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CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—
I

G.0. Nos. 1112, 1113, Judicial, dated 8th July 1911.

ABsTRACT.—Passing orders authorizing the Deputy Tnspector-General of Police for Criminal
Intelligenco and Railways to make a complaint in respect of an offence under section 121-A of the
Tndian Penal Code against certain persous concerned in the Tinnevelly couspiracy ; and directing
that the provisions of Part T of Act XIV of 1908 shall apply to Preliminary Register Case No. I
on the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Tinuevelly, connected with the mucder of Mr.
R. W. D’E. Ashe.

G.0. No. 1127-A, Judicial, dated 11th July 1911.

ApsTracT.—=Directing that the provisions of Part T of Aet XIV of 1908 shall apply to
Preliminary Register Case No. 1I on the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Tinnevelly,
sonneeted with the murder of Mr. R. W. D’E. Ashe.

G.0. No. 1135, Judicial, dated 12th July 1911.

Aspstract.—Appointing the Houn’ble Mr. T'. Richmond to be Public Prosecutor for the conduct
of the Tinnevelly prosecutions.

G.0. No. 1206, Judicial, dated 27th July 1911.

AwsTrRACT.—Authorizing, under section 196, Criminal Procedure Code, the Deputy Inspector~
General of Police for Criminal Intelligence and Railwavs to make a complaint in respect of an
offonce punishable nnder seetion 121-A, Indian Penal Code, against certain persous concerned in
the Tinnevelly case.

G.0. No. 1304, Judicial, dated 14th August 1911.

ApsTrACT.—Instructing the Government Pleader to oppose auy application that may be
made on behalf of the accused in the Tinnevelly cases to take down evidence.

G.0. Nos. 1308, 1309, Judicial, dated 15th August 1911,

ApsTract. —Tssuing orders applying, with the sanction of the Governor-General in Council,
Part [ of Act XLV of 1908 to proceedings in Preliminary Register Cases Nos. 3, 4,5 and 6 on
the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Tinnevelly.

Letter No., 1418, Judicial, dated 7th September 1911.

AgsTracT.—Forwarding to the Government of Iudia copies of charges and commitment order
in the Tiunevelly murder case.

G.0. Nos. 474, 475, Judicial, dated 23xrd March 1912.

" Assrracr.— Directing the withdrawal of the charge of abetment of murder against the second
acoused in the Tinunevelly conspiracy case and addressing the Government of India.

IX

Telegram—from the Honourable the Advocate-General, Madras.
To—the Chief Seoretary to Government.
Dated—rthe 17th April 1912.

High Court refuses to interfere with conviction of accused by Special Bench.
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Telegram—ifrom the Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras.
Fo—the Secretary to the Government of India, Home Department.
Dated—Qotacamund, the 18th April 1912.

No.—253, Judicial.

Reference correspondence ending [with] this Government’s letter 475, Judicial,
23rd March 1912, regarding Tinnevelly conspiracy and paragraph 2 [of] letter 672-1,
Judicial, 2nd March. High Court refuses [to] interfere with counviction of accused by
Special Bench. Copies of judgment will be forwarded in due course.

IV

Official Memorandum No. 1286-2, Judicial, dated 18th April 1912,

Vith reference to his telegram, dated the 17th stant, reporting the result of the
reference to the Full Bench in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case, the Homourable the
Advocate-General is requested to be so good as to obtain and forward to Government
85 copies of the High Court’s judgment for transmission to the Government of India
and for record in this office.

~ (By Order.)

S. H. SLATER,
Under Secretary to Government.

Yo the Government Solicitor.

v

Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. C. F. Narier, Acting Advocate-General, Madras.
To—the Chief Secretary to Government.

Dated—the 17th April 1912.

No.—417.

I have the honour to inform Government that the High Court delivered judgment
to-day on the application by several accused to review the judgment of the Special
Bench in the case against Nilakantan and others. The Court by a majority of four
to one held that the evidence of the approvers given to the Police Inspector was on one
ground or another inadmissible, but by a majority of three to two the Court held that the
subsequent statements of the approvers to the Divisional Magistrate being accepted by
the Special Bench as of equal value, there was no occasion for a review, relying on
certain words in the judgment to the effect that the Court would have come to the
same conclusion apart from the very first statements made to the Police officer.

In the result all the petitions were dismissed.

VI

Tetter—from the Hon’ble Mr. C. F. Napier, Acting Advocate-General, Madras.
To—the Chief Secretary to Government,

Dated—the 30th April 1912.

INo.—447.

With reference to the Government Memorandum No. 1286-2, Judicial, dated
18th April 1912, I have the honour to forward, under separate cover, 35 copies of the
judgments of the High Court on the various petitions to review the judgment of the
Special Bench in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case. As the Government is aware, these
objections were based on certificates given by the ez-Advocate-General under the
Letters Patent and raised two questions (1) whether the first statements made to the
Police Inspector by the two approvers can be proved, (2) whether the Court rightly
apprehended the law on the subject of accomplices’ evidence. Three objections were
raised in connection with the first point. On one of them the Court was unanimously
of opinion that the objection was untenable. On another the Court held different
opinions. The majority of the Court comsisting of Mr. Justice Benson, Mr. Justice
Wallis and Mr. Justice Abdur Rahim held that these statements were confessions
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inadmissible in evidence under section 25 of the Evidence Act. The other two Judges
held that they were admissible in spite of that section. On the third point the
majority of the Court consisting of Mr. Justice Benson, Mr. Justice Wallis and Mr.
Justice Miller held that the statements were not rendered inadmissible by the language
of section 157 of the Evidence Act which requires that the statements should be made
before an authorily legally competent to investigate the fact. The difficully was
whether an Inspector of the Criminal Investigation Department came within that
description. The majority held that he did. On this point I have the greatest doubt
and I think that steps should be taken to put the powers of investigation on a surer
legal footing for the purposes of the Criminal Procedure Code. I have a reference by
the Inspector-General of Police on the subjeet. On the second point the Court
delivered judgments which, from their complexity, leave the question still not quite
clear, but all the Judges except Mr. Justice Abdur Rahim concurred in thinking that
the Special Bench had not misapprehended the law on the subject. The result was
that the evidence of the Police Inspector as to what he was told by the two approvers
was held inadmissible under section 25 of the Evidence Act. But the majority of the
Court were of opinion that the Special Bench had believed the accomplices, apart from
those first statements to the Police Inspector as there were subsequent statements made

three days afterwards to a magistrate to which no objection could be taken, and acting

on that view the Court declined to interfere with the decision.

2. The result of the whole trial is that out of fourteen persons charged witfnf
treasonable conspiracy under section 121-A of the Penal Code and abetment of murder
under sections 114 and 302 of the Penal Code, all have been acquitted on the charge
of abetment of murder and nine have been convicted under section 121-A. I have
always anticipated that the charge of abetment of murder would fail in view of
the fact sworn to by all the approvers that isolated murder was not contemplated as a
method of the conspiracy. With regard to the conviction I venture to think that the
result is extremely satisfactory, for in no conspiracy trial in any other part of India
lias anything like so high a proportion of convictions been obtained. I consider this
very largely due to the fact that the investigation was conducted by senior officers
of the Police Department whoexercised the closest control over the Inspectors employed
in the case. As I have been engaged in the case since the beginning and had there-
fore every opportunity of knowing what was done from the beginning of the enquiry,
1 should like to say, if I may, how much the prosecution are indebted to the energy
and care of the District Magistrate of Tinnevelly and to his readiness and anxiety to
record all statements at the very earliest opportunity. Also if I may say so, I desire
to acknowledge the ability and perspicacity of the Deputy Inspector-General, Criminal
Investigation Departinent, in the sifting of the evidence put before him, a large mass
of which he rejected, and 1t is only due to him that I should inform Government that
the ore weak part of the case which partially broke down rested on evidence as to
which he expressed great doubts at the beginning of the enquiry. Iand my colleague
thought the evidence should ke put in and it was used. -But with regard to some of it the
Deputy Inspector-General’s doubts were justified. - I desire also to bring to the notice
of Government the great assistance that I received from Mr. Sundara Sastri, Public
Prosecutor of Tinnevelly, who prepared a most careful analysis of the whole of the
evidence and had a complete knowledge of the records.

3. The trial of the above case occupied nine days and the delivery of judgment
one day. I request sanction for payment of Rs. 2,500 on account of my fees for all
the ten days I attended at the rate of Rs. 250 per diem.

= VII

Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. CarpEW, 0.5.1., Aoting Chief Secretary to the
- Government of Madras. -

Z'o—the Secretary to the Government of India, Home Department.

Dated—Ootacamund, the 15th May 1912.

No.—1286-3, Judicial.

In continuation of this Government’s telegram No. 253, Judicial, dated the 18th
Apnl 1912, Tam directed to forward, for the information of the Government of India,
twenty-five copies of the judgments of the High Court in Criminal Miscellaneous

J

-
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Petitions Nos. 68—72, 76, 79 and 80 of 1912 dismissing the petitions under section
26 of the Letters Patent for a review of the previous judgments of the Court in
Tinnevelly conspiracy case (Special Bench Case No. 1 of 1911).

%rder—){o. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912.
’\' -

|__The papers read above relate to the eriminal proceedings, known as the Tinnevelly
Conspiracy Case, instituted subsequent to the murder on the 17th June 1911 of Mr.
Ashe, Collector and District Magistrate of Tinnevelly, by one Vanchi Aiyar of
Shencottah. The murderer himself committed suicide, as did two other persons who
were believed to be implicated. The preliminary inquiry was held by Mr. Tampoe,
who on the 30th August 1911 committed fourteen persons for trial by the High Court
under section 6 (8) of the Indian Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1908 (Act XIV of
1908). They were charged with treasonable conspiracy, an offence punishable under
section 121-A of the Indian Penal Code, and also with the murder of Mr. Ashe by
engaging in a conspiracy, offences punishable under sections 302, 109 and 111, Indian
Penal Code. After a prolonged trial lasting over five months, the Special Bench of the

\ High Court, on the 16th February 1912, convicted nine of the fourteen accused on

e first eount and sentenced them to varying terms of imprisonment. They were all
acquitted on the second count. Petitions were presented to the High Court under
section 26 of the Letters Patent on behalf of all but one of the convicts praying that on
certain points of law certified by the Advocate-General the judgments of the Special
Bench might be reviewed by the High Court. These petitions came on for hearing
on the 7th” March 1912 before a Full Bench of the High Court and were disposed of
on the 17th April 1912. With his letter read above, dated the 30th April 1912, the
Honourable the Advocate-General has forwarded the judgments of the Full Bench
dismissing all the petitions.

2. The eriminal proceedings have thus at length been brought to a satisfactory
conclusion, and His Excellency the Governor in Council recognizes that this result 1s
in a large measure due to the zeal and willing co-operation of the officers entrusted
with the investigation and conduct of the case. The Governor in Council has great
pleasure in acknowledging the excellent service rendered in the conduect of the case
both as Government Pleader and Advocate-General by the Hon’ble Mr. Napier, who
was ably assisted by the Hon’ble Mr. T. Richmond, Barrister-at-Law, and M.R.Ry. Rao
Bahadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal, Public Prosecutor, Tinnevelly. His Excellency
in Counecil also desires to acknowledge the excellent work done by Mr. H. F. W. Gillman,
1.C.S., District Magistrate of Tinnevelly, Mr. P. B. Thomas, Deputy Inspector-
General of Police, Railways, and Criminal Investigation Department, and Mr. F. A.
Hamilton, District Superintendent of Police, 'l'innevelly, in investigating and working
up the case. Special eredit is, in his opinion, due to Messrs. Giilman and Hamilton
and the success of the investigation was largely owing to the commendable promptitude

‘with which the latter followed up the clue furnished by the letter found in the

murderer’s pocket. The Governorin Council also notes with satisfaction the testimony
borne by the Inspector-General of Police to the good work done by Deputy Superin-
tendent T. Venkoba Rao and the undermentioned officers of the subordinate police
staff, namely :—

(1) Imspector E. Subramania Pillai, T'innevelly distriet.
(2) Inspector R. Viraraghavayya, Criminal Investigation Department.
(3) Inspector V. Rajagopalachariar, Tinnevelly district.
(4) Inspector P. Balakrishna Menon, Criminal Investigation Department.
(5) Sub-Inspector P. T. Kannan, Criminal Investigation Department.
- (6) Bub-Inspector Paul 1. Doraiswamy, Criminal Investigation Department.
(7) Sub-Inspector Ramachandra Aiyar, Tinnevelly district.
(8) Sub-Inspector Thambiappa Mudaliyar, Criminal Investigation Department.
(9) Sub-Inspector I'. V. Swaminatha Aiyar, Criminal Investigation Department.
(10) Sub-Inspector Nellaperumal Pillai, 'lIinnevelly district.
(11) Sub-Inspector Masilamani Nadar, Tinnevelly district.
(12) Sub-Inspector P. 8. Venkatagiri Sarma, Tinuevelly district.
(13) Sub-Inspector Gopaul Pillai, Tinnevelly district.
(14) Sub-Inspector Suryanarayana Pillai, Tinnevelly district.
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5. The Government observe that one imporlant offender, Madasami, is stil]
absconding, Hvery endeavour should be made to arrest and bring him to trial.

(True Extract.)

o the Hon’ble Mr. dustice C. ¥. Napier, Bar.-at-Law.

.. the Hon’ble Mr. T Richmond, Bar.-at-Law. Q@ ‘;i:}f:ﬂ;“;‘:{g:gw
s5» M.R.Ry. Bao Babadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal. | P3I®S ).
., ¥. W. Gillwan, Esq., L.C.S.

2 P.B. Thomas, Tsq.

the Inspector-General of Poliee.

7; the Deputy Inspector-General of Police, ,Q(Q of IT, IV and V =ud Qrder),
Kailways and Criminal Investigation
Department.
J

the District Magislrate, Tinnevelly.

”

A. G. Carprw,
Ag. Olaef Secrelmy;

s
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JUDICTIAL DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O. No. 1220, JUDICIAL, DATED
31sr JULY 1912.

(Sussecr.—Tinnevelly conspiracy case. ]

I

See Civil List, January, page 181—P. B. Thomas, Deputy Inspector-General for
Criminal Intelligence and Railways.

Compare History of Gazetted Officers’ Services, page 573—P. B. Thomas, Deputy
Inspector-General, Criminal Investigation Department and Railways.

Which of these two styles is right? How were he and his predecessors gazetted ?
' A. G. CarpEw—1-4-12.

Please see G.0s. R. Nos. 654, Judicial, dated Sth - August 1906, 1328, Judicial,
dated 26th December 1908, and 117, Judicial, dated 8th February 1910. 1In all these
cases the appointment was gazetted as Deputy Inspector-General of Police for
Criminal Znfelligence and Railways. In the recent notification regarding Mr. Thomas’

leave it was also gazetted as Deputy
G.0. 265 R., Judicial, 26th February 1912. Inspector-General of Police for Criminal
Intelligence and Railways. The expression
¢ Oriminal Investigation Department’ is used when the department is referred to, as
will be seen from Home Department letter No. 328—333, Police, dated 19th February
1912 ; and the expression ¢ Criminal Intelligence and Railways” is used when the
Home Department letter 328—333, 19th Febru- oﬂloers:. are referred tp. The ]}6:%1(1 of the
G0, Im_pe}‘lal Depart.ment is called Du:ector of
Criminal Intelligence. Thé designation
¢« Deputy Inspector-General of Police for Criminal Intelligence and Railways” would
therefore seem to be the correct form of address.
P.pzR.—1-4-12.

SD.—1-4-12.
Chief Secretary—
0. W. E. Corron—1-4-12,
Have we received copy of the order of the High Court on the Advocate-General’s
reference in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case ? 1f not, please call for it, and please put
up the judgment of the Special Bench in the same case.
: A.G.C.—21-5-12.
D puty Secretary—
Judgments in Special Bench Case No. 1 of 1911 and in Criminal Miscellaneous
Petitions on the Advocate-Greneral’s reference are submitted.
S.D.—22-5-12.-
T.V.T.— 24-5-12.

Claef Secretary—
i C.W.E.C.—26-5-12.
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II

Demi-official—from the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. CARDEW, Cs.L, Acting Chief Secretary
to Government.
To—C. B. Correrrrr, Esq., I.C.S., Private Secretary to His Excellency the
Governor. ;

Dated—Ootacamund, the 17th April 1912.
No.—1286/B-1, Judicial.

I have just received the following message from the Advocate-General, Madras :—

“ High Court refuses to interfere with conviction of accused by Special Bench.”
I think His Excellency may like to know this. I tried to communicate with you by
telephone, but your people were unable to hear what I said.

Telegram from the Honourahle the Advoeate-General, dated 1T(h April 1912. /

Under Secretary——
A draft telegram to the Government of India and a draft official memorandum to
the Advocate-General are submitted for approval.

T.V.T.—18-4-12.
Issue.
S. H. Sparer—18—4-12.
[ Issued as Telegram to the Government of India, Home Department, No. 253,

dated 18th April 1912—JTI.]

[Issued as Official Memorandum No. 1286-1, Judicial, dated 18th April 1912,
~ to the Government Solicitor—IV.]

v
Leller from the Honourable the Advocale-General, No. 417, dated 20tk April 1912.

Under Secretary—
The Advocate-General’s communication is submitted for perusal, Copies of the
High Court’s judgment called for on the 18th instant may he awaited.

T.V.T.—23-4-12.

Chief Secretary— ;
L. J. P. JoLLy—23-4-12.

Honourable Member— 4
For perusal.
As soon as the judgment is received further action will be taken.
A.G.C.—23-4-12.
H. A. S[Tvarr]—24-4-12,

Demi-official—from C. F. Narier, Esq., Bar.-at-Law.
To—the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. CARDEW, c.s.L, Acting Chief Secretaryto Government.

Dated—Madras, the 30th April 1912.

T have to-day sent & short report on the Special Bench case. I have mentioned how valuable
Gillman’s and Thomas’ work was. I don’t know if that is irregular coming from me about officers

of their standing, but it is genuine.
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VI
Letter from the Honourable e Advocate-General, No. 447, daled 30th April 1912.

!

Under Secretary—
Before any further actfion is taken 25 copies of the judgment may be forwarded
to the Government of India. They have
Ploase sce the telegram in G.O. 474, 475, already been supplied with the same
Judicial, 23rd March 1912. number of copies of the judgment of the
Special Bench. ;
Draft submitted.
T.V.T.—13-5-12.
Issue.

LJ.P.J.—14-5-12.

[Issued as letter to the Government of India, Home Department, No. 1286-3,
Judicial, dated 16th May 1912—V IT.]

Under Secretary—

The letter to the Government of India having issued the file is re-submitted with
spare copies of the judgment. 3

9. Attention is invited to Mr. Napier’s remarks as to the legal status of an
Inspector of the Criminal Investigation Department. It is for orders whether on this
point the remarks of the Tnspector-General of Police may be invited.

T.V.T.—25-5-12.

Since Mr. Napier has.a reference from the Inspector-General of Police we may
as well ask the latter to send us his opinion.

L.J.P.J.—25-5-12.

Chief Secrelary—

The papers in this file relate to the detection and prosecution of the parties to
the conspiracy brought to light in the Tinnevelly district by the murder of Mr. Ashe.
It is submitted that the file may now be closed and the papers recorded ; the side
issue raised by Mr. Napier about the legal status of members of the Criminal Investi-
gation Department as investigating officers may be dealt with separately.

Before the matter is finally closed it is perhaps for the consideration of
Government whether any officers concerned in the unravelling of the case deserve
special thanks.

L.J.P.J.—25-56-12.

Honourable Member—
H.FE. the Governor—

Mr. Napier’s letter No. 447, dated 30th April 1912, refers to the several points
urged before the High Court in a very confusing way. Mr. Justice Sundara Aiyar’s
judgment discusses all the points very clearly and if read first will be found, I think,
to facilitate the perusal of the other judgments.

2. The particular case dealt with in these prolonged legal proceedings is now
presumably closed and in a generally satisfactory way. We may hope that no attempt
will be made to carry it to the Privy Council. T think the thanks of Government
should be conveyed confidentially to Mr. Napier, Mr. Gillman and Mr. Thomas ; also’
perhaps to Mr. Sundara Sastri of Tinnevelly.
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3. Separate action will need to be taken to ensure that all officers of the
Criminal Investigation Department and Railway Branch of the Police have full
powers of investigation throughout the area for which they are appointed. This should
be, I think, the presidency, but perhaps the Inspector-General should be asked for
his opinion on this point. ~ When' the area has been determined an order of Govern-
ment specifically referring to section 551, Criminal Procedure Code, should be issued
defining the local area over which these officers are to exercise the powers referred to
in that section.

4. T think the opportunity might be taken to introduce some uniformity into
the nomenclature of the ¢ Criminal Investigation Department ”’—»ide my note, dafed 1st
April 1912, on page 1. I would adopt ¢ Criminal Investigation’ rather than
¢ Criminal Intelligence.”

A.G.C.—31-5-12.

T have been through the judgment and my analysis of the findings is as
follows :—

First point.—Benson, Wallis and Miller for the finding of the majority of the
Special Bench, Abdur Rahim against, and Sundara Aiyar doubtful.

Second point—Benson, Wallis and Miller for, Sundara Aiyar against, and
Abdur Rahim doubtful.

Third point.—Benson, Wallis and Miller for, Abdur Rahim and Sundara Aiyar
against.

5 Fourth point—Miller and Abdur Rahim for, Benson, Wallis and Sundara

Alyar against.

Fifth pornt—All five judges agree with the Special Bench.

2. We should now issue an order acknowledging the excellent work done by
Mr. Napier and the counsel who assisted him, Mr. Gillman, Mr. Thomas and Mr.
Hamilton. Some of the subordinate police officers also did good work, I believe, and
I would make an unofficial reference to Mr. Cowie and ask him which of them, if any,
should be mentioned in the Government Order. The main credit, in my opinion, is
due to Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Gillman, especially the former, and I would mention
with approbation his prompt action in following up the clue furnished by the letter
found in the murderer’s pocket. I am rather surprised that the Inspector-General has
not made any report to the Government about this case. It was surely his business
to bring to notice the good work done by the police and - also to give us some general
account of the case from a police point of view, The Inspector-General should not take
up an attitude of detachment from the Criminal Investigation Department,

8. The Deputy Inspector-General in charge of the Criminal Investigation Depart-
ment should be styled “ Deputy Inspector-General, Railways and Criminal Investigation
Department.”” The expression ¢ Criminal Intelligence * should not be used. The Simla -
Officer 18 called the Director of Criminal Intelligence, because his main functions are
the coilection, collation and dissemination of intelligence about crime and criminals.
Investigation is no part of his ordinary funetions. On the other hand; investigation
is a very important part of the functions of the Provinecial departments and both the
Police Commission and the Government of India have always called them * Criminal
Anvestigation Departments.”’

4. Turning now to the question of giving authority to the officers of the Criminal
Investigation Department to exercise throughout the presidency the powers which
may be exercised by an officer in charge of a police station within the Limits of his
station, I am somewhat doubtful whether it will be sufficient to declare that all officers
of the department are appointed for the whole presidency. That would give the
necessary authority to Inspectors and officers of higher rank, but it would exclude
sub-inspectors ‘as they are not superior in rank to an officer in charge of a police
station. I would ask Mr. Cowie whether he thinks it necessary that sub-inspectors
should be given the powers of an officer in charge of a police station throughout the
presidency. Ifhe can show good reasons for this, we might ask the Government of India
to add a sub-section to section 551 when they amend the Code of Criminal Procedure.
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8. The prosecution has on the whole been successful though it is unfortunate that
we could not secure the conviction of Sankarakrishna Aiyar for abetment of Mr. Ashe’s
murder. One important offender, Madaswami Pillai, is still absconding. Mr. Justice
Sankaran Nair told me that he thought that he was the worst.of the gang. The police
must make every effort to capture him, for I regard his conviction as most important.
In spite of the protracted character of the proceedings before the Special Bench I am
in favour of the special procedure being applied to Madaswami’s case also if he is caught.
His trial should not be unduly long and we are not likely to have any reference to a
Full Bench under the Tetters Patent. If the ordinary procedure were adopted, we

~ should run the risk of re-creating much local excitement, since we should have one

public hearing before the committing magistrate and another long public hearing
hefore the Sessions Court, and finally an appeal to the High Court. Under the special
procedure we shall have only one public hearing and that will be in Madras.

6. Some of the convicted accused may perhaps be willing to give information.

. Nilakantan could, it he likes, tell us a good deal, and I should be quite willing to

give him a remission of a portion of his sentence in returnfor information of value.
He is not a really dangerous man though he has got the longest sentence. His
principal object, T believe, was to get money for himself. He is a common adventurer
rather than a fanatical patriot. SRR R

“Note.— 1 have rotained one copy of the judgment of the Full Bench. I should
also like a copy of the judgment of the Special Bench for perusal at leisure.

H. A. S[Tuarr | —5-6-12.

I agree with my Honourable Colleague on all points.
Please get me a copy of the Full Bench judgments. I desire to read them again.

i M. H[ammrcx |—6-5-12.

Please make an unofficial reference to the Inspector-General of Police and request
him to report which, if any, of the police officers below the rank of Assistant Superin-
tendent who were employed in connection with the Tinnevelly conspiracy case, did
good service deserving of the thanks of Government.

2. A separate and official reference may be made to the Inspector-General about

empowering Sub-Inspectors of the Criminal

Extract given to the A section. Investigation Department to exercise the
T.V.T.—8-6-12. powers of an officer in charge of a police
station.

3. A separate and confidential w.0. reference may go to the Deputy Inspector-
General of Police, Rdilways and Criminal Investigation regarding Madaswami and.
Nilakantan. There is another reference about getting information from the latter.

Dowe Perhaps it will be best to take an extract

Y9612 1 from the Honourable Member’s note on

b ST that point and add it to the other file.
Has any reward for the apprehension of Madaswami been offered ?

4. Meanwhile a draft order closing the file should be prepared without excessive
delay.

] 5. Please supply to Honourable
t: 3 : . o
VT f: got;éﬂken soparnicl). Member and His Excellency the Governor
e T R T the copies of judgments desired.
A.G.C.—T7-6-12.
Under Secretary—

With reference to the Chief Secretary’s note above the Inspector-General of Police
may be requested u.o. to furnish the information desired.

T.V.T.—8-6-12.

.Yes,.
. L.J.P.J.—8-6-12,
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OFFICE 0F THE INSPEOTOR-GHENERAL 0F POLICE.

The officers named below, who were employed in connection with the Tinnevelly
conspiracy case, did good service deserving of the thanks of Government. They have
all been rewarded by me with promotion, but I consider that they also merit special
recognition from Government and such recognition will undoubtedly be thoroughly
appreciated.

(1) M.R.Ry. E. Subramania Pillai, Inspector, Tinnevelly district.
2

= R. Viraraghavayya do. Criminal Investigation Department. ‘
(3) s V. Rajagopalachariar ~ do. Tinneveliy district.
(4) 5 P. Balakrishna Menon do. Criminal Investigation Department.
(%) 5 P. T. Kannan, Sub-Inspector, Criminal Investigation Department.
(6) s Paul 1. Duraiswami do. do.
(7) 5 Ramachandra Aiyar do. Tinnevelly district.
(8) 4 Thambiappa Mudaliyar do. Criminal Investigation Department.
) o T. V. Swaminatha Aiyar do. do.
(10) L Nellaperumal Pillai do. Tinnevelly district.
(11) S Masilamani Nadar do. do.
(12) s P. 8. Venkatagiri Sarma  do. do.
(13) oy Gopaul Pillai do. do.
(14) = Suryanarayana Pillai do. do.

I am addressing Government officially regarding the police officers of the Travan-
core State whose services merit special recognition.

D. W. G. Cowre—15-7-12.

JuprciaL DEPARTMENT.
Under Secretary—
A draft order is submitted for approval.
2. As it will be more appropriate to recognize the services of Travancore officials

in & separate communication to the Darbar, it does not appear necessary to await the -

official communication promised by the Inspector-General at the end of his note.

8. Mr. Hamilton’s name is not included among the addressees as the Inspector-
General may be expected to communicate the Government Order to him. This is for
orders. :

4. With reference to the Chief Secretary’s query in paragraph 3 of his note, it

; ; is submitted that a reward of Rs. 1,000
Please sce Special Branch Circular No. I, 14th has been offered for the arrest of Mada-
December 1911. Eaan

T.V.T.—18-7-12.

Chief Seeretary—
The Government Order may be marked For orders whether the Government
confidential. Order should be confidential and, if not,

A.GC 18 TR, whether paragraph 3 should be included.
L.J.P.J—18-7-12.

Honourable Member (Judicial) (to await return from tour)—

H.E. the Governor— :
For approval.
A.G.C.—18-7-12.

I have made a few alterations.
H. A. STtvarT}—29-7-12.

Approved.
M. Hfammrex | —30-7-12.

Issue.

A.G.Cc—31-7-12.

[G.0. No. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912.]
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Jupicratn DEPARTMENT.
Depuly Secretary—

Please see paragraph 6 of Honourable Member’s note on page 10 of Notes fo
G.0. Nos. 1300-01, dated 16th August 1912, in which the Honourable Member
wanted to know why the names of Deputy Superintendents T. Venkoba Rao and
Muhammad Abdul Karim Farukhi were omitted by the Inspector-General of Police from
the list of officers deserving recognition at the hands of Government. The Inspector-
Geeneral of Police, in reply to a reference made to him, stated that the omission of the
name of T. Venkoba Rao from the list was due to an oversight on his part, but that
Muhammad Abdul Karim Farakhi mever had any direct connection with the Ashe
Murder Case. T. Venkoba Rao is one of the officers who have been recommended for
the grant of the King’s Police Medal for this year.

For orders whether a formal order may now issue recognising his services.
C.H.8.—26-8-12.
T.V.T.—26-8-12.

Under Secretary—'

TUnder the personal orders of the Deputy Secretary, the words ¢ Deputy Superin-
¢ tendent T. Venkoba Rao and’? have been added between the words by’ and
¢ the ” at paragraph 2, line 17, of G.O. No. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912.

Orders are solicited as to whether the press may be instructed to reprint pages
5 and 6 of the Government Order as thus revised, and also to print these notes in
continuation of the notes to that Government Order. A revised copy of the Govern-
ment Order will be despatched to the Inspector-General.

S D.—-3-9-1%.
Yes.
S. H. Spargr—6-9-12.
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CONFIDENTIAL.
i JUDICIAL DEPARTMBNT.
NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0. No. 1220, JUDICIAL, DATED
31sr JULY 1912.

[Sussrcr.— Tenngvelly conspiraey cage.]

I
See Civil List, January, page 181—Pezex'B. Thomas, Deputy Tnspector-General
for Criminal Intelligence and Railways.
Compare History of Gazetted Officers’ Services, page §783—P. B. Thomas, Deputy
Inspector-General, Criminal Investigation Department and Railways.
Which of these two styles is right? How wes([ne and his predecessors gazetted ?
A. G. Carprw—1-4-12.
Please see G.0s. B. Nos. 654, Judicial, dated Sth August 1906, 1328, Judicial,
dated 26th December 1908, and 117, Judicial, dated 8th February 1910. In all these
cases the appointment was gazetted as Deputy Inspector-General of ‘Police for
Criminal (ntelh'gmce and Railways. In the recent notification regarding Mr. Thomas’
leave it was also gazetted as Deputy
G.0. 265 R., Judicial, 26th February 1912.  Inspector-General of Police for Criminal
Intelligenée and Railways. The expression
¢ Criminal Investigation Department ” is used when the department is referred to, as
will be seen from Home Department letter No. 328—3833, Police, dated 19th February
1912 ; and the expression ¢ Criminal Intelligieuce and Railways” is used when the
officers are referred to. The head of the
H‘:Tn; {Jgel%artment lother 425 983,19th Fobrs Tmperial Department is called Director of
; Criminal Intelligence. The designation
« Deputy Inspector-General of Police for Criminal Intelligence and Railways” would
therefore seem to be the correct form of address.
P.prR.—1-4-12.
S.D.—1-4-12.

Chuef Secretary— :
SR e C. W. E. Corrox—1-4-12.

Have we received copy of the order of the High Court on the Advocate-General’s
reference in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case ? If not, please call for it, and please put
up the judgment.of the Special Bench in the same case.

: A.G.C.—21-5-12.
To Deputy Secretary—
Judgments in Special Bench fhse No. 1 0f 1911 and in Criminal Miscellaneous
Petitions on the Advocate-General’s reference are submitted.
8.D.—22-5-12. : :
T.V.T.—24-5-12.
Chief Secretary—
C.W.E.C.—26-5-12.
m,ﬂ_./ «
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I :
Demi-official—irom the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. CarpEw, c.8.i., Acting Chief Secretary
to Government.

To—C. B. CorrereLL, Esq., 1.C.8., Private Secrctary to His Excellency the/

Governor.
Dated—Ootacamund, the 17th April 1912,
No.—1286/B-1, Judicial.
T have just received the following message from the Advocate-General, Madras :—
« High Court refuses to interfere with conviction of accused by Special Beneh.”
I think His Excellency may like to know this. I tried to communicate with you by

telephone, but your people were unable to hear what I said.

Telegram from the Hopourable the Advocale= Generu%lﬁied ATth Aprid 1912,
Under Secretary—
A draft telegram to the Government of Indiaand a draft official memorandum to

the Advocate-General are submitted for approval.

T.V.T.—18-4-12.
Issue.
: S. H. SuaTEr—18-4-12.
[Issued as Telogram to the Government of India, Home Department, No: 253,
dated 18th April 1912—TITTX.1,
[Issued as Official Memorandum No. 1286-1, Judicial, dated 18th Aprit 1912,
to the Government Solicitor—JIV.]
v

Letter from the Honourable the Advocate-General, No. 417, dated 20 Aprid 1912.
Under Secretary— 0 ;
The Advocate-General’s communication is submitted for perusal. Copies of the

High Court’s judgment called for on the 18th instant may be awaited.

—-

T.V.T.—28-4-12.
Ohief Secretary—
L. J. P. Jorny—23-4=12.
Honourable Member— 3
For perusal. ;
As soon as the judgment is received further action will be taken.
A.G.C.—23-4-12.
H. A. §[tvarT]—24-4-12. ~

Deme-official—from C. F. Narier, Hsq., Bar.-at-Law.
To—the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. CaRDEW, C5.I., Acting Chief Seceretaryto Government.
Dated—Madras, the 30th April 1912. 3
1 have to-day sent a shorb report on the Special Bench case. I have mentioned how valuable
@illman’s and Thomas’ work was.. L don’t know if that is irregular coming from me about officers
of their standing, but it is genuine. . -

NI -
ZLetter from the Honoureble the Advocate-General, No. 447, dated 80th April 1912.
Under Segretary—.

Before any further action is taken 25 copies of the judgment may be forwarded
to the Government of India. They have

Please seo the telegram in G.0. 474, 475,  already been supplied with the same
Judicial, 28rd March 1912. - number of copies of the judgment of the
Special Bench.
_ Draft submitted.
T.V.T.—13-6-12.
Issue.

LJIP.J—14-6-12.

[Tesued as letter o the Government of India, Home Department, No. 1286-3,
Judiial, dated 15th May 1912—VIL]
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principal object, I believe, was to get/money for himself. He is a common adveénturer
rather than a fanatical patriot.

i ; Note.—I have retained one copy of the judgment of the Full Bench. I should
| also like a copy of the judgment of the Special Bench for perusal at leisure.
) H. A. S[tuarT}—5-6-12.

I agree with my Honourable Colleague on all points.
Please get me a copy of the Full Bench judgments. I desire to read them again.
M. H[ammick ]—6-5-12.

Please make an unofficial reference to the Inspector-General of Police and request

(_-\ e e e ) him to report which, if any, of the police
Ie ? o VT :_t‘;; Sakao pepmraldly officers below the rank of Assistant Supe@-
S IR s tendent who were employed in connection

with the Tinnevelly conspiracy case, did good service deserving of the thanks of
Government.

2. A separate and official reference may be made to the Inspector-General about
empowering Sub-Inspectors of the Criminal

Extract given to the A section. Investigation Department to exercise the
T.V.T.—8-6-12. powers of an officer in charge of a police
' station.

3. A separate and confidential u.0. reference may go to the Deputy Inspecter-
General of Police, Railways and Criminal Investigation regarding Madaswami and
Nilakantan. There is another reference about getting information from the latter.
Perhaps it will be best to take an extract

= : PV T—0-6-12 Doge; from the Honourable Member’s note on
S g AR (AL that point and add it to the other file.
E o 2 Has any reward for the apprehension of Madaswami been offered ?
: =5 4. Meanwhile a draft order closing the file should be prepared without excessive
e delay.” o
i ; 5. Please supply to Honourable
oy.T fct;on ;aken Ly, Member and His Excellency the Governor
b/ Sy k) the copies of judgments desired.
5 ; A.G.C.—T7-6-12.

Extract Jrom the Chief Secretary’s notes in connection wilth Current No. 1510 of 1912,
L - »

» -

. . . . Please inake an unofficial refererice to the Inspector: General of Police:

- . and request him to report which, if any,

Aos mtmu;f wexét%()hzef.s:;re;nlyz. of the Police officers below the rank of
PN Owig—le—{=2% , Assistant Superintendent who  were

employed in connection with the Tinnevelly conspiracy ease did good service deserving
of the thanks of Government.

A.G.C.—T7-6-12.

g Under Secretary—
‘With reference to(paragraph—1 of)the Chief Secretary’s note above the Inspector-
: General of Police may be Tequestéd u.o. to furnish the information desired.
T.V.T.—8-6-12.
Yes.

L.J.P.J—8-6-12:
L e o

} OFFICE oF THE INSPECTOR-GENBRAL OF Poxice.

The officers named below, who were employed in-connection with the Tinneveily
conspiracy case, did good service deserving of the thanks of Government. They have
all been rewarded by me with promotion, but I consider that they also merit speeinl —

2
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recognition from Government and such recognition will undoubtedly be thoroughly
appreciated.
(1) M.R.Ry. E. Snbnmnma Pillai, Inspector; Tinnevelly district.
o R. Viraraghavayya, do. Oriminal Investigation Department.
(3) » V. Rajagopalachariar  do. Tinnevelly distriot.
4) » P. Balakrishna Menon do. Criminal Investigation Department.

(5) 4 P.T. Kannan, Sub-Inspector, Criminal Investigation Department.
(6) » Paul T. Duraiswami do. do.
() . Ramachandra Aiyar do. Tinnevelly distriet.
(8) o ’l‘hambiappa Mudaliyar do. Criminal Luvestigation Department.
(9) 5 T. V. Swaminatha Aiyar do. do.

(10) 5 Nellaperumal Pillai do. Tinnevelly distriot.

(11) s Masilamani Nadar do. do.

(12) » P. 8. Venkatagiri Sarma  do. do.

(13) 5 Gopaul Pillai do. do.

(14) Suryanarayana Pillai do.

Iam addressmg Government officially regarding the pohce officers of the Travan=
core State whose services merit special recogmtion.
D. W. G. Cowie—156-7-12.

JUDICIAL JDEPARTMENT.
Under Secretary—

A draft order is submitted for approval.

2. As it will be more appropriate to recognize the services of Travancore officials:
in a separate communication to the Darbar, it does not appear necessary to await the
official communication promlse\i by the Inspector-General at the end of his note.

3. Mr. Hamilton’s name is not included among the addressees as the Inspector-
General may be expected to communicate the Government Order to him. This isfor

orders. : : 3 /
4. With reference to the Chief Secretary’s query in paragtaph X of his note, it
is submitted that a reward of Rs. 1, 000 :

Please seo Special Branch Circular No. I, 14th a5 heon offered for the arrest of Madn«
December 1911.

swaii.
T.V.T.—18-7-12.
Chief Seerelary— 3
The Government Order may be marked For orders whether the Glovernment
confidential. Order should be confidential and, if not,

A.G.C.—18-7-12. Jhether paragraph 3 should bel melu:(ll;d 7
L.J.P.J—18-7

Honourable Member (Judicial) (to await return from tour)—
H.E. the Governor—

F 1.
e A.G.C,—18-7-12.

Ih de a few alterations. .
e H. A. S[tuarT]—29-7-12.

Approved.
o M. H[umcx]—?:O—'i—lZ.

Tesue.
A.G.C.—31=7-12.

[G.0. No.-1220; Judicial, dated 31st July 1912.]

A
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CONFIDENTIAL.
GOVERNMEN'T OF MADRAS.
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT,. @7

Reap—tbe following papers :—

I
G.0. Nos. 1112, 1113, Judicial, dated 8th July 1911,
AsrsTRACT.—Passing orders authorizing the Deputy Inspeotor-General of Police for Criminal
Intelligence and Railways to make a complaint in respect of an offence under section 121-A of the
Indian Penal Code against certain persons concerned in the L'innevelly conspiracy ; and direoting
that the provisions of Part I of Act XIV of 1908 shall apply to Preliminary Register Cage No. [
on the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Linuevelly, -counected -with the mucder of Mr.
R. W. D’E. Ashe. :
G.0. No. 1127-A, Judicial, dated 11th July 1911.
ABsTRACT.—Directing that the provisions of Part I of Act XIV of 1908 shall apply to
Preliminary Register Case No. 1L on the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Tiﬂnavelly,
connected with the murder of Air. R. W. D'E. Ashe. ‘
6.0. No. 1135, Judicial, dated 12th July 1911.
ABsTRACT.—Appointing the Hon’ble Mr, L' Kichmond to be Publie Prosecutor for the eomduct
of the Tinnevelly prosecutions. -
G.0. No, 1206, Judicial, dated 27th July 1911.
AssTRaCcT.—Authorizing, under seetion 196, Criminal Procedure Code, the Deputy Inspector-
General of Police for Uriminal Intelligence and Railways to make a complaint in respect of an
offence punishable under section 121-A, Indian Penal Code, against certain persons concerned in
the Linnevelly case.
G.0. No. 1304, Judicial, dated 14th August 1911,
AssTracT.—Instructing the Government Pleader to oppose any application that may be
made on behalf of the accused in the Linnevelly cases to take down evidence.
G.0. Nos. 1308, 1309, Judicial, dated 16th August 1911,
ABSTRACT. -—kssuing orders applying, with the sanction of the Governor-General in Council,
Part L of Act X1V of 1908 to proceedings in Preliminary Register Cases Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6 on
_the file of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, L'innevelly.
Letter No. 1448, Judicial, dated 7th September 1911,
AzsTRAcT.—Horwarding to the Government of Ludia copies of charges.and commitment order
in the Tinnevelly murder case.
G.0, Nos, 474, 475, Judicial, dated 23rd March 1912,
Asstracr.—Directing the withdrawal of the charge of abetment of murder against the second
accused in the Linuevelly conspiracy case and addressivg the Government of India.

Telegram—Iirom the Honourable the Advocate-General, Madras.
T'o—the Chief Secretary to Government.

Dated—the 17th April 1912,
High Court refuses to intezfore with conviction of acoused by Special Benchﬁ/

I
Telegram—irom the Chief Seoretary to the Government of Madras.
Zo—the Seoretary to the Government of India, Home Department.
Dated—-Qotacamund, the 18th April 1912,
No.—-253, Judicial.

Reference correspondence ending [with] this Government’s letter 475, Judicial,
23rd March 1912, regarding Tinnevelly conspiracy and paragraph 2 [of] letter 672-1,
Judicial, 2nd March. High Court refuses [to] interfere with couvietion of accused by
Special Bench. Copies of judgment will be forwarded in due course,

o
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Iv
Official Memorandum No, 1286-2, J udicial, dated 18th April 1912,

With reference to his telegram, dated the 17th instant, re porting the result of the
reference to the Full Bench in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case, the Honourable the
Advocate-General is requested to be so good as to obtain and forward to Government
35 copies of the High Court’s judgment for transmission to the Government of India
and for record in this office.

(By Order.)
S. H. SuatER,

Under Secrelary to Government.
To the Government Bolicitor.

v
Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. C. F. Narier, Acting Advocate-General, Madras.
ZT'o—the Chief Secretary to Government.
Dated—the 17th April 1912.
No.—417.

I have the honour to inform Government that the High Court delivered judgment
to-day on the application by several accused to review the judgment of the Speeial
Bench in the case against Nilakantan and others. The Court by a majority of four
to one held that th idence of the approvers given to the Police Inspector was on one
ground or another inad ble, but by a majority of three ta two the Court held that the
subsequent statements of the approvers to the Divisional Magistrate being accepted by
the Special Bench as of equal value, there was no oceasion for a review, relying on
certain words in the judgment to the effect that the Court would have come to the
same conclusion apart from the very first statements made to the Police officer.

In the result all the petitions were dismissed.

Vi
Letler—from the Hon’ble Mr. . K. Nariis, Acbing Advocato-Gonoral, Madras.
To—the Chicf Sceretary to Government.
Dated—the 30th April 1912
No.—447.

‘With reference to the Government Memorafidum No. 1286-2; Judicial, dated
18th April 1912, I have the honour to forward, under separate cover, 35 copies of the
judgments of the High Court on the various petitious to review the judgment of the
Special Bench in the Tinnevelly conspiracy case. As the Govetnment is aware, these
objections were based oh certificates given by the er-Advocate-General umnder the
Letters Patent and raised two questions (1) whether the first statements made to the
Police Inspector by the two approvers can be Pl'oved, (2) whether the Court rightly
apprehended the law on the subject of accomplices’ evideénce. Three objections were
raised in connection with the first point. On one of them the Court was unanimously
of opinion that the objeetion ivas uutenable._ On another tl}e Court held different
opinions. The majority of the Court consisting of Mr. Justice Benson, Mr. Justice
Wallis and Mr. Justice Abdur Ralim held that these statements were coufession%

~—inadmissible in evidence under section 2b of the Evidence Act. The other two Judges
held that they were admissible in spite of fhat sectiot On the third point the
majority of the Court consisting of Mr: Justice Benson, Mr. Justice Wallis and Mr.
Justice Miller held that the statements were not fendered inadmissible by the language
of section 157 of the Evidence Aet whieh requires that the statements should be made -
before an authorily legully competent to investigate the fact, The difficully was
whether an Inspector of the Criminal Investigation Department came within that
deseription. The majority held that he did: On this point I_ have Vthe greatest doubt
and I think that steps should be take‘n.to‘ put the powers of investigation on a surer
legal footing for the purposes of the Criminal Procedure Code. I have a reference by
the Inspector-General of Police on the sub]eqt. On the second. point the Court
delivered judgments which, from their c_ompleXIty, lea\fe the questlop stz.}l npt“qn_xite
clear, but all the Judges except Mr. Justice Abdur Rahim eoncurred in thinking that
the Special Bench had not misapprehended the law on the subject: The result was
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that the evidence of the Police Tuspector as to what he was told by the two approvers
was held inadmissible under section 25 of the Evidence Act. But the majority of the
Court were of opinion that the Special Bench had believed the accomplices, apart from
those first statements to the Police Inspector as there were subsequent statements made
three days afterwards to a magistrate to which no objection could be taken, and acting
on that view the Court declined to interfere with the decision.

2. The result of the whole trial is that out of fourteen persons charged with
treasonable conspiracy under section 121-A of the Penal Code and abetment of murder
under sections 114 and 302 of the Penal Code, all have” been acquitted ou the charge
of abetment of murder and nine have been convicted under section 121-A. I have
always anticipated that the charge of abetment of murder would fail in view of
the fact sworn to by all the approvers that isolated murder was not contemplated as a
method of the conspiracy. With regard to the conviction I venture to think that the
result is extremely salisfactory, for m no conspiracy trial in any other part of India
has anything like so high a proportion of convictions besmg/obtained. I consider this
very largely due to the fact that the investigation was conducted by senior officers
of the Police Departient whoexercised the closest control over the Inspectors employed
in the case. As I have been engaged in the case since the beginning and had there-
fore every opportunity of knowing what was done from the beginning of the enquiry,
I should like to say, 1f I may, how much the prosecution are indebted to the energy
and care of the District Magistrate of Tiunevelly and to his readiness and anxiety to
record all statements at the very earliest opportunity. Also if I may say so, I desire
to acknowledge the ability and perspicacity of the Deputy Inspector-General, Criminal
Investigation Department, in the sifting of the evidence put before him, a large mass
of which he rejected, and it is only due to him that I should inform Government that
the one weal part of the case which partially broke down rested on evidence as to

which he expressed great doubts at the beginning-of the enquiry. Iand my colleague - -

thought the evidence should ke put inand it was used.  But with regard to some of it the
Deputy Inspector-General’s doubts were justified. I desire also to bring to the notice
of Government the great assistance that I received from Mr. Sundara Sastri, Public
Prosecutor of Tinnevelly, who prepared a most careful analysis of the whole of the
evidence and had a complete knowledge of the records.

3. The trial of the above case occupied nine days and the delivery of judgment
one day. - I request sanction for payment of Rs. 2,500 on account of my fees for all
ihe ten days I attended at the rate of Rs. Zleliper diem.

V.

Letter—1irom the Hon’ble Mr. A, G. Carbew, c.8.1., Acting Chief Sceretary to the
Government of Madras.
Zo—the Secretary to the Government of India, lome Department.
Dated—OQotacamund, the 15th May 191%.
No.—1286-3, Judicial.
In continuation of this Government’s telegram No. 253, Judicial, dated the 18th
April 1912, Tam directed to forward, for the information of the: Government of India,
enty-five copies of the judgments of the High Court in Criminal Miscellaneous
Petitions Nos. 68—72, 76, 79 and 80 of 1912 dismissing the petitions under section
26 of the Letlers Patent for a review of the previous judgments of the Court in
Tinnevelly conspiracy case (Special Bench Case No. 1 of 1911).

Order—No. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912,

The papers read above relate to the criminal proceedings, known as the Tinnevelly
Conspiracy Case, instituted subsequent to the murder on the 17th June 1911 of M.
Ashe, Collector and District Magistrate of l'innevelly, by one Vanchi Aiyar of
Shencottah. The: murderer himself committed suicide, as did two other persons who
were believed to be implicated. The preliminary inquiry was held by Mr. Tampoe,
who on the 30th August 1911 committed fourteen persons for trial by the High Court
under section 6 () of-the Indian Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1908 (Act XIV of
1908). They were charged with treasonable conspiracy, an offence punishable under
section 121-A of the Indian Penal Code, and also with the murder of Mr. Ashe by
engaging in a conspiracy, offences punishable under sections 302, 109 and 111, Indian
Penal Code. After a prolonged triallasting over five months, the Special Bench of the
High Court, on the 15th February 1912, convicted nine of the fourteen aceused on

X
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"‘&e first count and sentenced them to varying terms of imprisonment. They were all
acquitted on the second count. Petitions were presented to the High Court under
section 26 of the Letters Patent on behalf of all but one of the convicts praying that o
certain points of law certified by the Advocate-General the judgments of the Specia
Bench might be reviewed by the High Court. These petitions came on for hearing
on the 7th March 1912 belore a Full Bench of the High Court and were dispesed of
on the 17th April 1912.  With z X abovel{the Honourable the
Advocate-General has forwarded the judgments of the Full Bench ssmissing all the
petitions.

2. The criminal proceedings have thus at length been brought to a satisfactory
eonclusion, and His kxcellency the Governor in Couneil recognizes that this resalt is
in a large measure due to the zeal and willing co-operation of the .officers entrusted
with the investigation and conduct of the case. 'Lhe Governor in Council has great
Ppleasure in acknowledging the excellent service rendered in the conduct of the case
both as Government Pleader and Advocate-General by the Hou’ble Mr. Napier, who
was ably assisted vy the Hon’ble Mr. L. Richmond, Barrister-at-Law, and M.H.Ry,. Rao
Babadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal, Public Frosecutor, Tinnevelly. His Excelleucy
in Council also desires to acknowledge the excellent work done by Mr. H. ¥. W. Gillman
1.CS., District Magistrate of Tinnevelly, Mr. P. B. Thomas, Deputy Inspecbor:
General of Police, Kailways and Criminal Investigation Department, and Mr. F. A
Haunilton, District Superintendent of Police, Linnevelly, in investigating and workip :
up the case. Special credit is, in his opinion, due to Messis. Gillman and Hamiltoﬁ
and the success of the investigation was largely owing to the commendable promptitude
with which the latter followed up the clue furnished by the letter found in the
murderer’s pocket, The Governor 1 Council also notes with satisfaction the testimony
borne by the Inspector-General of Police to the good werk done by the undermentioned
officers of the subordinate police staff, namely :—

(1) Inspector E. Subramania Pillai, l'innevelly district.
(2) Lnspector R. Viraraghavayys, Criminal Investigation Dephrtment.
(8) Inspector V. Rajagopalachariar, ‘Linuevelly districs.
(4) luspector P. Balakrishua Menon, Criminal Iuyestigation Department:
() Sub-luspector P. L. Kanvan, Criminal Investigation Department,
(6) Sub-luspector Paul 1. Doraiswamy, Criminal Investigation Department
) Sub-lnspector Ramachandra Aiyar; Linnevelly district. :
(8) Subaluspector ‘Lhambiappa Mudaliyar; Criminal luvestigation Department,
(9) Sub-lnspector L. V. Swaminatua Aiyar, Criminal Investigation Departmgl;'
(10) Sub-luspector Nellaperumal Pillai, 'I'innevelly districs. ¥
(11) Sub-Iuspector Masilamani Nadar, Tinnevelly district.
12) Sub-luspector P. 8. Yeukatagiri Sarma, Tinnevelly distriot:
(13) Sub-luspector Gopaul Pillai, innevelly district.
(14) Sub-Iuspector Suryanarayana Pillai, 'linneyelly district,
3. The Government observe that one important offender, Madasami, is still
dbsconding. Every endeavour should be made to arrest and bring him to tria’l.

(True Extract.) e
A. G. Caroww, :
Ag. Chief Secretary. /

the Hon'ble Mr. T. Richmond, Bar.-at Law. 1
M.R.Ry. Rao Bahadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal. ] P3T®® 1and 2707 Order,
»» F. W. Gillman, Esq , L.C.8,
»" P. B. ‘I'homas, Esq.
the Inspector-General of Police.
the Deputy Inspector-General of Polics;
Ruilways and Criminal Investigation

Q of IT, IV and@nd Ordeér:

To tho Hou'ble Mr. Jtistice €, ¥, Kapior, Bat.-at Law. } @ ot 11, 1% snd @ had
B
>
Department. I

J

4» 4he Distriot Magistrate, Tinnevelly.

CONFIDENTIAL.
G.0. No. 1220, 31st July 1912,

Tinnevelly conspiracy case.
Reviewing the result of the —, and acknowledging the services xemdered by the officers
goncerned in connection with the case.

@
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R d Registered 9 Dt l RO Vv 17 O
Subeet.
Reporting that the applications made by the several
aocuse& in the Tinnevelly Conspiracy Case have been dis- y
missed. . ﬁ/;wf
ExcLosuzes.

Spare copies

No. LT L‘]

Station...M.2 A T 8 8, . Dated the. 17th April 1912466//.

6

Ghom /'W’WV The Hon'ble Mr. C.F.Napier,

/@Qéﬁ?ﬂaﬂg@/’ . Ag. Advocate-General, Madras.

G, T Gt Sony 0 s Grnminment of Mol

I have the honour to inform Government that the
High Court delivered judgment to-day on the application
by several accused to review the judgment of the Special
Bench in the cage against Nilagantun and others. The
Court by a majority of four to one held that the evidence
of the approvers given to the Police Inspector was on one
ground or another inadmissible/but by a majority of 3 t®
2 the Court held that the subsequent statements of the
approvers to the Divisional Magistrate being accepted by
the Special Bench as of equal value, there was no occa—
gion for a review, theFudges relying on certain words in

the Jjudgment to the effect that the Court would have come

to



v toithe.éame conclusion apart from the vefy'first state

i

ments made to the Police Offiger.

' In the result all the petitions were dismissed.

I have the honour to be,_
Sl
Your most obedient Servant,




(. Avidn

5 - (g)
A,BWJ" &)

AT ,/L«*% 7
b\%\ Advocate General's Office, J ¢ S

1 Madras, dated 30th ApriF 1912.

From Ao, Iu
(W S
The -Hon'ble Mr. C.F.Napier, f"\x ;
Ag. Advocate-General, L
Madras.
To
The Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras,
Stone House Hill,
(O @) 5y h (&) L al ol :
Shlae;

With refererce to the Government Memorandum No. 1286-2

Judicial, -dated 18th April 1912, I have the honour to forward

. * £ 3 T 2
under separate cover 35 copies of thejjudgments of the High V"

Court on the various petitions to review the judgment of the
Special Bench in the Tinnevelly Cdnspiracy Case. Ag the
C—:avor*m‘;cnt is aware, these objections were based on certifi-
cates given by the Ex-Advocate-General under the Letters Patemt
and rai;od two guestions (1) whether the first atatements made
to the Police Inspector by the two approvers can be proved,

(2) whether the Court rightly apprehended the law on the sub-

i

5 s - q = & nos ! &
Jject of accomplices’. evidence. Three objections were raised
SR e BL BRI

/in connection with the first point. 6n one of thom the Court
Lagd
wag unanimously of opinion that the objection was untenable.

On another the Court held different opinions. The majority
of the Court congisting of Mr. Justice Bemson, Mr. Justice

Wallis and Mr. Justice Abdur Rahim held that these: statements

were confeossions inadmissible in evidence under section 25 of

M_W(X} the Evidence Act. The Owd -held that they were

admigsible in spite of that section. On the tw,

the majority of the Court consisting of Mr. Jugtice Benson,
Mr. Justice Wallis and Mr. Justice Miller held that the
statements were not rendered inadmissible by the language of
section 157 of the Evidence Act which requires that the state-

ments should be made before an authority legally competent

il

SON ue™
Lo \ Wﬁ
v 19 \: il High Court, i
:
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to investigate the fact. The difficulty was whether an Ins—
{
pector of the Criminal Investigation Department came within K
]
that description. The majority held that he did. On this \

point, I have the greatest doubt and I think that steps shou

be taken to put the powers of investigation on a surer legal

B

footing for the purposes 6f the Criminasl Procedure Codo. i
have. a Reference by the Inspector General of Police on the
subject. On the second point, the Court delivered Judgments
whioh,Affdm their ;;;;I;;;;§: leave the question still not
quite clear, but all the Judges except Mr. Justice Abdur Rahim
oonourrod in thinking that the Special Bench had not misappre-

hended the law on the subject. The result was that the evi-

dence of the Police Inspector as to what he was told by the
| two approvers was held inadmissible under section 25 of the
| Bvidence Act. But the majority of the Court were of opinion

thatltbg Special Bench had believed the accomplices, apart

from those Tirst statements to the Police Inspector ag there

were subseguent statements made 3 days afterwards to a Magis—
trate to which no objection could be taken, and acting on .that

TS

view, the Court declined to interfere with the decigion..

2 The result of the whole trial is that out of 14 per-
song charged with treasonable conspiracy undor section 121 A
of the Penal Code and abetment of murder under sections 114
and 302 of the Penal Codeo, all have been acquitted on the ‘
charge of abetment of murder and nine have been convicted un-—
der section 121 A. I have always anticipated that the charge
of abetment of murder would fail, in view of the Ffact sworn

to by all the approvers that isolated murder was not contem—
plated as a method of the conspiracy. With regard to the
conviction I venture to think that the result is extremely
satisfactory, for in no conspiracy trisl in any other part of
Indiaﬂés anything like 80 high a proportion of convicticns
b@fn? obtained. I consider this very largogéuo to the fact
that the investigation was conducted by seniof officers of tlwe

Police




&
| Police Department who exercised the closest control over the

Inspectors ompioyod in the. case. As I have been engaged in

the case since the beginning and had therefore every oppor-—

tunity of knowing what was done from the beginning of the

engquiry, I should like to sey, 1f I may, how much tho prose—
~~—\ j cution arc indebted to the energy and carc of the District

Magistrate of Tinnevelly and to his readiness and anxiety to

record all statements at the very earliest opportunity. Alsgo

if I may say so, I desire to acknowledge the ability and per—

—

| spicacity of the Deputy Inspector-General, Criminal Inves-—
tigation Department in the gsifting of the evidence put before

him/a large mass of which he roiectedland it is. only due to hx

him that I should inform Government that the one weak part of
the case which partielly broke down rested on evidence as to
! ~ which he expressed great doubts at the beginning of the en-
quiry. I and my colleague @houqht the evidence should ‘be pub
' Z

v =
in and it was used. But with regard to some of it, the De-

L

puty Inspcctor-feneral's doubts were justified. I desire
also +to bring to the notice of Government the great assig—
tgnce that I received from Mr.Sundara Sastri Public Prosecutor
of Tinnevelly who prepared a most careful analysis of the
whole of the evidence and had a complete knowledge of the

| i records.

/ \ Bl The trial of the above case occupied nine days and the*
%kﬁﬂdkc} j;d delivery of judgment one day. I request sanction for pay-

ment of Rs.2,500 en account of my fees for alL the ten days

&/ >
G}ﬁiu@m 5 ) I attended at the rate of Res.250/- per diem.

I have the honour to be,
(Btae
Your most obedient servant,

| ; Ag. Advocate General.
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i Tinnevelly Conspiracy Case
I Ws result of the ----- ¢
! [ a. "'J and ackno Ledgin the services rendered Judicial DEPARTMENT,
i 6. 4 by the officers concerned in the—eondust - .)
| 100-1010k8 &f the case. Cerneeteon urty)
:) :
! : d
‘.‘ Reap B
| 1
5 e Y I (,
I s B . “GeOe No 1118-3, Judicial, dated 8th July 1911.\J’\’
| b =G BB Ay She L O /@
| 8- — Ty 1135, ) S leth Iy L
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/ICL( 1286) lelegram from the Advocate-ueneral, dated 13th April 1912.('(}) \ : TR
i [ a/

IiI /5/
f G o : 5 o (i) [ X
/‘ Sk Telegram tec the uwovernment of India, dated (UL <

; v (A
| AZCF Oe.s to the Advocate-uveneral, No. 1286-2, d/15-4-12. \fb A
A (1316) From the Advyocate=General, dated 17th April 191R.& HNo. 447, d/.ﬁO-4— 14@"
7 fdpf/.,/ isi107) YL 4
i"/\ a5 Letter to . the Government of India, nome Dept, NO. 1R86=3, d/lo-5-1<. (L/\ et
i e / s iimat |
! ORDER No.lD20, dated - M‘ 196/ 2. |
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lhe papers read aboye relate to
| the criminal proceedings, known -as the

P

|
Tinneyelly Conspiracy Case, instituted
Mthe murder on the 17th

June 1911 of ur. Ashe, Collector and

=

District dagistrate of linnevelly, by

‘one vVanchi Alyar of Shencottah. The

i N ——=

21lf committed suicide,) ks

5 — o >, wrtip Garecas | N
o did b i oo marderer hims

‘6',;4, ) &'C‘E M/ue‘.,ﬁ—] 1&; |
[y s Als A
'\%M,.. uhpup:,, LadA } his—esseeiates , 14 in gunher,—wees

/
somaittsed for.trial <d the. High Court

A=

o :7 o e 5
(&.,/ WW w:&::x

under section 6 (b) of the Indian

Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1908 (Act




oiors oo e

(0, Miakf
U % 120 ¢

(Act XIv of 1908) -ca—two counbs. The7
weng

Lirst charged shem with treasonable

cdnspiracj,f, an offence punishable under

section 121-A of the Indian Penal Code,
alao the

and the_secend withl(murder of lre. Ashe

by engaging in a conspiracy, offences

302
punishable under section 2, 109 and

111, L.P.C. After a ﬁmﬂ‘l trial
et lastﬁ over o months, the Spscial
Bench of the High Court, on the 15th
February 1912, convicted nine of the
fourteen accused on the first count
and sentenced thexﬁ to varying terms of

inprisonnent. esse——m—————
i Il dec, ol e /o) .

i) PEr
ﬂs-v-# nafber the—Judge™ .

Alenbe—were—prenounIeSy , potitions were

presented to the High Courtgoon boha.leﬁ

1%
of all but ome of the convicts der
section 26 of the Letters Patsnt}pr‘ay—
ing that on certain grommss points of
law/ certified by the Advocate-usneral, lxt
Judgments of the Special Bench might be

reviewed by the High Court. These

petitions came on for hearing on the

u{ﬁ/
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&0

7th Marck 1.912 befors a Full Rench of
the High Court and wers dispossd of on
the 17th April 1912. Witk the last of
the pap=rs rsed abuve, the Hon'ble the
. Advocate-General ha; forwargsé ths
Judgments of the Full Bench dismissing,
all tke petitions. U—

2 The criminal pracucd;ngs bnoguastics

.g&.ﬁlf
‘-M‘ rﬂ/
,(thus/\bdcn brought to a satisfactory

conclugion and B.i. the Governor in

i
Council recognizese that this regult is,
I a large measure, duc 0 the whole—

wesdtod zeal and e willing co-cpera-

tion of the officers entrusted with the

i nvestigation and conduct of the case. |
The Governor in Council has great

pleasure in acknowledging the excclicent

servics rendered in the conduct of the
case both as Govi. Plseder and Advocale-
Gsneral by the Hon'ble Mr., Napier, whe

was ably assisted by the Hon'ble Mr.

T. Richmond, Barrister-at-Law, ;and_VM.R.r;,g
Rac Bahadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal|
Public Prosecutor, Tinncvallyb. H.B. in
council also desires 1o acknowlsdge the
T toek Ao A 5

secellay
| pemi—eart—ahitity—shown by _—  Mr.
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H-P-w :’:.CS.

e ire,uillman, Dist.
A
dagistrate of Tinnevelly, ure. P.B.

Thomas, DeLsd., Railways and CeL.Ds,

FA )
and dr, Hamilton, Dte Supt. of Police,

linnevelly, in investigating and work-

ing up the case. Special credit is, in

his 0pinion, due to ilessrs. &;aﬂd

Horalbens 2 &MK%W g tha
teocelZalio. com. ﬁwg.yﬁ‘/w;f §—ths
“fellowed up with commendable promptitude
il ol el Cath Al )y wto
the cluefa furnished by the letter found

) -

¢n the murderer’s, 1ho Governor in

Council also ckmesrwes with satisfactinn

b e 96-p Potiee
the testimony borne,to the good work

done by the undermentioned officers of

the subordinate police staff /IWAM/%J B

e Subramania Pillai, #mepeedes, linnevelly District.

Re viraraghavayya, e C. L. D.
v. Rajagopalachariar, BN Tinnevelly District.
P. Balakrishna ienon, <5 Ce L. Do

S.WP.m-. Kannan, salelagssobor do.

Be
7o
8.

Qe

12.
13.

1l4.

52

2

LR

22

2

L)

35

Paul 1. Doraiswamy, .do

Ramachandra Alyar, linnsvelly Distritt.
Thambiappa iudaliyar, Cs Is Do
Teve Swainatha Aiyar, do.

Nellaperumal PLllal, linnevelly District.

et

Masilanani Nadar, doe
PeS. Venkatagiri Saruma, do.
Gopaul Pillai, doe
Suryanarayana Pillai, do.
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for S Ihe Government observe that

one important offender, Madasami, is

still absconding. uvery endeavour should

be made by—tha Inspestor—gererai—ed

3 Bolieo 10 socunshia arrest and 4= put]

i CERE il PP T
him up7eu-e§§A,_ S 7, ©A

& ﬂh&eh—eheu%ﬁ~%3§§%§ef—%he
his trial, whi e

SRR RS oRs—of—tie—Cpiminat—hew
Bt

To 3
Lice

1he Hon‘ble re, CeFo Napier,

Bar-at . Law

> 1+ Richmond, )
Bar-at-Law
A A5 n 2 y 3 3
~F.We Gillman, Esquirse, /8 ;7H’L/”’

P+.Ba 1hQJdu, asquiwa.

ihe Inspector-General of Police.
The, DeloGs, Rys. and C.I.D. \T

the District dsgistrate, Tinnevellys
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- Judicial Department.

K]_)_.__ dated 14—;-/1913 %j’//
/

My dear Cotterell,

I have just received
the following message from the
Advocate-General, Madras:--
| N
"High Court refuses to
\ . . "intertere with conviction of accused
"by sSpecial Bench."

I think h.E.'mu_y like

to know this. I tried to communicate

were unable to hear what I said.

‘ MQ l/ with you by telephone, but your people

} C.B. Cotterell, Esq., I. b‘ ; - Yours sincerely,

‘; /8aiolbis M/
| i ; /L_~
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1
{
i

I have been through the judement#. and my
analysis of the findings is as follows:—

1st point. Benson, Wallis and Miller for fhe find-
ing of the majority of the Special Bench,
Abdur Rahim against, and Sundara Aiyar

doubtful .

2nd point. Benson, Wallis and Miller for, Sundara

o Alyar against,and Abdur Rahim doubtful.

3fd point. Benson, Wallis and Miller for, Abdur

Rahim and Sundara Aivar agains®.

Ath point. Miller and Abdur Rahim for, Benson,

Wallis and Sundara Aiyar against.

~

5th point. All five judges agree with the Specia,

Bench .

2 We should now issue an order acknowl edging

the exfent ®&& work done by Mr.Napier and the Coungel EL

who assisfed himIMr.Gillman, Mr.Thomas and Mr.Hamilton. |

Some of:?ﬁe subordinate police offioeré also did good
work, I believe, and I would make an unofficial refer- é
ence to Mr.Cowie and ask him whioh.of them, if any,

should be mentioned in the G.0. The main credif, in

g ; 2
my opinion, is due fto Mr.Hamilton and Mr.Gillmanhgpe—

i

cially the former, and I would éention wlhh approbatioﬁ
his prompt action in followipg up the clue furnished
by the letter found in the murderer's‘poeket; I ém
rather surprised that the Inspector-General -has not

made




O v NOTES. »Pag-eJ_Lv_
made any report to the Governmenl, about this case.

It was surely his :..nusiness to brine Lo notice ‘the
oood work done by the .Pol_ine and also to give us some
general account of the case #er a Police point of

3 ie\§. The Inspector-General should nof take up an
attitude of detachment from the Criminal Investiga-—

i ]
tion Department .

3. The Deputy Inspector-General in charge of
the Criminal Investigation Department should be
styled "Deputy Inspector-General ,««ﬁ_ Railways and

Criminal Investigation Department." The expression

Criminal Intelligence should not be used. The Simls

o Officer is called the Director

gence because his main funeftions are the collecfion,
collation and dissemination of intelligence about

o
c- 2L,
Crime an(‘:,)z.’rimina,ls. Investigation is no part of
his, srdinary functions. On the. other hand, investi- .
gation is a very imporftant part of the functions of «
the provineial departments and both the Police Com—

mission and the Government of India have always called

e~
Chese

"Criminal Investis

on Departments."

A Turning now fto the question of: ke aufrh'orifiy

'&1— the officers of the Criminal Investigation Depart-
ment to exercise throughouf fthe Presidency the powers
Pt

}l
L }] 5 2 which

s

|

el

5
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- when they amend the Code of Criminal Procedure.

NOTES. Page L1

which may be exereised by an officer in ch&rée of a
police station within the limits of his station, I
an somewhat doubtful whether it will be suftfiecient
to deglare that all offiecers of the Department are
appointed for the whole Presidencys That would give
the necessary authority to Inspectors and 6fficers
of higher fank, but 1t would exclude Sub-Inspectors
as they are not superior in rank fto an officer in

charge of a police station. I would ask Mr.Cowie

whether he thinks it necessary fthat Sub-Inspectors
should be given the powers of an officer in charge
of a police stabion throuchout the Premidency. If he

agk the Go-

can show.good reasons for this,we mig

vernnent of India Lo add a sub-section fo .section 551

5. The prosecution has on the whole been sue—

cessful though it is unfortunate that we could not

i
bhe
secure/conviection of Sankarakrishna Aiyar for abet-—

- ment of Mr.Ashe's murder. One important offender7

Madasami Pillai is still absconding. Mr.Justice
Sankaran Nair told me that he thought that he was
the worst of the gang. The Police must make. every :
effort to capture him, for T regard his conviction

as most important. In spite of the protracted charae-

e
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character of the proceedings before the Special
Bench, I am in favour of the special procedure being

applied to Madasami's case also if he is caught. His

\ | trial }'r)uld r and we are
not likely to have any reference to a full Bench
& : : | under the Letters Patent. If the ordinary procedure

were adopted, we should run the risk of recreabing
~

much local execitement (since we should have one pub-

|
1 | 1ie hearing before the committing Magistrate and

another long public hearing before fthe Sessions

o | and finally an appeal to the High Courf. Under the

special procedure we shall have only one public hear-
ing and that will be in Madras.

(615 Some of the convictedsaccused may perhaps
be willine to give informabion. Nilakanftan could,
/ if he likes, tell us a cood deal, and I should be
| | quite willing to give him a remission of a portion” '
/ of his sentence in return for information of value. )

i

{ He is not a really dangerous man though he has gotb f
. !
the longest sentence. His prineipal object, T. helieve,

| : was to e money for himself. He is a common adven- ’J

| turer rather than a fanatieal patriot.

Note. I have retained one copy of the judgmen® ‘ J

el

iz - . - il S e SRR S SN T
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I

| of the Full Bench.( I should also like a

Jjudement of the Special Bench for perusal a

copy of the

leisure.

|
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JUDICIAL Department.

# L

Extract from the C.8.'s Neies in connect fon

-
with Current No.l510 of 1912,

i % Please make an unefficial reference te

if, any, of the Pelice Officers below the ran

Assistant Superintendent whe were enployed in cen——

nection with the Tinnevelly Conspiracy Case did good

service deserving of the thanks of Governmendt.

ALGRO.

7-6-12.
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10.

RE P L Y.

The officers named below who were employed
in connection with the Tinnevelly Conspiracy Case
did good service deserving of the thanks of
Government . They have all been rewarded by me
with promotion, but I consider that they also
merit special recognition from Government and
such recognition will undoubtedly be thoroughly

appreciated.

M.R.Ry. E.Subramaenia Pillai, Inspector,Tinnevelly DA.

e R.Viraraghavayya i do. C.I.D.

- V.Rajagopal achariar do. Tinnevelly Dt.

Sy P.Balakrishna lMenon do. (51 €530

= P.T .Kannan Sub=Inspr., C.I.D.

S Paul T.Duraiswani do. do.

5 Ramachendra Aiyar do. Tinnevelly Dt,

i Thambiappa Mudaliyar do. ~ C.I.D.

iex T.V.Swaminatha Aiyar do. fLICRI VR

L Nellaperumal Pillai do., Tinnevelly Dt ;
0 Masilemani Nadar do. do., |
y» P.S8,Venkatagiri Sarma do. dg.

,» Gopaul Pillai do. do.

5o Suryanafayana Pillai do. do.

I am addressing Govermment officially regarding
the police officers of the Travancore State whose

services merit special recognition,

ML“/;

—

1S
15y 3L£}'q“i" - Inspr.-Genl. of Police.

To

The Chief Secretary to Govt. (U.0.)

My .



Yo L 4(

— X

‘ f; o /NOTES. Page,_wla.

“w : | 7

)
ﬁwwam‘fwﬁw
2 A b wite be Inote Sffrofrielc B |
| opepussie e guinin f Freiicetp B
Ui a eefparals Com snecnicatzon b @ e
Borbar, i6 deeco 2ob apfeas Pecemary &
%m@-&%uwafum.

| 5% e minclimit acue & Rt cwcluste d

Ceorr g G GYAressSces mm'!.a.m«, e

&"f“"/‘-—’(&' Copst seceeccnte lie G-0 & b Uhons
Aong i ‘ ‘

e wévn

/( W e Wu&lm@gowﬁlﬁw

P-Jf ekl | of‘-’a : A L o

?‘,;‘:“4;;“:1:{. afﬂmlmwm‘oﬁen_zdf»m Wo/

Ao bt & | Madacamas

el )
i %/7,1 >

m‘[,”ww/b»mﬁeﬁ; L ‘ades whtl e L0 dud) e cnsfill
e a2 /W;M/{QZAAJ

- s -
&
et} vty | %

& de Mﬂw?,?;%
TR, e /f./;'f”ﬁ;;»g, , w







No. 1220, Juprerar, 81sr Jury 1912, " 5

Petitions Nos. 68—72, 76, 79 and 80 of 1912 dismissing the petitions under section
26" of the Letters Patent for a review of the previous judgments of the Court in
Tinnevelly conspiracy case (Special Bench Case No. 1 of 1911).

Order—No. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912

The papers read above relate to the criminal proceedings, known as the Tinnevelly
Conspiracy Case, instituted subsequent to the murder on the 17th June 1911 of Mr.
Ashe, Collector and Distriet Magistrate of Tinneyelly, by one Vauehi Aiyar of
Shencottah. The murderer himsell committed suicide, as did two other persons who
were believed to be implicated. -The preliminary inquiry was held by Mr. Tampoe,
who on the 30th August 1911 committed fourteen persons for trial by the High Court

nder section 6 (8) of the Indian Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1908 (Aet XIV of
1908). They were charged with treasonable conspiracy, an offence punishable under
section 121-A of the Indian Penal Code, and also wifh the murder of Mr. Ashe by
engaging in a conspiracy, offences punishable under sections 302, 109 and 111, Indian
Penal Code. After a prolonged trial lasting over five months, the Special Bench of the
High Court, on the 15th February 1912, convicted nine of the fourteen accused on
the first count and sentenced them to varying terms of imprisonment. They were all
acquitted on the second count. Petitions were presented to the High Coart under
section 26 of the Letters Patent on bebalf of all but one of the convicts praying that on
certain points of law certified by the Advocate-General the judgments of the Special
Bench might be reviewed by the High Court “'hese petitions came on for hearing
on the 7th March 1912 before a Full Bench of the High Court and were disposed of
on the 17th April 1912. With his letter-read above, dated the 30th April 1912, the'’
Hounourable the Advocate-General lLas forwarded the judgments of the Full Bench
dismissing all the petitions.

" 2. Thecriminal proceedings have thus at length been brought to a satisfactory
conelusion, and His Kxcellency the. Goyernor in Couneil recognizes that this result 1s
1n a large measure due to the zeal and willing co-operation of tlie officers entrusted
with the investigation and conduct of the case. TI'he Governor in Council has great
pleasure in acknowledging the excellent service rendered in the conduct of the case
both as Government Pleader and Advocate-General by the Hon’ble Mr. Napier, who
was ably assisted by the Hon’ble Mxr. I'. Richmond, Barrister-at-Law, and M.I. Ry. Rao
Bahadur A. Sundara Sastriar Avargal, Public Prosecator, Tinnevelly. His Excellency
in Council also desires to acknowledge the excellent work done by Mr. H. F. W. Gillman,
L.C.S., District Magistrate of Tinnevelly, Mr. P. B. Thomas, Deputy Inspector-
General of Police, Railways, and Criminal Investigation Department, and My. F. A.
Hamilton, District Superintendent of Police, 'innevelly, in investigating and working
up the case. Special credit is, in his opinion, due to Messrs. Giilman and Hamilton
and the success of the investigation was largely owing to the commendable promptitude
with which the latter followed up the clue furnished by the letter found in the
murderer’s pocket. The Governorin Council also notes with satisfaction the testimony -
borne by the Inspector-General of Police to the good work done b Deputy Supeiin-
tondent T. Venkoba Rao and the undermentioned officers of thé subordinate police
staff; Daiely :—

(1) Inspector E. Subtamania Pillai, Tinnevelly distriot.

(2) Inspector R. Viraraghavayya, Criminal Iuvestigation Department.

(8) Inspector V. Rajagopalachariar, linnevelly district. o

(4) Inspector P. Balakrishna Menon, Criminal Investigation Department.

(6) Sub-Inspector P. I'. Kaunan, Criminal Investigation Department.

(6) Bub-inspector Paul 1. Doraiswamy, Criminal Iuyestigation Department.

(7) Bub-Lnspector Ramachandra Aiyar, Tinnevelly district.

(8) Sub-Inspector ‘Thambiappa Mudaligar, Criminal In vestigation Dopartment.

(9) Sub-Inepector . V. Swaminatha Aiyar, Criminal Investigation Department.
(10) Sub-Lnspector Nellaperumal Pillai, Tinnevelly district.
(11) Sub-Inspector Masilaimani Nadar, L'innevelly distriot.
(12) Bub-Inspector P. 8. Venkatagiri Sarma, Tinnevelly district.
(18) Bub-Inspector Gopaul Pillai, Tinuevelly district. <
(14) Bub-Inspector Suryanarayana Pillai, Tinnevelly districh.




No. 1220, Jupioian, 31sr JuLy 1912.

that one important offender, Madasami, is etill

3. The Government observe
1d be made to arrest and bring him to trial.

absconding. Every endeavour shou

(True Extract.)
A. G, Carpew,
Ag. Chief Secretary.

To the Hon’ble Mr. &' ustice C. F. Napier, Bar.-at-Law.

" the Hon'ble M, T. Riohmond, Bar. st Law. (Qot n'l“ od 3 6‘5’

5 Sastriar Avargsl. poxes. 1 and 3 o8 O o).
o

M.R.Ry. Rao Bahadur A. Sundara

F. W. Gillmsn, Esq., 1L.CB. -

o P. B. Thomas, Eagq. ;

o $he Inspeotor-General of Police.

+» the Deputy Tnepector-General of Polioe, (Q 0815, IV snd V and Order).

Kailwaye and Criminal Investigation
D-pnhnom.

+» $he Distriod Magistrate, Tinnevelly.




Porraer Norss To G.O. No. 1220, Juprerar, 31st Juny 19120 7

JupIcIAT, DEPARTMENT.
Deputy Secretary—

Pleage see paragraph 6 of Honourable Member’s note on page 10 of Notes to.
G.0. Nos. 130001, dated 16th August 1912, in which the Honourable Member
wanted to know why the names of Deputy Superintendents T. Venkoba Rao and
Muhammad Abdul Karim Farukhi were omitted by the Inspector-General of Police from
ihe list of officers deserving recognition at the hands of Government. The Inspector-
General of Police, in reply to a [reference made to him, stated that the omission of the
name of T. Venkoba Rao from the list was due to an oversight on his part, but that
Mubammad Abdul Karim Farakhi never had auy direct connection with the Ashe
murder case. 1. Venkoba Rao is one of the officers who have been recommended for
the graut of the King’s Police Medal for this year.

For orders whether a formal order may now issue recognising his serviees.
C.H.S.—26-8-12.
T.V.T.—26-8-12.
Under Secretary—

Under the personal orders of the Deputy Secretary, the words * Deputy Superin-
¢tendent T. Venkoba Rao and ” have been added between the words *“by’’ and
t“the ? at paragraph 2, line 17, of G.0. No. 1220, Judicial, dated 31st July 1912.

Orders are solicited as to whether the press may be instructed to reprint pages
5 and 6 of the Government Order as thus revised, and also to print these notes in
continuation of the notes to that Government Order. A revised copy of the Govern-
fent Order will be despatched to the Inspector-General.

8.D.—3=-9-12.
Yes,
8. H. Spater—6-9-12.
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