house, and ate
tempted to seize him without a legal
process, was not sentenced fo any pu-
nishment. Kurruckjeet, alies Khugee's
case. 407

See PRACTICE, Ng}. 20:‘ Missing PERSoNS,

0.

ADMINISTERING DRUGS.

1 The prisoner being convicted of admini~
stering a deleterious drug to the prose-
cutor, with intent to render him insensi-
ble, and to rob him of kis property : sen-
tenced to imprisonment for eight years,
though the robbery was not completed,
Bussawun alics Bhuwani Deen’s case, 359

ADULTERY,

Muvder from jealousy. There being reas
son to believe, that an adolterous inter-
course subgisted between the deceased
and the prisoner’s wife, capital sentence,
under the circumstances of the case, was
comuuted to imprisonment forlife, Kum-~

laput’s case. f 98

-



2 Prisoner eonvicted of the murder of his
wife by reason of her adultery. The
Court, {elieving the alleged adultery, nn-
der all the circumstances of the case,
t 1 him to impri t for life.
Nunda's case, 2 167
To justify a man in killing his wife and
her paramour, according to the Moohum-
mudan law, it is not necessary that he
should see them in the act of adultery ;
presumption of it arising from situation
" is sufficient. Bhnja’s case. 17
The prisoner convicted of killing his wife
by cutting her throat with a razor, Swhir,h
he obtained from a house close by,) after
she had been committing adultery with a
stranger, but at a time when the homicide
was not justifiable in law ; sentenced to 7
years imprisonment, Kalachand's c;se.
35
'5 The prisoner detected his wife in the act
of adultery, and the next morning, on her
attempting to justify her conduct, killed
herin a fit of passion. Sentence, under
all the circumstances of the case, impri-
sonment for life, Mooktaram Ghose's
case. 237
& The prisoner being charged with the mur-
der of hix brother's wife, and the pre-
sumption from the evidenee being that
he put her to death while in the act of
adultery, capital punishment remitted,
and  sentence, imprisonment for life.
Bukshea Dhanook’s case, 419
According to the intent and spirit of
Section 6, Regulation XVIIL. 1817, it is
equally requisite, that in charges of adul-
tery the husband should appear as the
prosecntor, whether the person prose-
cuted be the adulterer or the adulteress,
Case of Panchoo and others. 421

See ConvessioN, No. 7, 16, 17. Furwas,
No. 1. MooRuMMuUpAN Law, No, 1. Mi-
TIGATION, No, 11, 12, Rare, No. 3,

ADVOCATE GENERAL, (OPI-
NION OF,} '
See pp. 114, 119.

AFFRAYS,

1 That & party engaged in an affray was
not the aggressing party, is no ground
for a remission of sentence; though the
Nizamut Adawluat, in awarding punish-
ment, may no doubt admit the. circum~
stance to operate in mitigation, Cage of
Umroodh Thakoor and others. 33y

2 A conviction of affray attended with ho-
micide and wounding. Prisoners three
and four, who inflicted wounds, and were
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most active in the affray, sentenced to
imprisonment for ten years: one and two,
a5 instigators and leaders inthe affray,
to imprisonment for seven years: and
the remaining prisoners, who were en-
gaged in the affray, to imprisonment for
five years with labour. Case of Bhola-~

nath Ghose and others. 370
Conviction of affray, attended with the
murder of u slave, The price of the
slave declared to be due from the Aukila
of the principal offender, and himself to
be liable to #coodut, and the aiders and
abettors to Z'aseer.  Case of Hussein Al
and others, 381
Two individuals (youths), convicted of
aiding in an affray, in which an Hayil-
dar was beaten, and subsequently died
from the effect of the blowe; sentenced to
one year's imprisonment only, the afiray
having been produced by the mi duct
of the sepoys.  Case of Sobhan Lushker
and Manick Biswas, 492

AFFRAY WITH MURDER.

Conviction of affray and murder, in re-
sistance of a civil process. Sentenced ;
one to imprisonment for life in the Alli-
pore jail; three to imprisonment with
labour for 14 years ; and the remaining
prisoner to imprisonment for seven years
with labour. 387

AGGRAVATION,

The prisoner convicted of a river Dacoi-
ty, unattended with aggravating circum-
stances, but sentenced to 39 corass, and
imprisonment in transportation for life,
in consideration of his being a Chowkre—
dar, and his having previously stolen the
boat on which the Dacoity was commit-
ted. Wuzeer'’s case. _ 150

. APPEALS.
Section 5, Regulation TIL 1821, con-
strued as intended to limit the period of |
appeal merely as it relates to appellants,
without restricting the diseretionary au-
thority of supervision possessed by the

* superior Conrts ; and the Nizamut Adaw-

lut held, that it is not necessary fora
Conrt of Circuit to furnish the Magis~
trate with a copy of the petition of up-~
peal against his proceedings, though a
copl{iof the order passed in appeal should, .
he furnished. Case of Himmut and Her- *
gopal, 22t
ASSAULT,

See CorpgraL PuNisHMENT, No, 2. '



ASSAULT WITH INTENT TO KILL.

-1 The prisoner, a Burkundaz, in a quarrel
with the Daroghia, fetched from his house

a blunderbuss (not proved to have been
londed), with which he threatened to
shoot hir : sentenced for this offence to
six months imprisonment, in addition to
_the period (nearly a year) during which
he had been already confined.  Tegh Ali
Khan's case. 402

ATTEMPT TO MURDER.

A sepoy on gnard convicted of an attempt
to assassinate (motive unknown) a Ma-
gistrate in the exercise of his duty, by
presenting a musquet at his bady, and,
on ity missing fire, endeavouring to draw
his sword for the same purpose, sentenc-
ed to imprisonment. for life in the Alli-
pore jail, Buljeet Singh's case. 357

BAIGARS,

1 The prisoners pleading that they had
quasrelled with the prosecutor about bai-
gars, the Court directed that an enquiry
and report should be made as to the ac-

ceptation of the term, Case of Chinta- <
97

mun and others.

2 Prisoner convicted of striking a person
whom he wished to seize as a baigar, and
who, in endeavouring to escape, fell into
a well and was drowned. Sentence, five
years imprisonment. Dowlut's case, 306

4 A sepoy, convicted of causing the death
of a man whom he bad seized as s baigar,
by beating him with a stick and his fists :
sentenced to three years imprisonment.
Hurruk Singh’s case, 469

BURGLARY,

1 The prisoner being charged with burgla-
and theft, the Counrt, with reference to

all the circumstances of the case, con-
victed him of assault and outrage, and
sentenced him to seven years imprison-
ment. Suleem’s case, 333

2 A prisoner having been sentenced to 14,

ears imprisonment for the offence of

urglary, with attempt to steal, unac-
compunied by any aggravating circom-
stances, on the ground of his being a no-
toriously bad character, the Court of Ni-
zamut Adawlut reduced the term to se-
ven years, it not appearing that the pri-
soner, though of bad character, had
ever been before comvicted. Poorun’s
casts 400

CIRCULAR ORDERS,
See Note, p. 329,

INDEX

CIVIL SURGEONS.

1 The civenlar order of the Court, dated
3d of August 1814, directing that the
examination of the civil Surgeon relative
to the real or assumed insanity of a pri-
soner should be taken on oath, is equally
applicable to their depositions as to vio-
lent or unnatural deaths. Musst. Lud-
roun's case. 213

See ExaminaTion, No, 1. Mute,
No. 2.

COMMITMENT.

1 Where one prisoner is committed fo the
Court of Circuit, all implicated in the
same case should be committed also, 396

2 See Note in pp. 422, 423.

3 In a case of theft, attended by murder,
the Magistrate committed one of the per~
sons concerned, on the simple charge
of theft, absolving him from  participa=
tion in the murder; and in another
case of theft, attended by burglary,
committed on the same night, in which
the same individual was concerned, he
made no commitment, but appended his
proceedings to the former case. The
Court of Nizamut Adawlut, deeming
these proceedings irtegular, quashed
them, and directed that the prisouer
should be committed on the whole of the
first and also on the second charge. The
Cirenit Judge was at the same time in-
formed, that he shonld himself have
quashed the commitment, with the con~
enrrence of one of his colleagues at the
sndder station, Illahya's case. 457

COMMUTATION OF SENTENCE.
See ADULTERY, No, L

CONCEALMENT OF MURDER.

A wife's concealment of the murder of
her husband, by her p our, without
however her participation or assistance,
punished with seven years imprison-
ment, Case of Hazarce and Musst,
Luchmee. 75

' CONFESSION,

Prisoner convicted, on his own confes-
sion solely, of having killed his nephew,
who had committed adultery with his
wife, Sentenced to seven years imprison-
ment, as, though he confessed the act was
premeditated, yet the means used were
only two blows, with a moderate sized
stick, and the meeting with the deceased
was accidental, Poorun Doss's case. 32
£ it being proved on the trial of a prisoner

charge'ﬁ' with murder, that he had been

Y
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desired by the police offieer to fear not,
but o tell the trath : held that thisis
not sufficient to invalidate a confession
made by him, and corroborated by cir-
comstances. Hureesingha's case, 33
3 Prisoner confessed at the Thana, that he
killed with an arrow a man who had
come to him for a debt, and who would
‘neither let him eat nor drink. There
being no other evidence, the capital pu-
nishment was remitted, in consideration
of the provocation, Doctrine of civenit
law officer overruled, that prisoner hay-
ing subsequently stated before the Ma-
gistrate the death to have been acciden-
tal, such statement should be received,
a8 being most favourable to the prisoner.
Heeraram Cheith’s ease, 39
4 The depositions of two private individu-
als to the confession made before appre -
hension, and not reduced  to writing, of
a girl eleven years of age, held safficient
for her convictlon by the Moohuminu-
- dan law ; but rejected by the Nizamut
Adawlut, especially with reference to the
tender years of the prisoner, Mussum-
mant Nunhya's case, 45
b Case of conviction under the Moohum-
mudan law of homicide by misadventure,
and prisoner declared liable to Deent, but
releaged by the Nizamut Adawlat; his
confesgion that he killed the deceased at
night, mistaking hira for a dog or jackall,
heing corroborated by the only wituess
in the case. Mohun Lounda's case. 67
6 It is not sufficient, under the Conrt's
circular orders, that the confession
of a prisoner should be verified before
the Magisteate ; but it is necessary that
the confession should be originally taken
and written down in the presence of such
officer or his European’ assistant. Case
of Cashee Manjee and others. 70

7 Prisoner confessing that he killed his

wife, not in the act of adultery, but on
receiving abusive language, when beg-
ging her to desist from her criminal in-

- tercourse with another man 3 capital pu-

INDEX.

L

9 Prisoner found gnilty of privity to Da-

coity, on his own confession, by the fir-
way, but released by the Nizamut Adaw-
lnt, it appearing that he had been indue-
ed’ to confess by a promise of pardon
from the mokursir of the Thana, and of
being appointed a burkundas, Case of
Netra and others. 166

10'The prisoner confessed the homicide of

his brother, after having received a blow
from him ; and the futwa therefore finds
that the act was dene in self-defence.
There was no' eye-witnessy but from
other circnmstances, independent of the
confession, the Court inferring wilful
murder, sentenced him to imprisonment
for life. Runjeet’s case, 183

1 1t is irregular in a Judge of Cirenit to

enter intp any examination of a prisoner
as to his confession, beyond his simple
avowal or denial of the same. Case of
Shah Haree and others. ! 185

12 There being no evidence against a pri-

soner but his own confession, in which
he admitted having killed his wife by re-
peated sword wounds, after she had
wounded him, and' his person exhibit-
ing two wounds; the Court, deeming his
defence probable, sentenced him to five
years  imprisonment. . Inclia Kolee's

6

case. ) 25
13 A confession made voluntarily before a

policeofficer,not held to be invalidated by
the fact of a former confession made to
a person not being a police officer under
promise of release, nor by the non-ob~
servance of the role contained in clanse
3, section 19, Regulation XX, 1817.
Ekadussee Kande's case. 1291

14 In the case of a confessing prisoner, it

i8 requisite that the confession should be
read and explained to the prisoner st the
time of taking the answer ** guilty or not
guilty," and thet the prisoner be then
questioned, as to its anthenticity or other-
wise. It should also be read and explain-
ed to the subscribing witnesses, Musst.
Sourec’s case, 351

15 A prisoner confessing that he killed his
wife in the act of adultery ; there heing
no positive proof besides l?a'i.s confession,
and the circumstantial evidence being
rather in support of than against it, the

'. nishment remitted, in consideration of
the provocation. Sentence, imprison-~

ment for life. Phoolchund’s case, 79

8 Case of a woman tried for throwing her-

. self and hex two children into & river,

where the latter were drowned. Her Court dirceted his release, Chait Rem's

Thana confession being the chief evidence case, 408

. against her, and that containing an ex- 16 The only evidence against a prisoner
pression which might be construed to being his own confession, that he killed

mean that she accidentally fell into the the deceased while in the act of adultery
river, the Court beld that she was enti- with his (the prisoner’s) wife: held that
tled to the henefit of the favonrable in- the confession should be taken altoge-
terpretation.  Acquitted  accordingly. ther, aud the prisomer veleased., Pur-
Musst, Karwya’s case, RIS ¢ v shadooa’s case, . 456



INDEX.'

17 The prisoner, being apprehended on the
eharge of murdering: his wife, confessed
at the Thana having killed her in the act
of adultery. The futwa of the law offi-
cors of the Nizamut Adawlut find the
fact to be justifiable homicide; but the
Courtovermiled this fuwa, and sentgnced
thie prisoner to perpetnal imprizonment ;
he having denied his Thana confession,
and pleaded ignorance as to the manner
of hig wife's death, both before the Ma-
gistrate and the Court of Cireuit., Moo~
teea alins Gunga Dhobee's case, 472

See Evipence, No. 3. Missine PERSONS,
' No. 2,

CONSTRUCTION..

1 Held by a majority of the Court of Niza-
‘" mut Adawlut, that the proclamation pre-
seribed in Regulation 1X. 1808, does not
apply to a case of robbery and mur-
der, originating in a private Teud, where
pluiider was not the primary object of
the offenders ; but held, pevertheless, that
proclamation having been isaued, the
prisoners were eutitled to the benefit of
the old rule in the Regulation above eit-
ed, by which they were exempted from
4 capital sentence, and declared lisble

ouly to the penalty forcontumacy, Case-

of Pustab, Mohra, and Sookhram. 248
9 Held that the provision coutained in
clause 1, seetion 6, Regulation XVIL
1817, (which requires the law officer to
declare ouly whether the prisoner is le-
gully convicted,) is not applicable to a
ease of rape attended by robbery. Foo-

e Lode's case. 267

4 Held that the provisions of Regnlation
XVI, 1823, do not alter those of Regu-
Iation XV, 1814, by which the Court of
Circuit is competent to reduce the pu-
nishment of prisoners convicted of two
offences to fourteen years imprisanment,
Case of Kullooa and ofhers. 459

CONTUMACY,

It is essential to conviction on a trial for
contumacy, that it be proved the procla-
mation was madebybeat of drum at every
Thana, within the Magistrate's jarisdice
tion’ and in & trial for this offence, &
Futiea from the law officeris not requisite.
Proclaimed persons having been tried on
the charge of dacoity and murder, for
which they were prm:raimed, and not on
the charge of contumacy, and the Court
having ruled that they shonld haye been
tried on the lafter charge first, it was
determined, on' their being acquitted of
the charge of contmmacy, that they

-

3

_should be tried de novo on the chargeof

dacoity and murder. Case of Akalooard
Gooxdinl. . 87
See ConsTRUCTION, Noy 1
CORPORAL PUNISHMENT,
On cosviction of wounding with intent

T

be inconsistent with the ovder declaring
corporal’ punishment generally inapyro-
inte in cases of culpable homicide,
hmun Gear's case. 269

To & case of assanlt attended by homicide
and beating, the Judge of Cirenit recom-
mended that stripes should be inflicted ;
bat the Nizamut Adawluts, deeming that
punishment inappropriate, sentenced the
prisoriers to imprisonment only,. Case of
Jeewun and others. 323

_-CORRUPTION. .

-

o, ill, held that to sward siripes would

1 The prisoner was charged with the core

_xupt veceipt of 1500 Rs. in having, while
_in the situation of Ketwal, by his private
_influence, procured the office of a Darogha
for an individual on a bargain for the
above sum. The receipt of part of the
sum in question was established, and he
was uneble to prove on what secount ;
buat the prisoner was acquitted by the
Nizamut Adawlut, the money having
been paid.long after his secession from
offict, affd there being no sufficient progf
of a “corrupt agreement. Khyrun Shah

. Khan's case, ' 448

 CRUELTY.

1 The.prisonér convicted -of blinding his
wife with a ot iron ; sentenced to four-
teen  years, imprisonment with labour.
Pubarea’s case, . g

CULPABLE HOMICIDE, =
See HoMicinpe, CULPABLE.

DACOITY.

1 Case of a geng of 163 persongof the
Shighalkhor or Budhel cast, who issu=
ing fiom their haunts iv the jungles of
the Qude territory, assumed the gavb of a
Raja und his retinue proceedingon o pil=
grimage, entered the Company's. terri-
tory, and attacked @ boat Taden With trea-
sure, which they camied off, killing obe
man, and wounding ten, andhaving made
good their retreat uusnspected, were pro=

' eeeding, in the following year, on & simi=

lar expedition, when they were appre-
hended. Beingtried for the above offences,
the leader was~sentenced to be hanged.
OF his associates, 36 convicted of being
aecomplices in the above robbery, sen~

3 A g
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" tenced to receive 39 coralis, aud to beim-

prisoned in transportation for life. ‘Four
convicted of privity to, and conrivance
in the said robbery, and of being profes-
sed Dacoits, to receive 30 corahs, and to
be imprisoned in banishment for 14 years,
and then to find security for good behavi-
our, 76 convicted of going forth to com-
mit. robbery, and of being professed Da-
coits, to be imprisoned in banishment for
7 years, and then to furnish security.
15 convieted of goiug forth to commit
rohbery, to be imprisoned ia banishment
for 7 years. 31 (women) acquitted. The
remaining prisoner, though convicted of
having accompanied the vobbers, was
found to be insane, and ordered to the

‘hospital. Cage of Mihrban and others.

125

See Pracrice, No.7. Il. AcaravaTion,

No. 1. Evipence, No. 12, Promisgs,
MNoi 2. ConstrucTtion, No, 3.

DEFINITION,

1 Case of a gang of twenty men armed with

clubs, who secretly effected an entry iato
a house, and afterwards maltrested the
inmates ; held that this is sufficient to
constitute the crime of robbery by epen
wiolence, as defined in clause 1, section
3, Regulation LI, 1803. Case of Oopa~
shoo and others. 207

See Ropeeny, No. 5.

“DEFLOWERING A YOUNG GIRL.
1 The prisoner ‘(a youth) punished with

‘fifteen stripes of the rattan, and six
months imprisonment, on conviction of
earnally knowing a girl, aged eight 'yenrs;
‘the consent of one so voung being deem-
ed immaterinl. Lulooa’s case. 452

DHURNA,

1 Case of five prisoners (Fakeers) convict -

ed of sitting Dhurae, and assisting in the
snicide of one of thei compinions: sen-
tenced, in consideration of their gross
ignorance, and all the circumstances of
the case, to five years imprisonment each.

Case of Khuchury Shah and others. 409 |

DRUNKENNESS.
See Homicive, Currance, No, 10.

EMBEZZLEMENT.

1 The prisoners convicted of converting

tp their own use the sum of 2500 rupees,
belonging to Government: sentenced,
theoneto two, and the otherto one year's
imprisonment, Case of Rujub AI); and
Pitumber, 277

2]

-

3

L)

4

A casli-keeper convicted of having ré-
moved & sum of money from the public
trensure chest without authority, leld
to be guilty of a misdemeanour under
the provisions of Regulation I1. 1813 :
sentenced to one year's imprisonment in
the civil jail, without lshour or irons.
Case of Goolab Rai and Sheo Perst;nf.

376
A Tuhseeldar convicted of waking un-
authorized advances to individuals in
balance for one year, and supplying the

deficiency in the public accounts by

sums paid as revenue for the succeéling
year, held guilty of embezzlement, and
sentenced o one year's imprisonment
for that offence.Gholam Akhee's case, 463

EUROPEAN.

The name of an European being indi-

rectly introduced in & transaction for
which a native is committed for trial,
does not vitiate the trial under the cir-
cular orders of the 4th of Jan, 1811.
Cage of Gungaram and Imrut Lal, 73

EVIDENCE,

The evidence of a witness on a trial vary-
ing from that which, according to the
Thana report, he was there stated to
have given ; held that such variation is
not sufficient to invalidate it. Kullooa's
case. 17
The evidence of a ' conviet having been
taken, with a view to the conviction of
o prisoner charged with participation in
a Dacoity for which such convict had
already been sentenced, the Court ruled
that hisevidence was wholly inadmissible.
Jey Singh’s case, 25
Five boatmen convicied of murdering
the person in charge of the cargo, on

‘the confession of one individual of the

crew to that effect, and on their own
confessions that they had sold the cargo

‘and appropriated the proceeds. Sentenced

toimprisonmwent in transportation for life.
The body of the deceased not found, Case
of Sunaoolah and others, 28
Prisoner confessed at the Thana, that he
Killed with an arrow a man who had
come to him for a deht, and who would
neither let him eat nor drink, There be-
ing no other evidence, the capital pu-
nishiment was remitted, in consideration
of the provocation. Doctrine of circuit
law officer overruled, that prisoner hav~
ing subsequently stated before the Ma-
gistrate the death to have been accident-
al, such statement should be reccived
as being most favourable to the prisoner.
Heeraram Cheith’s case. 39



"INDEX.

5 The prisoner was chavged with ‘perjury
in giving in afalseschedule of his property,
for the purpose of being admitted to sue
as a papper,  Held that the recital of his
Having made oath, in the roobukaree of
commitment, is not suflicient evidence of
the fact, and that the recorded evidence of
witnessesin a civil court is not sufficient
proof in a criminal trial 85 to the real
value of his property, Byjnath Singh's
cAse, ! ‘64

6 The prisoner confessing a murder, and
pointing out human bones which he al-

- deged to be those of the person ‘murder-
ed 3 held by the Nizamut Adawlat, that
this is not a sufficient finding of the body
to warrant & capital sentence 5 the bones
not admitting of identification, Chungé

wa’s case
7' Prisoner declared guilty by the futwa
of murder by poisoning.” The Court of
\ Nizamut Adawlut do not concur in the
“convietion, the only evidence of the mur-
dor being an alleged village confession,
and the body of the missing person not
havingtbeen found 3 but it being proved
“that the missing person was seen last in
* the prisorier’s company, he was sentenc-
‘ed to be imprisoned for life, or until the
missing person should appear, ov his
existence subsequently to his parting
with the ]Erisoner be ascertained. Chai-
too Telee's casa. 84
8 Tn a case of confession of murder, and a
corpse being found, admitted by the pri-
goner to be that of the person murdered,
the Court did ot deem the absence of
'Eroof as to ite identity to be sufficient to
‘bar a capital sentence. Jeornkhun's
S eAse. tiaod
9 The Court observed, that a wife should
not be called upon to give evidence
“aguinst her hushand, except ina case of

urgent necessity, Lurrye Chung’s ease.
149

10 The prisoner was declared by the futwa
convieted of murder on strong circum-
gtantial evidence ; but, it being consi-
dered insufficient for hig conviction by
the Nizamnt Adawlut, he was acquitted

< and released. Sall deen’s case. 158

11 Of two prisoners tried for murder, the
Grst stated that the deceased was killed
when in the aet of ‘theft, in company

_ with himself and the second prisoner §
the second prisoner denied this, and ac-
cused the first of having in his presence
murdered the decoased. The Court,
crediting the fiest statement, directed the
discharge of the prisoners. Case of Koo-

~gha and Ashruf, 163

12 Two prisoners’ convicted by the futwa

of Dacoity, on the direct evidence of the
person robbed and his wife to recogui-
tion, But this festimony rejected by the
Nizamut Adawlut, being unsnpported by
circumstantial evidence, and otherwise
open to suspicion, Case of Ishree Tew-
aree and Omrao Singh. 165
13 A prisoner’s Thena confession (not
borne out by the evidence on record
that he had “two other associates ina
case of highway robbery, is not suffici-
ent ovidence of a ¢ gang,' 8o as to bring
the case within the rule of section 3, Re-
gulation LIIL. 1803,  Case of Lal Singh
and Khewanee, : ;. 172
14 The prisoner was chayged with having
murdered his wife four yenrs before,  On
being apprehended, ge denied being
the husband of the decensed, and assnmn-
ed @ feigned name. Sentenced to per-
petual imprisonment,  on conviction of
the charge from eireumstantial evidence,
and proof of hisidentity, Jowahic alizs
Panchum’s case, | | 175
15 The prisoner. confessed the homicide of
his brother; after having received a blow
from him and the futwa therefore finds
that the act was done in self-defence.
There was no eye-witness; but, from
other circumstances, independent of the
confession, the Court, inferring wilful
murder, sentenced him to imprisonment
for life. Runjeet's case 183
16 Prisoner acquitted of the charge of mur-
dering his concubine, in spite of strong
guspicion against him arising from cir~
cumstantial evidence. - Amanut Ally's
case. 194
17 In & case of wounding, the futwa de-
clared the prisoner not convicted, by
reason of there being only one witness
%es‘ides the prosecutor) to the charge.
¢ Court, seeing no reason to discredit
the evidence, superseded the fuswa, un-
der section 4, Regulation XVIL 1817,
and sentenced the prisoner toseven years
imprisonment. Chundeedeen’s case. 239
18 In & trial for murder, the circumstantial
avidence consisting of enmity between the
prisoner and the deceased, threats used by
the prisoner, and concealment of and de-
nial that he possessed auy weapon, the ',
roof was held insufficient to conviet.
Case of Adheen Singh and others. 271
19 The prisoner being arraigned on a
charge of murder, was acquitted and re-
Jeased 3 the eircumstantial evidence a-
gainst him ting to suspiciony but
not to presumption of his guilt,  Kish-
en Das’s case. 318
20 In a case of extortion, the law officers
held that those who contributed to the




extortioner's demands conld not be ad-
“ mitted as witnesses ; they being, in point
‘of faet, plaintiffs in the cause; but the
Nizannt Adawlut overraled this doc-
trice. Moomtaz Ali's case. 341
21 The pridoner (8 person of respectable
connexions and easy cireunistances) be-
ing chnrged with the murder of a boy
for thie sake of his ornaments, the Conrt,
deeming the motive assigned and the
civeumstantial evidence adduced insuffi-
cient for his conviction, divected his re-
lease. Panchkouree Rai's case.. 345
22 The eorpse of the prisoner’s wife having
been found with marks of stranpulation
and other violence, the prisoner stated
that she had hung herself, On her dis.
appearsnee, he stated, that she had run
away; but the eireumstantial evidencenot
being suficient vo bring home the charge
of murder to' the prisoder, he was ve-
leased by order of theNizamut Adawlut.
TRimcliura Guraun's case, 350
23 1t is no sufficient renson for rejecting
eviderioe to the defence, that the wit~
negses domed by the prisoner had been
acensed before the Mapistrate of parti-
cipating in the offence charged, but re-
Tensed by that officer. Rampershad Soo-
knl's ense. ; 413
24 The only direct evidenece against a pri-
soner charged with rape being that of
the ravished girl, who was too young to
Be sworn, the Court directed the release
of the prisoner. Leela Gwalla's case, 415
25 The fuct of fiting a forged deed in a
court of justice by the person interested
in establishing its contenis, affords suffi-
cient presumption that he uttered iy
knowing it to ba forged. Bukhtawur's
case, : 464
26 The body of the proseeutor’s wife was
found banging to a beam, inside her
house, in the middle of the day, with
evident marks of ber having been stran-
gled and vavished. The ouly evidence
against the prisoner being that he was
seen runuing from the house shortly
before, in w state of agitation; held that
this: was insufficient fov his conviction.
Abbursa's case. 460

See Minowriry, No. 1. Practicr, No, 4,
ConressioN, No. 12.  SuBoikNATION oF
Perivpy, No. 1.

EXAMINATION,

I The cirenlar order of the Court dated
the 3d of August 1824, directing that
the examination of the civil Surgeon re-
lstive to the real or assumed insanity of
# prisoner shonld be taken on oath, is
equally applicable to their depositions

L

ag to violent or unnatural deaths. Musse,
Ludroun's case. 213

EXTORTION.

In a case of extortion, the law officers
held that those who contributed to the
extortioner’s demands coald not be ad-
mitted as witngsses ; they heing, in point
of fact, plaintiffs in the cause; but the
Nivamut Adawlut overruled this'doetrine.
Moomtaz Ali's case. 341

FINES.

Held that the Court of Nizamut Adawe
It are competent to impose fines to an
indefinite ansount, commutable to a li-
mited period of imprisonment. Case of
Gungagobind Bunhoojea and others. 304

FORGERY.

To the offence of fabrication, punishable
under Regulation XiVII. of 1817, no writ-
ing is necessary. It is sufficiens that the
seal be forged, thongh the paper is blank.
Case of Jyechnnd and others. 3
To antedate and postdate deeds being a
common practice among the natives, the
Court did not admit this fact to be evie
dence of forgery, Ramkunhai’s case. 36
3 Prisoner baving lent the sum of 51 ru-
es to & person since deceased, (whose
ond he held on plain paper, bearing in-
terest at the rate of 24 cent. per an=-
num,) forged and filed a stamped bond for
the smne amount, at 12 per cent, Held -
that this is an act of forgery not deserv-
ing of less than three years imprison-
ment. Chunder Deen Havildar’s case. 95

INDEX. !
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* 4 The Mohurrir of 8 Thana, with a view to

screert himself from the charge of having
deputed s Burkundaz only to enqguirein-
to & case of theft, falsified the Magis-
trate’s record, to make it appear that the
Jemadar hed beea deputed in another
case. Held that this is forgery, but of
the Lightest description. Sentence, six
months imprisonment. Bhungee Lal's
case. 99
5 To a conviction of forgery it is not ne-
cessary that the coins forged should be of
base metal, or that the imitation should
be of a coin being a legal tender of pay- .
ment ;. provided it be curvent among. tKe
natives themselves, Case of Phudalee and
Hurbuns. 177
6 A prisoner convicted of preparing an
earthen mould, with a view to forgery of
coppexr coin, sentenced to two years im-
prisonment,  Case of Aratoon and othr.gz..
7 Altering & common receipt for rent, so
a8 to make it appear like a receipt for



i due under 4 deerce of Court, and
.uttering the same, punished by seveén
_years imprisonment. Case of Nuwazee
and Kurreembuoksh. i 210
§ Prisoner convicted of having personated
a Dewanny Chupprassy, and of having,
with others, arrested the prosecutor b
means of a forged summons.  Sentenced,
_under the provisions of section d, Regu-
lation XVIIL 1817, to imprisonment for
_three years, Amndaroo’s case, 1504
9 Fabricating seals, and affixing them to
plain papers for future use, with a frau-
‘dulent intent, held to amount to forgery.
The first prisoner, convicted of fabricat-
ing such seals; and selling plain papers
to which the said seals were affixed, sen-
tended 1o Zuskheer, and seven years im-
/prisonment with labour, 2d, 3d, 4th,
convicted of privity to and concealment.
" of the said criminal practices; sentenced
to imprisonment for two years with la-
bour. Case of Hunooman and others, 405
10 A Vakeel heing in three cases convicted
_of altering or causing to be altered the
valug of a number of stampt papers, sen-
tenced to be exposed by Yushheer, and to
be imprisoned  for ten years. Case of
Bhondoo Ll and others. 466

See Evinence, No. 25,

FORNICATION.

1 To slay fornicators detected in the act is
allowable, aceording to the Moohum-
mudan law, and a prisoner confessing he
had killed his sister and her paramour
under these circnmistances, acquitted and
released by the Nizamut Adawlut. Gho-
Jam Mullik’s case. 48

- FUTWAS, '

1 A sentence of Kissas or retaliation against
a prisoner tried for the murder of his
wife is not legally barred by suspicion of
her adultery ; and a law officer who hady
given a fuftwa to that effect advised ac-
cordingly ; though in awarding sentence,

] ‘ed adultery may doubtless be taken
into consideration by the Nizamut Adaw-
lut. Abdoollah's case, 100

2 A law officer having declared in his fu-
wa,as & ground for the acquittal of a pri-
soner, that he might have concealed his
knowledge of a Dacoity from fear, and
that it was inexpedient to punish him
lest it should deter other offenders from
giving information, the Court held that
he had exceeded his duty, and that he
should not have reférred to matters hay-
ing no’ connexion with Moohummudan
law, Caseof Anwar and others, 142

3

o

INDE X,

Prisoner convicted of wounding his wife
in a fit of anger, of which wounds she died
three months afterwards, Kissas declared
to be barred by the futwa ona doubtas
to the proximate cause of her death, But
the Court, having no doubt that the death
was caused by the wounding, sentenced
the prisoner to | confinement for life.
Pukharea's case.’ Vi)
See Note, p. 192,

Held that a capital sentence may be pass-
ed under Regulation 1V, of 1822, in spite
of a futwa of Deewt, 1n this ‘ease the law
officers gave a second futwa, declaring
the prisoner liable to denth by Seasut on
conviction of Skibha-iiwmd: and the pri- |
soner was hanged under the peculiar eir-""
cumstances of the case, though the corpse
of the deceased was not' found, Babooa
Nutt's case. ! a7
The futwa of the law officer of a Court
of Circuit reciting that the evidence of
women alone is nsufficient to prove a
eriminal charge, the judge referred the

‘case ; but the Conrt of Nizamut Adawlut

“aequitted, 'on the ground that, to prove

7

a charge of receiving stolen property, it
mtust he established” that the vec

knew it was stolen at the time of his re-
ceiptof it. Caseof lkram and others. 325
The futwe of the law officer of a Court
of Cirenit having declared ‘certain priso-
ners (convicts imprisoned for life) tried
for assanlt and wounding, linble to Za-
geer a3 well as Hookoomut-i udl: held
that the 6Gth section of Regulation IV.
1892, does not prectude the Judge of Cir-

“¢nit from awarding corporal punishment

8

under clause 7, section ' 2, Regulation
LII1. 1803, Case of Deen Ali Shah and
others. 4 362
Under the Moohummudah law, a futwa
of death by Seasut cannot be given ex-
cept for murder, though some authorities
recognize, in abstract terms, the right of
the ruling power to extirpate evil doers
generally, Chundoo Kandoo's case, 418

See EviDENcE, No, 17. MoouuMMyD~-

1

38

N Law, No. 2. Pracrice, No, 8,

.

GANG ROBBERY.

A prisoner's Thana confession (not borne
out by the evidence on record) that he
had twoother associates in a case of high-
way robbery, is not sufficient evidence
of ‘a ° gang,” S0 as to bring the case
within the rule of section 3, Regulation
LIlL, 1803. Case of Lal Siogh and
Khewanee. 172

See Dacoiry.

e et



HOMICIDE, CULPABLE.

1'The prisoner having been strack by the
deceased with a club, went home (ashort
distance) for his sword, and mesting
with the deceased, who was returning
home, killed him with the sword. Held
that this was culpable homicide, and
unished by five years imprisonment.
han Singh's case. 107

2 The prisoner, who was bedridden from
rheumatism, threw a stool at his wife,
in consequence of her abusing him, which
killed her. Sentenced to five E:srs im-
risonment, for cunlpable micide,
hoosroo's case. ; 155
Prisoner Liaving struck the deceased a
blow with a club in the passion of the
moment, without previous enmity, in
a quarrel about & pooje, the law officers
convicted him of wil[’,ul murder, but the
Court viewed it as a case of culpable
homicide only, Soodun Moonda's cli-l;;!?
Case of a Choukeedar convicted of cul-
pable homicide, by using unnecessary
severity towards a man whom he found
in his master’s house at night : sentence,
three years imprisonment, Case of Par-
shun and Radhe. e 262
% A Zemindar (the deceased) required the
services of his tenants (the prisoners),
when they abused him, and he holding up
his shoe as if to strike them, they commit-
ted an assanltupon him, which occasioned
his death, Held that this amounted to
~culpable homicide, punishable by five
years imprisonment ; chiefly with refer-
ence to the relative situations in life of
the parties. Case of Mungta and Sair. 268

6 The prisoner ascended his neighbour's

2]

.

mangoe tree, and began to eat his fenit 5

and on being abused by the owner, im-
mediately came down, and with three
blows of his kodalce, or hoe, killed that
sem:m. At the recommendation of the

ndge of Circuit, and under all the cire -

cumstances, capital punishment remitted,

and sentence imprisonment for life. Bo- '

cha’s case. 301

7 Prisoner convicted of culpable homicide,
by inflicting a blow with a club on the
head of a person with whom his master
wis struggling : sentenced to five years
imprisonment, Pershand's case, 307
8 Conviction of Killing a thief with a club,
no resistance having been made on his
art, and no effort to seize him having
¢en made by the -prisoner sentence,
one year'simprisonment, Allah Bukhsh's
-Lase, 322

INDEX

I

9 Prisoner convieted of beating a person
(who trespassed on his field) so violent-
ly as to' occasion his death : sentenced,
under all the circumstances of the case,
to two years imprisonment. Hoolasa's
case. : . 423

10 The prisoner, in a drunken quarrel with
the deceased, received a blow from him,
and in consequence inflicted a wound on
his groin with a knife, which eaused his
dautf? sentenced, under all the cirenm-
stances of the case, to five years impri-
sonment.  Durreona's case, 453

11 Two Burkundazes convicted of killing
a thief by repeated sword wounds, when
the homicide was not necessary to his
seizure or custody ; sentenced to two years
imprisonment.  Case of Auzum Khan
and others, 461

See Arritay, No. 2, 3. Conression, No. 1,
CorroraL Punisament, No. 1, 2.

HUMAN SACRIFICE,

1 Three prisoners, inbabitants of the Jeyn-
tea territory, convicted of having, at the
instigation of the brother-in-law of the
king of that country, forcibly seized a
boy in the British territory for the pur-
pose of offering him up a8 a sacrifice to
the Hindoo idol Kalee. Sentenced to 14
years imprisonment with labour in ba-
nishment, Bukhtear and others, 108

See SUTTEE,

IDENTITY,
See Evipence, No, 6, 8, 14.

INFANTICIDE, -

The offence of abandoning her newborn

child by its mother in a jungle, ‘which

caused the death of the child, punished

by perpetual imprisonment. Bowul Be-

wab's case, 220
+ See Murpzr, No. 16,

-

INSANITY.

Prisoner convicted of murdering a boy
for the sake of his ornaments 3 but ap-
pearing to be insane at the time of bis
irial, he was ordered into confinement,
with instructions that, on the recovery
of his reason, the evidence taken against
him should be explained to him, his de-
fence taken, and the luw officers called
on for a second furwa, Zora's case, 12
2 Prisoner charged with the murder of his
father, The Cowrt of Nizamut Adawlut

=
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were satisfied of his insanity, but the fué-
wa of their law officers declaring the evi-
dence taken before the Court of Cirenit
insufficient to: establish the act charged,
the Court ordered further evidence to be
taken as to this point, not with a view to
his conviction of any offence, but with
reference to any order of detention it
might be necessary to issus, Lal Khan's
case. g i 68
% In n case of supervenicnt insanity after
- the commission of a muriler perpetrated
by the prisoner while sane, the Court
did not think fit to apply the rule con-
tained in Regulation 1V. 1822, the offence
having been committed long prior to that
enactment, but deeming the prisoner un-
fit to be set at liberty, directed his de-~
tention, until on its  being certified that
he might be released without danger,
they should issue further orders regard-
~jog him, Oodit Agurdanee's case. 189
4 Case of a prisoner convicted of beating
a girl on the head with a stone, which
cansed her death 5 no malice being prov-
ed or probuble cause assigned, and the
prisoner becoming mad shortly after-
wards, the Court attributed the act to
insanity. Lukhun Manjhee's case. 260
5 Under the Court's circular order dated
“the 8th of May 1820, it is not necessary
1o refer the ¢asesof insane persons charg~
ed with murder, where the fact of the
Kkilling may not be proved. Goolaboo's
cage., 383

See ConressionN, No. 4.

INTENT TO ROB OR MURDER,
See RosBERY, No. 3.

JURISDICTION,

1 The offenceof Dacoity taking place with-
in the British territory, and. part of the
property plundered being found in the
prisoner's house, out of the British terri-
tory, this was not considered sufficient
proof of receipt within the British juris-
diction.  Case of Jumai and others. 80

2 A person born in wedlock at Madras, his
father being a German, and his mother
aScotchwoman, declared by the Advocate
General to be a British subject, and ame-
nable only to the Supreme Court 3 but
yuled that the onus prohandi as to his birth
yests on the prisoner. Case of Robert
Frederick Charles Mandeville, alizs Ro-
bert Frazer, alias Fergusson, 111

3 A prisoner being charged with enticing
away a boy, and robbing and attempting

J et s salaid b b a2 o ot

INDEX

to strangle him 5 held that the robbery
and attempt to strangle having occurred
in Tirhoot, the trial should take. place
in that district, and not in the district of
Behar, out of which the boy was enticed.
Khekhur's case. d 205
4'The crime with which the prisoners
were charged, having been committed in
\an independent territory, and the autho-
rity for the trial of the prisoners requir-
ed by Regulation V. 1809, not having
been previously obtainad, the trial was
held to be illegal, and annulled, and the
Magistrate ordered to apply for permis-
sion to commit the prisoncrs for retrial
at the next ensuing sessions, The Court
did not think proper to order the recom~
mitment of some of the prisoners, against
whom there appeared to be no sufficient
evidence, and who, bad the trial heen le-
gal, would have been regularly acquit-
tad and released. Case of Umra Lodh
and others, 393

KIDNAPPING.

1 Prisonerscharged with kidnapping a child,
of whom no trace could since be disco-
vered, declared liable by the law officers
to imprisonment until they restored the
missing girl ; but sentenced by the Ni-
zamut Adawlnt to a definite period of im-
prisonment, there being no reason fo
‘suppose that the girl had been murdered.
Case of Musst. Munna and others. 66

2 A prisoner being charged with enticing
away & boy, and robbing and attempting
to strangle him ; held that the robbery
and sttempt to strangle having occurred
in Tirhoot, the trial should take place in

* ‘that district, and not in the district of
Behar, out of which the boy was enticed.
Khekhur's case. 205

3 On conviction  of child stealing, the
Conrt awarded seven yearsimprisonment,
the last three years, however, to be re-
watted, in case the prisoner sbould make
such a discovery as might lead to the
restoration of the missing child.  Musst.
Hichnee's case. 308

4 'In & case of child stealing, it is compe-~
tent to a Judge of Circuit to pass a de-
_finite sentence of four years imprison-
ment, and an eventual one of three in
addition, should the child be not forth-
coming, the whole term not excesding
geven years, Dursun’s ease. 447

_ Sec HUMAN SACRIFICE, No. 1.
LEPERS.
See Suicivg; No, 1,
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MASSACRE.

1' Case the of massacre of a whole family
" from motives of revenge 1 of twenty-three
prisoners, tried for the crime, four sen-
tenced capitally, fourteen to imprison-

ment for life in the Allipore jail, four to

fourteen years imprisonment in banish-
ment, and one acquitted. Case of Deo-
keea and others. ? 58
2 Case of the massacre of thirty-three indi-
viduals from motives of revenge. Three
prisoners convicted of haying been pre-
sent aiding and abetting at the massacre,
sent d to im |.||l t for life, Ca-
pital punishment not awarded; the evi-
dence not being suficiently distinet of
their being actively engaged in the actual
perpetration of it. Case of Khame and
others, 173

MINORITY.

The principal evidence against the pri-
soner, a boy of 12 or 13 years of age, be-
ing furnished by his own voluatary con-
fession, that evidence declared by the
law officers to be insufficient for his con-
‘demnation, by reason of his none-age :
but this doctrine overruled by the Court,
and the prisoner declared to be fully con-
vigted ; and there appearing no other cir-
cumstance in his favony than his minori-
ty to render him a proper object of mer-
ey, and it being proved that he was doli
capar when he committed the crime,
seéntence awarded of imprisonment and
transportation for life,  Sudasookh’s

-~

case, i 2
2 Thelaw officers of the Nizamut Adawlut
acquitted the prisoner, in. consequence
of the Ibra of the prosecutor, and her
non-age. The Court did not concur in the
futwa, but judged themselves incompe-~
tent to punish, = The wilful act of a per-
son supposed to be in her non-age is, in
‘Movhwmmudan law, considered acciden-
tal. Jye Munnee's case. . 29
3 The minority of a witness is not sufficient
to preclude him from being sworn, pro-
vided he have a competent sense of the
nature of an onth., Hatim Ali's case. 85
4 Caseof a boy aged fourteen, murdering
aboy aged twelve, for the sake of his
omaments, Sentence, imprisonment for
life. Hunsnath’s case. 471
See MiT1GATION oF PuNisumenT, No.d.

MISSING PERSONS.

1 Prisoners convicted of theft, and of hav-
ing made away with the woman to whom
the property belonged, under circum-
stances exciting a strong suspicion that

INDEX,

they had murdered ber. Sentenced to s
specific term of four years imprisonment,
mnd further to be confined uatil certain
tidings of the missing woman should be
‘obtained. Case of Peerkhan and ozherz.
3 1 4
2 Prisoner declared gnilty by the futws of
muyder by poisoning. The Couxt of Ni-
zamut Adawlut dov not concur in the con-
viction, the only evidence of the murder
being an alleged village confession, and
the body of the missing person not having
been found ; but it being proved that the
missing person was seen last in the prie
soner's cnmpan-{, he was sentenced to be
imprisoned for life, or until the missing
person should appear, or hiy existence
subsequently to his parting with the pri-
soner be ascertained. Chaitoo Talee’s
case. : 84
3 Conviction of beating a missing person :
but the Court not being satisfied that the
injury received by the missing person
was of such anature as to occasion death :
sentence, under the circumstances of the
case, one year's imprisonment. Case of
Mohun and Luchmun, 305
4 The prisoners being charged: with malk-
ing away with two individuals, who with
their property had: embarked on the pri-
soners boat, and had not been heard of
sincelast seen in the prisoners company,
pleaded that the missing persons had
parted with them of their own accord.
Although they had no evidence to their
defence, the é'ourt of Nizamut Adawlat
did not deem the proof sufficient for their
conviction, and they were acquitted.
Case of Mahomed Hossein and others, 336

MITIGATION OF PUNISHMENT,

The prisoner convicted of highway rob-
bery attended with wounding: but sen-
tenee mitigated to 14 yearsimprisonment,
in consideration of his youth, the severe
wounds he received in his attempt to
commit the erime, and because the act
proved against him appearsd to have
heen his first offence. Bukhshee's case. 1
2 Sentence, on conviction of highway rob-
bery, mitigated ; the prisoners not ap-.
pearing to be old offenders, and being in
a state of ebriety at the time, Myya and
Bhoowun Pasban's case. 24
3 Chargeof murder by a blow with a Kool=
Naree. 1t ‘appearing that the deceased
had been educated by the prisoner, to
whom he was not related, and that the
blow was struck on sudden provocation,
without any premeditation or malice,
gentence restricted to twelve months im-
prisanment, Phekoo Khan's case. 108

—



4 A prisoner convicted of murder, ealling
himself 14 years of age, and reported by
the Cirenit Judge to appear not more
than sixteen, sentenced to perpetual im-
prisonment. Khealeeram’s case. 145

6 The prisoner killed his wife, and after-
wards attempted to commit spicide, nn-
der a strong feeling of shame and dis-
frace atloss of caste, occasioned by an
imputation of incest attaching to the de-
censed, Sentenced, under all the eircuin~
stances of the ease, to imprisonment for
life.  Phuldar's case, 160

6 Prisoner gonvieted of the murder of his
wife by reason of her adnltery. The
Court, believing the alleged adultery,
under all the circumstances of the case,
gentenced him to imprisonment for life.
Nunia's case. 167

7 On a conviction of murder, capital sen-
tence vemitted, in consideration of the
prisoner’s heing ivritated by the deceased
calling him a thief. Churun Das's case,

! 193

8 Prisoner convicted of murder, in revenge
of the supposed exercise of witcheraft by
the deceased ; imprisoned for life, Ca-
pital sentence remitted, in consideration
of all the circumstances of the c¢ase, and
the uneivilized part of the country (Ku-
maoon) in whicr: the crime was commit-
ted. Keshwa Dome's ease. o186

9 Prisoner, aged sixteen years, convicted of
theft, attended (withont the privity and
intent of the prisoner) with murder;
sentenced, under all the circumstances
of the ease, to 30 rattans and seven years
imprisonment. Shulamut Khan's case.

h 331

10 The prisoner, in a sudden fit of passion,
‘threw her voung child into a well, by
which it was drowned. In considera~
tion of the suddenness of the act, and
the absence of all malice : sentence, ten
years imprisonment,  Musst. Bingteen's
CAEE. 375

11 In a tridd for murder, it being proved
that the deceased had entered the house
of the prisoners’ relation with an adul-
terons intent, and was beaten to death
by them with sticksy andit not being
ciear that their purpose was to kill: sen-
tenced, under all the circumstances, to
five years imprisonment. Case of Pingwa
and others. 395

12 The prisoner being convieted of mur-
dering his wife and a procuress, and
wonnding a servaat maid who aided her
in an ngulf.emus interconrse ; also of
wounnding two men with whom she had
committed adunltery ;5 eapital punishment

remitted on the ground of the pmvoca-s
c

INDEX

tion, and seatence, under the circum-
stances of the case, imprisonment for
life, Putchkoury's case, 1387
13 Case of five prisoners (Fakeers) convict=
ed of sitting Dhurna, and assisting in the
suicide of one of their companions : sen=
tenced, in eonsidecation of their gross
jgnarance, and all the cirenmstances of
tﬁe case, to five years imprisonment
each. Khochnry Shah and others. 409
14 Case of a prisoner convicted of the mur-
der of his wife, under feelings of shame,
excited by the violation of her person:
sentenced, under all the circumstances,
to imprisonment for lifs, Case of Mo-
khoo Ruffoogur und Bhekaree Singh.411
15 The prisoner being charged with the
murder of his brother’s wife, and the
presumption from the evidence being
‘that he put her to death while in the act
of ndultery, capital punishment remit-
ted, and sentence, imprisonment for life,
Buokshea Dhanook's case. 419

See Apurtery, No. 4, 5. Areray, No. L.

Homicipg, CuLprasrg, No. 6, MURDER,
No. 2.
MOOHUMMUDAN LAW,

1 By the Moohaummudan criminal law,

persons who harbour adulterers are pu-
nishable by Aconbut, Case of Ramsoon=
dur and others, 42
2 The prisoner was convicted of the mur-
der of her infant bastard child. By the
Jutwa, Kissas was declared to be barred,
and Deeut only to be iucurred, by reason
of the maternal relationship. The Cours
held, that this was a personal distinetion
inconsistent with equal justice, and pro-
vided against by section 2, Regulation
VIIl, 1799. Sentence, imprisonment for
life. Musst. Boondea's case. 161

3 To justify a man in killing his wife and
her paramonr, according to the Moo-
hummudan law, it is not necessary that
he shounld see them in the act of adul-
tery ; presumption of it arising from
situation is sufhicient, Bhuja's case. 171

4 See note, p. 192,

5 Under the Moohummndan law, a fidwa
of death by Seasut cannot be given ex-
cept for murder, though some authori-
ties recognize, in abstract terms, the
right. of the ruling power to extirpate
evil doers generally. Chandoo Kandoo's
case. 418

See ConressioN, No. 4. FoRNICATION,
No. 1. Furwas, No 2. MiyoriTy, No, 2.

MOTIVE.

1 A prisoner convicted of' murder, and sen-

tenced to suffer death, though no malice

S — e
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-4 ofher adequate motive for the homi-

cide directly appeared on trial. Khoda-

buksh's case. 254
2 The prisoner having suddenly killed his

infant nephew, without any apparent ma-

lice or motive, the Nizamut Adawlut

sentenced him to be hanged s there be-

ing no proof of insanity, Khedoobund's

case. J44
See INsaNtTY, No. 4,

MURDER.

A hoy aged fifteen, convicted of murder~
ing another boy for the sake of his or-
naments : sentenced to ten years impri-
sonment, Dumree Dosadh's case. 20
2 A woman enraged at some trifling quar-
rel with her husband, murdered her own
c¢hild, by cutting its throat with a knife,
and then attempted her own life. Sen-
tenced capitally ; notwithstanding miti-
gation suggested by Judge of Circuit, on
the ground of her beinginastateof tem-

. porary frenzy. Musst. Burrace's case. 27
3 Prisoner convicted of throwing herself
and her two infant children into a well

in a fit of anger, by which the younger
was killed ; sentenced to imprisonment
for life. Musst. Rumkoo's cage. 56

4 A 'Burkundaz convicted of murdering
his pregnant wife, by sword and spear
wounds. Sentenced to be hapged, Chand
Khan’s case. [ 102

5 A Sepoy convicted of murdering a Ha-
., vildar of his corps in prosecution of
theft. Sentenced to be hanged. Jowa-
hir's case. 103

6 Case of a woman killing her own infant
in & fit of passion by cutting its throat,
and afterwards attempting to commit
suicide : « Deeut, -sentence death.
Musst. Munjoo's case.
Case of a prisoner who murdered his
concubine in a fit of passion, and after-

b
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146 -

ing ousted by a decree of court, One
(her husband) sentenced to imprison-
ment for life, and the rest to seven years
imprisonment, The Judge of Circnit
having declined to put the seventh pri-

gongr on his defence on account of his -

youth, the Court ruled that this pro-
ceeding was irregular. Case of Chitram
and others. ) 310
10 The prisoners were charged with the
murder of a Burkundaz ; but it appear
ing that the deceased and another Bur-
kundaz had in cold blood put to death a
villager, whom they had seized on a
criminal charge, after they had slain a
person who had come to his rescue, and
while they were under no reasonable
apprehension, the Court directed that
the prisoners should be discharged, Case
‘of Hurdeo and others, 327
11 Prigoner, aged. sixteen years, convieted
of theft, attended (without the privity
and intent of the prisoner) with murder 3
sentenced, under all the circumstances
of the case, to 30 rattans and seven years
imprisonment, Shuhamut Khan's c;%e.

1

12 The prisoner (a Sepoy) being conyicted
of shooting among a croywd, whereby a
boy was killed, sentenced, under the
circumstances of the case, to five years
imprisonment. Khadooram's case. J34
13 Prisoner conyicted of perpetrating a mali~
cious murder by means of 'a heavy bam~
boo, sentenced to suffer death; though
the act did uot appear to have been
remeditated, and the Jdnstrument was
{inng close by him at the time the mur-
der was perpetrated. Sumoot Singh's
case. 342
14 Case of a prisoner, murdering his own
daughter from revenge against his son-
in-law. Sentence, death, Rubbeeool=
lah's case. 355
15 Prisoners convicted of secretly getting
" po ion of a girl aged eight years,

wards took her ornaments: sent

to imprisonment for life; though the i

conviction was not for murder in prose-
cution of robbery. Luchmun Rajpoot's
case. 200

8 Three prisoners, convicted of concerting
and perpetrating a murder from motives
of emmity, sentenced to be hanged; «a
fourth, for the same offence, to impri«
gsonment with hard labour for life; a
fifth, for being privy to the same, to im-«
prisonment for seven years; and a sixth,
for being privy after the fact, to three
ears imprisonment. Case of Sheikh
ogul and others. 293

9 Six prisoners convicted of burning alive
a woman from motives of revenge at be-

and deserting her in a manner which

caused her death : sentenced to impri-

sonment for life. Case of Hoolasee and
Musst. Munooes. 389

16 The prisoner (a Brahmin) sentenced to
be hanged, being convicted of the mur-
der of his infant child by dashing it three
times on the ground in a fit of auger, oc-
casioned by a dispute about land. Tul-
loo Tewaree's case. i 446

17 Case of murder tried at Nottingham. See
notes, pp. 475, 476.

18T'he prisoner killed, by repeated blows
of a club, a man who was in the actof
violating’ his brother’s wife : sentenced
to one year's imprisonment, the homicide



See Anorrvion, ProcuriNg, No, 1.
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not being necessary to the prevention of
the act, Chetta’s case. ;91
C=

cessany, No.1. Accomrrice, No. 1,
ApurLTeRy, Nos. 2, 4, 5. ArFray, No. 4.
Baigars, No. 2, 3. ConressioN, Nos. 5,
10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17. CONSTRUCTION,
No. 1. Civil Surceon, No. 1. EviDENCE,
Nos, 6, 8, 10,11, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22,
26, Furwa, Nos. 3, 5. Homicipe, Cur-
raAnLE, Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5,6,7,8. Insa-
N7V, Nos. 1,2, 3, 4, 5. JURISDICTION,
No.4. Missing Persons, Nos. 1, 2,3,
4. Mitication of PusisumENT, Nos, 3,
4,5,7,10,11, 14. Mivorivy, No, 1, 4.
Motive, Nos. 1, 2. Mute, No. 1. Par-
noN, No. 1. PoisoxiNg, Nos. 2, 4, 5.
Practice, Nos. 24 9, 11, 19, 22, 24,
Promise, No. 1. ProsecuTors, No. 1.
Recurarions, No. 2. Sutree, Nes. 1,
3, 4, 5, TransporTATION, No. 1. Tor-
20RE, No, 1. WircHeRrAFT, Nos, 1,2,3.

MUTE.

A prisoner standing mute, was convicted
of wilful murder ; but Kissas was declar-
ed barred by a slight suspicion of mental
derangement, and Deest incurred, The
Nizamut Adawlot, considering the pri-
soner mute from obstinacy, sentenced
him to imprisonment for life. Radha-
kaunt Chung's case. 365
In the case of a prisoner standing mute,
it is not sufficient, under the Court's cir-
cular order, dated Augustdd, 1814, that

~ the deposition of the Assistant Surgeon

1

be taken as to his sanity, or otherwise,
but he should be examined specifically
as to the cause of his standing mute,
CGase of Khandharee and Ajeeta, 416

OATHS.
See WiTnesses, No. 1.
PARDON.

1t is not competent to a Magistrate to
commit individuals to take their trial for
whom he had obtained a conditional par-
don from the Nizamut Adawlut, without
reference to that Courts and heing so
committed, the Judge of Circuit is com-

. petent to renew the offer of pardon. Case

—

of Urjoon Biswal and others, 289

PERJURY,

The prisoner was charged with perjury
in giving in a false schedule of his pro-
perty, for the purpose of being admitted
to sue s d pauper,  Held that the recis
tal of his having made oath, in the roo-
brekaree of commitment, is not suffici-
ent evidence of the fact, and that the re-

(]
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eorded evidence of witnesses in a.civil
court is ot sufficient proof in a eriminal
trial as to the real value of his proper?(.
Byi!nalh Singh’s case, 4
A false deposition taken by the Omia of
a Magistrate, not in presence of the Ma~
gistrate or of his assistant, held to be
not punishable under the Regulations.
Bhola Ghauzee's case. 154
The confession of a prisoner that he
swore falsely ia sufficient evidence for
conviction of perjury, provided circum-
stances indicate the falsehood of the de-
position charged to be false. Khooman's
case, 168
A deposition wrongly taken on oath by a
Magistrate, not allowed, as such, to af-
fect the prisoner. Acquittal of perjury,
under the circumstances. Gungabishen’s
case, ) ; 180
False evidence taken before the Sevishia-
dar of a eivil Court on oath administer-
ed by such officer, is punishable as the
crime of perjury, supposing it material
to the issue, Moohummud Ewuz's °§ffg'

The prisoner gamon&teﬂ another, and
swore falsely that he was present at an
affray. 1t appearing that his sole mo=
tive was to oblige the individual whom
he personated, he was sentenced to three
months ~ imprisonment. Mahommed
Alee's case. 204
The prisoner having admitted before the
Mouloyee, that he had perjured himself
in the Court of the Register, was sent
by the Moulovee to the Magistrate, and

therefore committed by the latter officer

to stand his trial for perjury. Held that
this proceeding was irregular, and that
the commitment should have been made
at the instance of the Court in which the
perjury was committed. Ramjee Rai’s
case. 208
Case of a father (aged 70) swearing false-
ly to screen his son, who was charged
with an offence : sentenced, under all
the circumstances, to three months im-
prisonment without labour. Soomut Raj-
poot's case, 313
The prisoner being charged with perju-
ry, in falsely swearing that he bad no
jntercourse with a certasin Darogha,
(suspected of levying coutributions,) was
released ; the false swearing not amount-
ing to perjury, as defined in clause I,
section 4, Regulation 11. 1807, Gholam
Rai’s case. 314

10 On conviction of swearing falsely to the

identity of two persons whom the Magig=
trate had by way of device placed among
the defelldmul, the Cotu’t, under the cir-
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enmstances of the ease, did not deem it
advisable to award any punishment,  Case
of Ajib and Sookraj. 321
11 Held that a debtor’s producing a wit-
ness, who deposed falsely as to his hav-
ing witnessed a payment to his ereditor,
forms sufficient presumplive evidence
againit the debtor toconviet him of sab-
ornation of perjury, ' Case of Jumal Ali

and Ramdial, 361
See SunouNaTion or Periury; No. 1, 2.
PLUNDERING.

On conviction of plundering a strandad
boat, the Court were of opinion, that
the offence of tha prisoners did not a-
monnt to robbery by open violence, and
sentenced them to three years imprison-
ment, Case of Nubboo Singh and o-

—

thers, 316

POISONING.

Case of a slave convicted of administers
ing dukra to his master, in consequence of
w;:\ch he died : seatenced to suffer death.
Boodun Kubar's case. 19
T'wo prisoners conviected, the one of cans -
ing to be administered to her husband
poison in the shape of a pill, the other
of administering the same, Sentence
imprisonment for life,  Case of Aitaool-
1ah and Musst. Tuppee. 156
3 Oue prisoner was convicted of having
prepared the poison of dhuttoora for the
purppse of admivistering it to his rival,
with a murderons intent : sentence, 10
years imprisonment.  Case of Kootub
and Muasand. 281
4 The prisoner heing charced with mur=
der, by poisoning her rival wife, and
gonvicted of that offence by cirenmstan-
tiul evidence, was sentenceg by the Ni-
zamut Adawlug to suffer death : no fltwe
taken, the case having occurred within
the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of
Rungpere.  Musst, Kaltee's case. 347
5 The, prisoners accused of administering
poison in wine to a person with whom
they had a dispate. The law officers de-
livered a fuiwe, declaring that the charge
was nnt fmwd, amdl that it was probable
that the decensed died hy excessive drink=-
ing. Prisoners scquitted. Case of By-
dianath and otheys, 368
See Civin Suraeon, No. 1. Pracrics,
‘No. 9.

-]

PRACTICE.

1 Held that it/ is irregular in a Judge
of Circuit  to eross-question a prisoner
on trial with a view to his conviction,

[~]
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after he has made his defence. Gunga
Pursand’s case, 7
A trial for murder, charged to have tak~
en place in the Lukhnow territory,
quashed by the Nizamut Adawlat, the
permission of Government tiot having
been obtained to bring the prisoner to
trial.  Baboon's case. 10
A warrant of release shonld alwavs fol-
low an ucquittal, even thongh the pri-
goner may have been previonsly con-
victed on another charge. ' Case of Kun-
hia Singhand others. 10
It appearing from the evidence of some
of the witnesses, in the course of a trial
before the court of cireuit, that they
were concerned in the act with-which the
prisoner stood charged, the court direct-
ed the civenit Judge to consider the pro-
ceedings of the trial held by him, and on
which his reference to the court was
founded, as incomplete : and ordered a
further investigation of the case at the
ensuing sessions, the charge being drawn
up as well against these wit , 88
against the prisoners first indicted, to
whom leave was to be given to make a
supplementary defence : and if no evis
denee could be fonnd against these fresh
prisoners, except that furnished by their
own depositions upon oath, some of the
least guilty among them were to be offered
afree pardon, on the condition of their
diselosing all the eircumstances of the
case which might have come within their
knowledge. Case of Sufder Khan and
others. 14
A prisoner fonnd guilty by the futwea of
the law officers of privity to a Dacoity
on his own confession in the Mofussil and
before the Magistrate ; but veleased by
the Nizamut Adawlut, the persons whom
he d as his plices having been
acquitted of the charge of Dacoity. Case
of Narain and others. a1
It isirregular not to hear witnesses named
for the defence, on the ground that they
have been alveady beard for the prose-
ention. Case of Chand Holdar and o-
thers. : ar
In a case of four prisoners charged with
Dacoity, the seeond Judge voting for the
acquitial of three, and the conviction of
one ; the fonrth Judge, for the convic-
tion of all ; and the officiating Judge dif-
fering from both his colleagnes, voting
for the acquittal of three, and the con-
vietion of one as receiver only. Sentence
issued under the gignatuve of the three
Jdudges on the several prisoners, confor=-
mably to the majority of opinions. Case
of Attaboodeen and Kishnanund, 40

INDEX.




8 The futwa of the law oﬂ‘:’mern of the Ni-
zamut Adawlut donvicting the prisoners
of & minor offence, distinct from that .
with which they were charged, the Court
directed their release s they being still
liable to be tried on the minor charge.
Cuse of Ramnewauz and others, 50
* 9 Prisoner being chavged in two cases, the
first with murder by poison, and the se-
cond with poisoning unattended by fatal
circumstances, the Judge of Circuit,
considering him guilty of the first offence,
thought it unnecessary, under Regulation
XV. 1814, to proceed with the trial of
the second; but sentence by Nizamuf
Adawlut postponed in the referred case,
until the other should be tried. Kulwa's
case. ol
10 See Note, p. 63.
11 It s essentinl to conviction on a trial
for contumacey, that itbe proved the pro-

INDEZX.

"

that the commitment should have been
made at the instance of the Court in
which the perjury was committed. Ram~
jee Rai's cuse. 208

17 See Note, pp. 253, 254,
18 Held that a capital sentence may be

passed under Regnlation 1V, of 1822, in
spite of a futwa of Deewt, ln this case the
law officers gave a second fufwa,- de=
elaring the prisoner liable to death by
Seasut on conviction of SAibAa-i-wmd ; and
the prisoner was hanzed under the pecu-
liar circumstances of the case, though the
corpse of the deceased was not fonnd,
Babooa Nutt's case, 257

19 Ina ease of conviction by the law offi-

cer of rubbery with attempt to marder,
the trial must necessarily be referred to
the Nizamut Adawlut, whether the pre-
siding Judge concur in or dissent from
the fitwa. Umerodh Pande'’s case, 264

clamation was made by beat of dramat 20 A prisoner having been acquitted by a

every Thana within the Magistrate’s ju-
risdiction ; and in a'trial for this offence,
# futwa from tlie law officer is not requi-
(gite. Proclaimed persons having been
tried on the charge of dacoity and mur-

Judge of Circuit, on very unsatisfactory
grounds, of the ¢harge ol rape, the Court,
on reyision, did not touch the acquittal,
but recorded their disapprobation of the
sentence, Sheikh Meerun's case, 242

der, for which they were proclaimed, and 9] There heing only four Judges present in

not on the charge of contumacy, ind the
Court having ruled that they should have
heen tried on the latrer charge first, it
wus determined on their being acquitted
of the charge of contumacy, that they
ghould be tried de nove on the charge of
dacoity and murder. = Akaloo and Goor-
dial. 87

the Nizamut Adawlut, and differing in
opinion as to acriminal sentence, held
that there was no legal objection to tha
exercise of his castiog voice on the part
of the officiating chief Judge, by a modiv
fication of his opinion in favour of the
risoners, Assud Ali and Sheikh Moo~

ummud, 384

12Two judges of the Nizamnt Adawlnt, = 22 After taking a futwa from his luw offi-

fully concurving in all points of a trial,
are competent to pass a final sentence at
variance with the opinions pronounced
by two other jndges who differed from
each other, Case of Mukarim and
others. ! 121

15 See Note, pp. 124, 125,

14 Where a prisoner is charged with two
or moré distinet offences, the record of
each trial should be kept separate, and -
a futwe should be taken on each indivi-.
dual case 3 not on the whole collectively.
Choona's ease, 140

15 It is irregular in a Judge of Circuit to
enter into amy examination of a pri-
soner as to his confession, beyond his
simple avowal or denial of the same.
Case of Sham Haree and others. 185

16 The prisoner having adwitted before
the Moulovee, that he had perjared him-
self in the Court of the Register, was
sent b'g the Moulovee to the Magistrate,
and therefore committed by the latter
officer to stand his trial for perjury. Held
that this proceeding was irregular, and

3o

cer acquitting the prisoners, the Judge
of Circuit concurring therein as the evi-
dence stood, recommended that an addis
tional witness should be examived against
them ; but he was apprised that this is
illegal, and ordered to release the prison-
ers forthwith, Case of Nujuf All and
Fyz Al (404

23 A petition having been presented to the

Court of Nizamut Adawlut for the gelease
of « prisoner formevly sentenced by that
Court, the majority of the Judges held
that they had no power te interfere with
the sentence, on the ground of their en~
tertaining & difference of opinion as to
the merits of the case, or as to the quan-
tum of punishment awarded. Kumul
Musshalchee's case, 477

24 The evidence of witoesses for the pro-

gecution having been takenafter the pris
soner’s defence, without his huving been
ealled on for a further defence, as re-
garded snch testimony, the Court of Ni-
zamutAdawiut held that the proceedings
were informal, snd they were returned



Suroop’s case,
25 In a case of two prisoners, there being
three Judges for the conviction of the
first, and two for the acquittal and two
for the conviction of the second ; the
fifth Judge took up the proceedings with
reference to the latter prisoner only,
and being of opinion that he shonld be
acquitted, an order for his release issu~
ed; and, in deference to the majority,
was signed by two Judges, one of whom
had originally given his voice for con-
viction, Case of Oottum and Purma-
ntind. 483
26 In a trial for murder, in which there
were two prisoners, four Judges of the
Nizamut Adawlut having given their
opinions, and there being a difference as
to one of the prisoners, the fifth Judge
took up the case, and pronounced his
opinion with reference to that prisoner
only ; subseribing, however, the sentence
ou all three prisoners, drawn out accord-
ing to the opinion of the two Judges
with whom he pavtially concurred. Case
of Shunker Das and Ghureeb Das, 485

See ADULTERY, No. 7. AppEArs, No. 1.
BuraGLaryY, No.2. ConeessioN, No.6,
8, 14. CommiTmENT, No. 3, CoNsTRUC-
TioN, No. 1. Evipence, No. 2, 23, Eu-
Rorgans, No, 1, Fines, No.l, Fur-
wa, No. 3, 7. InsaNity, No.4. Moo-
HUMMUDAN Law, No. 2. Murber, No, 9.
Parpon, No. 1. Perjurv, No. 2, 4.
Procrss, REsisTANCE 0¥, No. 1. Prose-~
cujors, No. 1., Rarg, No. 2, 3. Re-
GULATIONS, No. 2, Sgpomy, No, 1, 2.
TrRANSPORTATION, No, 2. ;

PROCESS, (RESISTANCE OF)

1 Process issued by a Thanadar at the re-
quisition of an Ameen, who reported to
him that the former Zemindars were ripe
fur rebellion, held to be illegal 5 and a
charge of resistance of process is not a
fit subject of commitment to the Court
of Circuit. Case of Purtab Singh and
others, 225

PROMISES.
Chge of murde®of a child for the sake of
its ornaments. Proof that the prosecu-
tor promiged not to prosecute, if prisoner
wonld restore the ornaments, held not to
be sufficient to bar a capital sentence.
Kuntheeram’s case. 96
2 Prisoner found guilty of privity to Da-
coity, on his own confession, by the fus-
was, but released by the Nizamut Adaw-
lut, it appearing thiat he had been induc-~
ed to confess by a promise of pardon

. that the omission might be supplied,
481

=1
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from the mohurrir of the Thana, and of
being appointed a burkundaz. Case of
Netra and others, 166

PROSECUTORS.

On a charge of murder and wounding,
the law officers acquit of the wounding
on the ground of there being no prose-
cutor, and the Court observed, that it
would have been more regular, had the
Vakeel of Government, in the absence
of the wounded individuals, been con-
stituted prosecutor. Tn the present in-
stance, however, it was immaterial, the
prisoner having been sentenced capitally
on the charge of murder, =Ramdial’s

INDEX.

case, 241
- PROVOCATION.
See Homicine, CuLpasre, No, 1.
* PUNDITS,

The pundits of the Nizamut Adawlut,
having formerly declared that a woman
of the brahminical tribe was not coms
petent to perform the rite of Amoomu-
run, state that this doetrine is not appli-
cable to the ease of a woman whois im-
pressed with the belief of her husband’s
death, but of which event no certain in-
telligence has been received. This dis
tinction was overruled by the Court.
Case of Ramdut and Balgobind, 274

RAPE,

It is not necessary, under Regulation
XVIL of 1817, to refer to the Nizamut
Adawlut a trial for rape, unless the Cir~
cuit Judge and his law officer be of opi-~
nion that the offence was actually con-
summated, Meeran Shah's case. 182
2 Held that the provision contained in
clause 1, section 6, Regnlation XVII.
1817, (which requires the law officer to
declare only whetker the prisoner is le~
gally convicted,) is not applicable to a
case of rape attended by robbery, Poo-
rye Lode’s case. 267

—

-

3 On a charge of rape, the prisoner was

acquitted 5 but found guilty of the mi-
nor offence of adultery, and sentenced
for that offence to one year’s imprison-
ment. Bungsee Baooree's case, 317

See Evinence, No. 24, MiTigaTtion, No.

14, Pracrice, No. 20,
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY.

1 The prisoner convicted of receiving pro-

perty, knowing it had been obtained by
theft, attended with murder, and sen-
tenced to 14 years imprisonment ; to con-



wict of this offence it not being deemed
necessary to prove that the person rob-
" bed had possession of the property, up
to the day of his death. Sheoghoolam’s
crie, 425

REGULATIONS.

See Note, p. 48.
The Court did not think fit to apply the
provisions of a Regulation to an offence
committed subsequently to the date of
its being in force, but previously to the
probable date of its receipt al the place
where the offence was committed, Bun-
waree's case, ;

See ConsTrRUCTION, No. 1.

RESCUE.

Two sepoys convicted by the futwa of
rescue, acquitted by the Nizamut Adaw-
lut, on the ground of their having acted
in obedience to the orders of a Havildar,
‘their immediate superior. The Havil-
dar was also acquitted, he having receiv-
ed instructions from a person whom he
deemed himself bound to obey. Case of
Pursun Singh and others. 330

ROBBERY.

1 To constitute the crime of robbery by
open violence, as defined in the Regula-
tions, it is requisite that persons should
go forth, if nparmed, in a gang, Balgo-
bind's case, g 23

2 Highway robbery, attended with assanlt
by asingle unarmed offender, does not
come within the provisions of robbery by
open violence, as deéfined in clanse 1, sec-
tion 3, Regulation LIIL, 1803, Purm-
sookh's case. 53

3 Prisoner convicted of roblery and wound-

ing, with the handle of an adze, It be-

ing inferred, from the circumstances and
place of the occurrence, that his intent
was to kill, sentenced to 39 corahs with
imprisonment in transportation for life,
under clause 4, section B, Regulation

XVII. 1817, Bhagye's case. 77

Of two prisoners, one snatched a neck-

lace from an old woman in the daytime

on the high road,who fell from the pull,
but sustained no injury ; while the other
prisoner stood by, Held that this does
not amount to the crime of robbery by
open violence, as defined in the Regula-

tions. Case of Khoonwaand Timlah: 153

Case of a gang of twenty men armed

with clubs, wha secretly effected an en-

trydnto a house, and afterwards mal«
treated the inmates; held that this is
suilicient to consiitute the crime of rob-
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bery by open violence, as defined in
clanse 1, section 3, Regulation LIIL
1803. Case of Oopasoo and others, 217
6 Prisoner sentenced to 21 years imprison-
ment for the offence of vobbing his fel-
low mendicant (an old woman) in the
jungle, and, after beating her with in-
tent to murder, leaving her there for
dead, Gobind Das’s case. 219

See Jurispicrion, No. 4. MooruUMMUD-
AN Law, No. 5.

ROBBERY (HIGHWAY.)
See MiTiGATION, No. 1.

ROBBERY, WITH ATTEMPT TO MUR-
DER.

1 Prisoner convicted of throwing & boy
into a well with intent to murder, and
taking his ornaments ; sentenced to im-
prisonment for life.  Kinour's case, 479

SEDITION,

The prisoner being charged with rebel-
Tion and high teeason against the state,
was convicted of seditions practices, aud
disturbing the peace ; and sentenced for
those offences, under all the ecircum=
stances of the case, to imprisonment with
Inbour for the texm of five years, Teepoo
Paugul’s case. 429

SENTENCES.
See Practicr, No. 25, 26.

SEPOYS,

See A¥rrAY, No. 4. Barcars, No. 3. Mugr-
pER, No, 12. Rescue, No. 1.

*SODOMY.

1 Two individoals convicted of sodomy,
sentenced to 30 stripes; Twshieer, and
Teight years imprisonment : an instiga-
tor of the offence sentenced to the same
punishment 5 and the Court determined,
that as Zushheer generally forms partof
the punishment on conviction of this of-
fence, the case should always be referred
to the Nizamut Adawlot. Case of Pim-
mee and others, 49
2 When the Judge of Circuit does not
deem it necessary that public exposure
shonld form any part of the punishment
of a prisoner convicted of sodomy, he
need not refer the case to the Nizamut
Adawlat, if he agree with his law officer.
Sookhooa's case. 238

SUBORNATION OF PERJURY.

Held that a debtor’s producing a witness
who deposed falsely as to his having wit-

—

s
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nessgd a payment to his creditor, forms

snfficient presumptive evidence against
the debtor to convict him of suboruation
of pexjury. Case of Jumal Ali and Ram-
dial, 461
2 The prisoner having produced a person
in & conrt of justice to give evidence un-
‘der a fictitious name, was convicted of
subornation of perjury, though the per-
jury was not completed.  Sentence, im-
prisonwent ‘with hard  labour for two
years. Ramscondnr Bhagul's case, 363

SUICIDE.

2 Three Moosulmauns convicted of aiding
in the snicide of a leprous woman, who
buried hersell with the corpse of her hus-
band, (also a leper,) sentenced to six

ths impri t. Cuse of Fukeera
and others. 18
See MiricaTion, No, 5.
SUTTEE.

1 Case of four Hindoos and two Moosul-
manng, convicted of forcing a woman to
complete the sacrifice of suftee ngainst
her will, by repeatedly throwing her on
the pile, from which, after she hud volun-
tarily ascended it, she was desirons of
escaping, Two of the Hindoos (her re-
lations) seotenced to one year's impri-
sonment ; two others (not her relations)
to two years ; and, of the two Moosul-
mauns, one (who struck her with a
sword) séntenced to five years impri-
sonment, and the other to three years:
Case of Bhuraichee and others. 91

2 The omission to give notice to the police

of an intended suttee, is not a criminal

offence punishable uoder the Regulations.

Case of Mungul Rai and others. 179

Case of a woman who burnt herself with

the corpse of her brother. Her father,

who chiefly assisted at the sacrifice, sen-
tenced to 7 years imprisonment. Degum-

ber Punde's case. 246

The pundits of the Nizamut Adawlut,

having formerly declaved that a woman

of the brahminical tribe was not compe-
tent to perform the rite of Anoomurrun,
state that this doctrive is niot applicable
to the ecase of a woman who is impressed
<with the belief of her Lushand's death,
bnt of which event nocertain intelligence
has been received. 'This distinction was
overraled by the Court, Case of Ram-

dut and Balgobind. 274

The burning of a Brahminee woman on

a funeral pile different from that of her

husband, baving been declared illegal ;

Ber father-in-law, who assisted at the
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autiee, sentenced, under all the circum-
stances of the case, to one }msr's' impri=
gonment. Surnam Tewarry's case. 279
The prisoner convicted of assisting at an
illegal sutfee. Sentenced, under the cir-
cumstances of the case, to three years im
prisonment. Shea Subai's case. 283
Prisoner convicted of assisting at the sur-
tee of his brother's wife, she being under
the preseribed age, and having sacrificed
herself, not when she heard of lier hus-
band's death, but one year and a half af-
terwards. Sentence, three years impri-
sonment, Gunga Doabe’s case.
On conviction of assisting at an illegal
suttee, tnaccompanied by any aggravat-
ing cirtumstances, the prisoners were
sentenced to six months imprisonment
without labour and irons.  Case of Jud-
doonath and others. 320
Conviction of assisting at an illegal sut-
tee, the widow having left a child under
three years of age, and no one having
executed the prescribed deed engaging
to maintain it. Punishment reduced to
one month's imprisonment, in eonse-
of long confi t before tl:l‘;gll.

Ajoodhia Misser's case.
10

—

ouviction of assisting in an illegal
suttee, the female being the wife of a
Bralimin, and aged bug nine years, hav-
ing burnt on a pile with his turban and
Jumeo: lst prisoner sentenced to impri-
prisonment for one year without labonr
and irons ; 2d to imprisonment for one
month. Case¢ of Ram Pursun and Bal
Misser, ; 392

THEFT.
The prisoner being charged with burgla
and theft, the Court, with reference to all
the circumstances of the case, convicted
him of assault and outroge, and sentenced
him to seven years imprisomment. Su-
leem’s case. 3

See Furwas,No.6. Missing PERsONS,No. 1.

1

THUGGEE.
See JurisDICcTION, No. 4.

TORTURE.

Case of gross maltreatment and tortare
(apparently to extort confession of r.hefr.,i
which ended in the death of the person
abused : principal sentenced to 14 years
i pris t: three accomplices to 10
years imprisonment each: two accom-
plices in an ioferior degree, one to seven,
and the other to two years imprisonment :
and two others acquitted, e of Byj-

nath aod others, 378
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TRANSPORTATION,

1 On a convietion of murder, the Circuit

Judge recommended that transportation
should form part of the sentence, but
this recommendation rejected by the
Nizamut Adawlut, and sentence passed
of imprisonment for life in the Alipore
jnil. Ghooree Brahmin's case. 152
2 It being proposed to sentence a prisoner,
convicted of mardering a child for the
sake of its ornaments, (the corpse not
being found,) to perpetunl imprisonment
in transportation,with stripes,it was rul-
ed by a majority of the Court, that he
should he sentenced to imprisonment for
“/Jife without transportation, but with
sivipes. Case of Khialee Baz and Musst,
Makhee. 489

TREASURER.

1 The Treasurer of a Collector’s office sen-
tenced to punishment fur paying money
out of the treasury under illegal and
irtegnlar orders of the Collector, which
he well knew were illegal and irregular,
he being de facto Treasnrer, thongh not
confirmed, and though the Collector
‘himself had not been brought to trial
Lokmun's case. 229

Sve EMBEZZLEMENT, No. 2.

; TRESPASS.
See CurpasrLe Homicine, No. 9.

TUHSEELDARS.
See EmprZZLEMENT, No. 3.

TUSHHEER.

1 Two individuals convicted of sodomy,
sentenced to 30 stripes, Tushheer, and
eight years imprisoniment : an instigator
of the offence sentenced to the same pu-
nighment ; and the Court determined,
that as Zwshheer generally forms part of
the punishment on conviction of this
offence, the case should always be refer»
ed to the Nizamnt Adawlut. Case of
Pimmee and others. 49

UTTERING FORGED DOCUMENTS.

1 The Regulations prescribe no minimum of
punishment for the offence of uttering
forgeries, and a reference for mitigation
was made under the misapprelension
that there was such minimum. But the
Court of Nizamut Adawlut, nevertheless,
not deeming the person convieted a fit
object for mitigation, confirmed the sen-
tence, Case of Amaun Aliand Lal Moo=
hummud, 244

See Pracricg, No, 25.

INDEX

VYUVUSTHAS.
8ee Note, p. 247,248, "

"

WIFE.

See CONCEALMENT or Murper, No. I.
EviveNCE, No. 9. :

WITCHCRAFT.

1 The prisoners convicted of murdering a
womun, on suspicion of bher being a
witch ; sentenced, the first two to per-
petual imprisonment, and the other three
to 14 years imprisonment : another pri-
soner counvicted of having tried the
woman, and pronounced her to be a
witeh, sentenced to seven years imprison=
ment, Case of Runjoon and others. 56

' 2 It being proved that awoman met her
death in consequence of ill usage and
confinement by the prisoner or under his
orders, on the imputation of being a
witch, the prisoner was sentenced, under
all the circumstances of the casze, to seven
years imprisonment with labour. Jugjeet
Singh's case. 198

3 Prisoner convicted of murder, inrevenge
of the supposed exercise of witcheraft
by the d 13 impri 1 for life.
Capital sentence remitted, in considera~
tion of all the circumstances of the case,
and the uncivilized part of the country
(Kumaoon) in which the crime was
committed. Keshwa Dome’s case, 190

WITNESSES.

1 The minority of a witness is not. sufficient
to preclude him from being sworn, pro-
vided he bave a competent sense of the
nature of anouth. Hatim Ali's case. 85

See Pracrice, No. 6.

WOUNDING.

1 Prisoner convicted of wounding his wife
with intent t6 murder. Sentenced to 14
years imprisonment, thoogh little injury
resulted to the woman from the wounds.
Mungur’'s case, 207

2 Prisoner convicted of dangerously
wonuding. his wife with a Awtan, by his
own account from wiotives of jealousy 3
sentenced Yo 14 years imprisonment with
hard labourin banishment., Sheikh Mo-
chee's case, 21

See AcQuitrar, No. 2, AbuLTery, No. 7.
AFERAY,; No. 2. Corporal, Punisi-
MENT, No.l. Evinesce, No.17. Moo~
HUMMUDAN LaAw, No. 5. Prosgcur-
oRs, No, 1, Wircucrarr, No, 1,

i Vg
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CASES REPORTED, riom 1820 to 1826, INGLUSIVE.

ABonTion, proeuring, page 464. !
~— and Murder, page 335.
ApMiNISTERING deleterious drugs, for the puvpase of theft, pages 140, 350,
ADULTERY, pages 42, 421, !
AsFRAY, attended with Howmicide, pages 334, 339, 370, 381, 387, 413, 492,
Anson, page 45. : )
Assaurr, page 304.
and Homicide, pages 241, 323, 378, 469.
and Wounding, page 362, g
_ArrEMPT to murder, pages 205, 219, 357, 402, 479,
~— ~- poisan, page 281,
BureLARY, pages 333, 400,
Bunvine alive aleper, page 18,
CatrLg STEALING, page 221,
ContTumacy, pages 85, 248,
_ Connuprion, page 448,
| CRUBLTY, page 427,
" Dacorrigpages 10, 21, 40, 80, 87, 125, 142, 165, 166, 183, 217, 459.
‘DerrowERing ayoung Girl, page 452,
Daurna, page 409, i
EmpezzLEMENT, pages 73, 229, 277, 376, 463.
. Extorvion, page 341. o,
\ Fanricarion and Fraud, page 3.
\Forcrry, pages 36, 50,95, 99, 111, 177, 186, 210, 244, 354, 405, 454, 466.

- —

" Ydomrcine. See MurbeR,

INgpanTiciDE, page 220.
K1\ puapping, pages 66, 108, 205, 308, 447,
mBER of a child by its mother, pages 27, 146, 161,
Motapen and Homicine, for the saﬁc of ornaments or other property, pages 2, 12, 20, 46,
184, 96, 103, 104, 145, 257, 201, 345, 351, 384, 425, 471, 485, 489,
e e —— from enmity or Tévenge, pages 5, 14, 39, 48, 58, 79, 173, 196,
2413, 810, 355, 395, 411, 419. |
— e e — from jealousy, pages 32, 75, 85, 98, 167, 171, 235, 232,897,
408, 456,472, :
e e from quarrel or sudden anger, pages 55,106, 107,147, 152, 155,
178, Ligg, 187, 193, 200, 237, 256, 268, 301, 342, 375, 423, 446, 453.
—— from misadventure, pages 67, 331, 396.
from insanity, pages 68, 189, 383.
of women in Suttecs. See SuTTER,
in prosecution of Rupe, pages 460, 491
Dhurna, page 409,
on suspicion of witcheraft, pages 56, 188, 196.
e e e fpom illegal severity, pages 262, 461, '
Fsaape suspicion of, pages 305, 336, 350, 404,
e .from motives not clearly ascertained, pages 10, 19, 82, 100,
102, 149, 158, 163; 175, 194, 233, 254, 260, 289, 318, 344, 365, 372, 389, 481.
- , from sundry motives, pages 33, 37, 160, 271,307, 22, 327,416,




%
winaper and Contumacy, page 248, :
MutiraTion, page 29, W i
Periory, pages 64, 154, 168, 180, 202, 204, 208, 313, 314, 32, 361,

and Subornation of Perjury, page 361. j

PrunoERING, page 315, :

. PoisoniNg, pages 51, 84, 156, 213, 347, 368,

" Bawk, pages 182, 267, 202, 317, 411, 415, 477,

Resistance of Process, pages 225, 404,

River Dacorry, epsges 70, 150.

Rescup, page 336, ! !

Rosseny and MURDER, pages 28, 393.

Rospery, with personal Outrage, pages 23, 418, 479.

Rossenry, Highway, pages 17, 24, 153, 264.

- attended with Assault or Wounding, pages 1, 53, 77, 97,121, 172,

SEDUCTION, page 42,
Sonomy, pages 49, 238,
StoLeny PROPERTY, receiving, pages ¥, 21, 325, 425,
SusorNaTION of Perjury, pages 91, 363.
Surree, assisting at, pages 179, 246, 274, 279, 283, 236, 320, 391, 392.
THEFT, pages 140, 325, 331, 457,
- Tuert and Wounding, puge 25,
-!f“ UGGER, page 393,
"nEAson and Rebellion, page 429,
Urrering forged Documents, page 483.
Wounving, pages 207, 211, 219, 39, 269, 407, 421,
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