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NAMES OF THE LORDS PRESENT AT EACH SI'ITING OF THE COMMITTEE 

Die Veneris, 190 Novembris 1852. 

The LoRn PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess of TWEEDDALE. 
The LORD STEWARD. 
Eall of ALBEIIURLE. 
Earl of POWIS. 
Viscount CANNING. 
Viscount GOUGH. 
Lord BIshop of OXFORD. 

Lord COL VILLE of Culross. 
Lord \VOD:EHOUSE. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
l.ord SOMERHILL. 
Lord ASHBURTON. • 
Lord STANLEY' of AIder~y. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon 
Lord BROUGHTON. ,. 

Die ltJartis, 230 Novemb,-is 1852. 

The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess of TWEEDDALE. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
VIscount GOUGH. 
Lord BIshop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPHINIJTONE. 
Lord SUNDRIDGE. 
Lord'VoDEBOUSE. 

Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord W YNFOR D. 

Lord P ANMURE. 
Lord ASHBURTON. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 
Viscount CANNING. 

Die Jovis, 250 Novemhris 1852. 

The LORn PRIvyoSEAL. 
Earl GRA~VILLE. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
V Iso011Ot CANNlNG. 
Viscount GOUGH. 
Lord Bishop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 

Lord COLVILLE of Culmss. 
Lord WODEHOUSE. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord ASHBURTON. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 

Die Martis, 300 Novembris 1852. 

The I.ORD PRIVY SEAL. 
The LORD STEWARD. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of POW IS. 
Earl GRANVILLE. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Viscount CA.NNING. 

Viscount GOUGH. 
Lord Bishop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
LOid WODEHOUSE. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord \V H A R N CLIFFE. 
Lord ASBBURTON. 

Die Jovis, 20 Decembris 1852. 

The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess of TWEEDD.A.LE. 
The LORD STEWARD. 
Earl GRA.NVILI.E. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Viscount CANNING. 

\ 

Viscount GOUGll. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord CoLVILLE of Cui ross. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 

Die Veneris, 30 Decembris IB52. 

The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess ofTwEEDDALE. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl GRANVILLE. 
VIScount CAN NING. 
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Lord ~LPUINSTONE. 
Lord WODEBOr1!E. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord AsHBURTON. 
Lord 1\1 ONTEAGL'E of Bran4on. 
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NAMES OF TilE LORDS PRESENT AT EACH SltT1NG OF TilE C010UTTEE-<lOff.ti, .. ,,,," 

Die J ovu, 9° Decembm 1852. 

The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
The LORD STEWARD. 
Earl GRA NVILLE. 

Viscount GOVGu. 
Lord 'ELPUINSTONE. 
Lord CoLCHESTER. 

Die .Jlarlu. 1° jJ/artii 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Marquess of SA LISBUR 1'. 
Earl GRA HAM. 
Earl of HARROWDY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROVGII. 
Viscount CANNING. 
Lord ELPHINSTONB. 

Lord COLCIIESTEB. 
Lord WHARNCLIPFE. 
Lord \VYNFORD. 
Lord OLEN ELG. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGUTON. 

Die Jovia, 30 .JJartii 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Marquec;s of ~ALISDURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of POWIS. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 

Earl of ELLENBOROUGII. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WYNFORD. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord BROUGII'CON. 

Die jl/artis, 80 Jlartii 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Marquess of SALISBURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl GRAHAM. 
Earl POWIS. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Viscount CANNING. . 
Viscount HARDINGE. 
Viscount GOUGH. 

Lord EL'PBINSTONE. 
Lord CoLCHESTER. 
Lord W B.AJU(CLIPFE. 
Lord \VYNFORD. 
Lord ASHBVRTON. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die JO'Vis, 100 Marti; 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Marquess of TWEEDDALE. 
Earl GRAHAM. 
Earl of POWIS. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
VIscount CANNING. 
Vlscount GOUGH. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord COLVILLE of Culross. 

Lord COLeR ESTER. 
Lord WUARNCLIPPE. 
Lord \VYlIFOKD. 
Lord ASHBVRTOtf. 
Lord GLENELG. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderler. 
Lord MO!ll T EA. G L B of Brandon. 
Lord DROVGHTOlf. 

Die Martis, 15° A/arti; 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess of TW&EDDALE. 
Marquel>s of SALISBURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOBOUGH. 
Viscount H.lRDlNGE. 
Viscount GOUGH. 

Lord ELPHINSTOlf B. 
Lord COLVILLB of Cutros •• 
Lord CoLCHESTER. 
Lord SO)lERHILL. • 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord \VYNFORD. 
Lord ASHBD aTOll. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROt'GIiTON. 

Die Jovu, 170 .J/artii 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The LoRD PRIVY SEAL. 
Marquess of TWEEDDALE. 
Marquess of SALISBURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl G RAHAlI. 

Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELl.ENBOROUGH. 
Viscount GOUGH. 

• 
Lord ELPUIN8TONE. 
Lord MONT EA.GLJL 
Lord COLCHEITEB.. 
Lord'VHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord \VYNFoao. 
Lord G LE N ELG. 
Lord STANLEY of AJderIey. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 
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'~AMES OF THE LORDS PRESEN't AT EACH SITTING OF THE COMMI'tTEE-oonttn1Ied. 

Die Veneris, 180 Martii 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The Loa» PRIVY SRAL. 
Earl GRAHAM. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Viscount GOUGH. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord MONT EAGLE. 

Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord W YNFORD. 
Lord GLENELG. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die Martis, 5° Aprilis ] 853 • . 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The LORD PRIVY SEAL. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of ELLENBORQUGH. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord COLVILLE:, of Culross. 

Lord MONT ~AGLE. 
Lord WYNFORD. 
Lord ASHBURTO~. 
Lord STANLEY of AlderIey. 
Lord MONTEAG LE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die Veneris, 8° Aprilis 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The LoRD PRIVY SEAL. 
Earl o£ ELLENBOROUGH. 
Lord ELPHINS rONE. 
Lord COLVILLE of Culross. 
Lord MONT EAGLE. 

Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord WYNFORD. 
LOId STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die Martis, 120 Aprilis 1853. 

Marquess of SA LISBURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord COLVILLE of Culross. 
Lord MONT EAGLE. 

Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord WVNFORD. 
Lord ASHBURTON. 
Lord MONTEAG LE of Brandon. 
LOId BROUGHTON. 

Die Jovis, 14° Aprilis 1853. 
The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Earl of ALBEMARLB. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
VIscount CANNING. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord MONT EAGLE. 

Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord WVNFORD. 
Lord S'l'ANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die Veneris, 15° Aprilis 1853. 

Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Lord EI.PHINSTONE. 
Lord COLVILLE of Culross. 
Lord MONT RAG LE. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 

-

Lord WHARNCLIFFE. 
Lord WYNFORD. 
Lord ASH BURTON. 
Lord STANLEY of Alderley. 
Lord MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die ... Hartis, ] 9° Aprilis 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Marquess of SALISBURY. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
LOld Bishop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
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LOId MONT EAGLE. 
LOld COLCHFSTER. 
LOId'VHARNCLIFFE. 
LOId ASHBURTON. 
Lord STAN LEY of Alderley. 
LOld MONTEAGLE of Brandon. 
LOid BROUGHTON. • 
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NAMES OF TIlE LORDS PRESENT AT EAell SITTING or TilE C01JH1TTE£.-..eoJI.ti.uJ. 

Die Jenis, 21' Apri/i.J 1853. 

The LoRD PRBSt'bENT. 
Marquess of SJ.LlSB UR'!'. 
Earl of HJ.RItOWDY. 
Earl of ELLENDOROUGII. 
Lord BIl~bop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPIUNSTONE. 
Lord COLVILLE of Culross. 

Lord COLCH Isn:a. 
wrd SoNERIt 11.1. .. 
Lord \VUABliCLIFFE. 
Lord \VYNPORD. 
Lord ASIIBCR'lOH. 
Lord SUM LEY or Alderley. 
Lord BROUGUTON. 

Die lJfartis, 260 Aprilil 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Earl of HJ.RROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOJlOUGH. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
Lord'VoDEBOUSE. 
Lord MONT EAGLE. 
Lord COLCH ESTER. 

Lord \VnJ.nNCLIFFE. 
Lord WYNFORD. 
Lord ASHIUJ&TON. 
Lord STAN LET of Alderley. 
Lord l\IOJiTEAGLB of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die JON, 28' Aprilu 1853. 

The LORD PREl:IIDENT. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
Lord Bishop of OXFORD. 
Lord ELPHINSTONE. 
~Lold MONT EAGLE. 
Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord SOMERUILL. 

J.ord \VUARNCLIFFE. 
Lord \VVNFOIlD. 
Lord ASHDURTON. 
Lord GLENELG. 
Lord STJ.NLar of Alderley. 
Lord l\Io~n:"'GU of Brandon. 
Lord BnouoHToN. 

Die 1JfartisJ 3° J[aii 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
The LORD PBI VY SEAL. 
l\Iarques~ of SALISBURY. 
Earl of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGH. 
LOid ELPIIINSTONE. 
LOld \VOD£HOVSE. 

Lord CO.LCIlESTEI. 
Lord SOMER III L1.. 
Lord W HJ.RNCLlfFE. 
Lord W Yln·OBD. 
Lord MONTE.AQU of Brandon. 
Lord BROUGHTON. 

Die Jovis, 50 Maii 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Earl of ALBEMARLE ... 
Eall of HARROWBY. 
Earl of ELLENBOROUGU. 
Lord 'ELPHINSTONE. 

Lord MOST EJ.GLE. 
Lord \VUAIlNCLIFPE. 
Lord WTNFOBD. 
Lord &rANLBT of AJderley. 
Lord UaOUGIITON. 

Die Martis, 100 Maii 1853. 

The LORD PRESIDENT. 
Earl or' HJ.nnOWBY. 
Earl of ~TRADBROKE. 
Eall of ELLENBOBOVGH. 
Lord ELPUUiSTONE. 
Lord l\10~T EAGLE. 

Lord COLCHESTER. 
Lord \VUABNCLIFFE. 
IDrd'VYl'fFoRD. 
Lord GLENELG. 
Lord ST.ANLEY of Alderley. 
tord l\ION'lEAGLl& of DrandolL 
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It E P 0 R T. 

BY THE LORDS COMMITTE~S appointed a SELECT 

COl\ll\lI rTEE to inquire into the\ Operation of the Act 

S & 4 Will. 4, c. 85, for the better Go v ernment of Her 

Majesty's INDIAN TERRITORIES, and to report their 

Observations thereon to the House; and to whom leave 

was given to report from time to time to tl!C House; and to 

whom were referred several Petitions, Papers and Documents 

relative to the subject-matter of the Inquiry:-

()RDERED TO REPORT, 

THAT the Committee have met and considered the subject-matter referred to 
them, and have examined several Witnesses in, relation to the Military, Naval 
and Judicial heads of thEfir Inquiry; and have directed the MINUTES of 
EVIDENCE taken before them on these heads, together with an ApPENDIX and 
INDEX thereto, to be laid before your Lordships. 

12th May 1853. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



LIS T 0 F WIT N E SSE 0. 

PAOE 
Die Mlrtis, 23° .. "'Vovembrll 18:)2. 

PhIlip Melvdl, Esquire - 3 

nie Jovis, 25° Novembris 1852. 

LIeutenant-General Sir Willoughby Cotton,o.c.B. 
Lieutenant-General Sir George Pollock, G.e.B. -
Lieutenant-General Sir George Berkeley, It.e.B. 

29 

36 

43 

Die Martis, 30° Novembris 1852. 

Lleutenant-CDlonel Wilham Burlton, e.B. - 49 

Lieutenant-Gpneral the Right Honble Hugh 
Viscount Gough, G.C.B. - - - - 61 

nie Jovis, 2° Decembris 1852. 

Lieutenant-General the Right Honble Hugh 
VIscount Gough, G.C.B. - - - - 73 

LIeutenant-General S,r Charles NapU\f, G.e.B. - 75 

Colonel Robel t Alexander 95 

Die Veneris, 3° Decemhrls 1852. 

Colonel RobE'rt Alexander - 109 

nie JOVIS, 9° Decemb1 is 1852. 

The Right Honble Henry Viscount Melville - 135 

Die Martis, 1° IJfartzi 1853. 

James Cosmo Melvlll, Esquire­
Captain Fredellck Thomas Powell -

nie Jovisl 3° MartU 1853. 

Mr. Ardaseer Cursetjee -
Bobert WJgram Crawford, Esquire -

IJle Martis, 8° Martii 1853. 

- 145 

- 154 

- 167 
- 172 

Rear-Admiral SIr Thomas Herbert, X.e.B., M.P, 185 

General the RIght Bonble Henry Viscount 
Hardmge, G.C.B. - - - - - - 187 

• IJie Jovis, 10° Martii 1853. 

DavId HIli, EsqUire 
Fredeuc Millett, EsqUIre 

D,e Martis, 15° lJfartii 1853. 

The RIght Honble SIr Edward Ryan ~ 

SIr Erskine Perry -

Die Jovis, 17° ll-Iartii 1853. 

Sir Erskine Perry -
John Fleming Martin ReId, Esquire 

- 207 
- 229 

- 237 
- 254 

- 269 
285 

Dit Veneril, 18- J/artii 18~3. 

John Pollard \Vdloughby, Esquire -

Die lIlartil, 6° Aprilu 1853. 

John Pollard \VilloughbYt Esquire -

Die rener", 8° Aprili. 1853. 

Frederick James Ilalliday, Esquire -

Die lJ/artil, 12° Aptili. 18u_3. 

Frederick. James Halliday, Eilquire -

Die JiWi., 14° Apr,li, 1853. 

The Right Honb1e Thomas Pemberton Leigh 
George Campbell, Esquire 
Neil Benjamin Edmonatone BaIlliE', Esquire 

Die rtneri., 1:). April" 1853. 

Neil Benjamin Edmonstone Baillie, EsqUlre 

Die ltlartis, 10· Aprlli. 18.')3. 

The Reverend Alexander Duff, I>.D. -

Die Jovi., 21° Aprilil1853. 

P.A.OJ 

- 29': 

• 3~f 

- 3~t 

- 383 

- .JOO 

- 416 
433 

- 430 

- 456 

John Abraham Francis Hawkins, Esquire • - 4SIS 

Henry LushingtoD, Esquire - 400 

Fre.derick James Halliday, EsqUire - - 612 

Die Martis, 26· Apri/i. 1853. 

Henry Lushington, Esquire - 51:J 

Hyder Jung Bahaudoor .. - [)20 

Hafiz Suderool Islam Khan - 537 

Die JOT:U, 28- Aprilil1853. 

The Reverend Henry Melyill, B.D. -

Die Martis, 3· Maii 1853. 

John Clarke Marshman, Esquire 
James Cosmo Melvlll, EsqUire 

Die JOfJis, UO Maii 1853. 

Joshua Patrick. 'Vi.~, Esqulre­
Charles Marriott Caldecott, Esquire 

Die Alarti., 100 Mali 18:>3. 

.. • 6111 

- 601 

- IlJ 8J 

R J,. - tHO Henry eeve, .r..sqlltre ... 
Lieutenant-Colonel Frederick. Abbott, e.,JJ. - 6'lS' 

)t.e.B., F.R.S. 

Lieutenant.General Sir Charles 'V. Pasley, 
.. 6-1!). 



[ 659 ] 

A P PEN D I X. 

ApPENDIX A. 

(Referred to in the Evidence of DAVID HILL, Esquire, Question 2258, p. 229) 

To the GOVERNOR-GENERAL ill Council. 

Para. 1. IN comphance with our desile, you have transmitted w:th your J udlcml Letter 
of the 9th July (No. 14) 1852, the Report of the Bengal Sudder COUlt, on the workml! of 
the new Rules of Practice for the settlement of the ibsues In cases appealed to that Court. 

2. \Ve observe that thE" maJorltv of the Judges are of opinion that those Rules have 
been acted upon \\ithout difficulty. - In thdt OpInIOn, however, Mr. Jackson does not entirely 
concur; In particular, he apprehends that the new Rules have led to an incleased admission 
of techmcal pleas, not affecting the real merits of the questIOn tnihsputt"; and we find that on 
a subsequent occasion (26th August 1852) he IS Inch ned to attribute the increased numbel' of 
Reversals by the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut in Appeals flOm the Lower COUItS to the same 
cause, pointmg out tnat m 1848 the Affirmations had been to the Reversals In the plOpOi lion 
of four to three; whereas 10 18;)1 they wele 1U that of one to two. 

3. Tlus, as you cannot but be awau, is a pomt to which the attention of the Legislature, 
and of the highest JudIcial authorities In this country, has recently been directed, and 
regardmg which extensive Improvements are 10 the course of being inti oduced. In the state 
of boclety in India, aud with reference to the agency avaIlahle for the admmlstJatlOll Qf 
ju!>tice, it is obVJOUS that a chedp, simple and expeditIOUS system of Judicature is especlaJ1y 
necessary in that country. Weare very c1eslrous that the hest means of t"ffecting thiS object 
should engage your early and deliberate conSideratIon. 

4. The obselvan.ce of pre~cribed forms and techmcal rules is hIghly important, in order 
that; the course of procedure may be definite and regular, as well as the law Itself; but such 
forms al'd ruleb are only means towards an end, and care must be tolken that they are not 
so scrupulously auended to as to defeat the end, whICh is substantIal Justice. In Courts of 
Original !UIISdlction. the regular course of procedure may in general be strictly enforced, as 
it is IOppclally adapted to promote the discovery ot truth, and IS not then the occasIon ellher 
of expen~e or 01 delay; any ueglect 10 this respect, "hen It (,.lIs under the notice of a hIgher 
tribunal, ought to be pomted (Jut as a failure of duty callmg for ammadverslOn. But the case 
iq Olhelwise in Courts of Appeal, and most ofnll m the Appellate Court in the Idst resort. 
The deviatIon from a plescrlbed form or technical rule III au early stage of the tlial seldom 
admits of bem!!; rectified on appeal, except by quabhmg the whole course ot prevIOUs pro­
ceedmgs. Be;ldes the expense and delay thus Inflicted upun the polrties, it must frequently 
happen, from the death or absence of wltneSl:oes, or from the dexterous frauds of dishonest 
sUitors, that the real merits of the case al e less easy to be ascel tamed on the second tnal 
than they weI e on the first. 

6. ]0 looking into the Reports ot" recent deClsionb by tile Sudder Courts of the several 
PreSIdenCIes, we have been struck with the large proportIon of cases, not oniy reversed, but 
remanded filr trial de novo; this result has been arrived at even after a seco .. d appeal to the 
Sudder Court, and JD many instances when the amount;. at Issue follls fdf short of the costs 

'~to be mcurred ~ it generally orlglllates in some techmcal defect or error. For the reasons 
which we have explained, we ale of opinion thdt a deCision which IS substantially right 
ought not, on appeal, to be dIsturbed on technical gJOunds. This reasonable mode of 
admmistenng Justice would leave It open to tbe! Appellolte Court to point out whatever errors 
of procedure the Court of Original Jurisdiction may have fallen into, and to lay do\\ n Rult's 
for future gUJddnce j while it would at t~e sallie time save SUItors from the hard .. hlp of bemg 
VIsited \\ Ith a heavy pendlty for the mIstakes and overSights of the tribunals to which the 
law obliges them to resort for justice .. 

6. We desJle that the Rules of Procedure in the various Courts, Orlgmal and i\ppeUate, 
may be carefully revised, witii the view of simplafying the administration ot Justl(.e, dnd 
thereby rendermg it less expensive and less dilatory, and of convertmg it, as far as poslolble, 
into the' practical means of redressing wrongs, instead of beJDg, as it IS liable to become, a 
mele exerci .. e of controversial skill. You wdl have to conSider whether the object will he 
bestattamed by the uppointmentofa. Special Commission for th5 pUlPOse, by reterrJDg.it to 
the Sudder Courts at the several PreSidencies, or by such other mode aq may appear to you 
advIsable; but we desire particularly to impress upon you that no time should be lost 10 

dealing with the subject, which appears to us one oCthe greatestimpoltance. 

(20. Afl'.) 402 

APPl!udl'C A. -
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APPENDIX TO MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 

,ApPENDIX B. 

PAPERS delivered in by Mr. ~hLLETT, Question 2350, page 235. . 

• • 
STA.TEMENT of COSTS in SUITS for MONEy·Cunl Dot exceeding 300 Rupees, "hich a 

--

Number of 

the 

MooDsur. Court 

39'01"" -{ 

e,338 -
52 - :{ 

4,014 - -{ 

NAMES OF PARTIES. 

• 
Petumber Dult • . a · . . Pl&UlWf' 

tI 

RamJewuD Dutt - - - - - - Def'eodant 

Seebsuilker Seu - - - - - - P1aiDtdr 

tI • 

llaQlD10hUil SlIma. &c. . .. .. • • Def'eodaate 

Kaehee Perabad - - . .. .... .. FWnbfl' 
tI. 

Mooru. SIDg,h - - . . - - - DeC.endant 

• t7.Qder partu:ular cucum!taaces 01 cWliculty. 
t No d,Ulieulty, .. above, of IeI'VUII Now.. 

Amoaat 01 
lfoDf1-Caim Total CadI Total o.ta 

01 DOt or 
oeeedllll 1100IlIII'. Ccnut 

800 Rupee., 
Hooaar. Cout iIlSui.ta 

w1w:h lloolla16. ha cleacled wpoD 

Slute decided AtleDduol are 
COJIlpeten* &e Ex pu1II. 

01 

clfCId .. both PartieI. 

------
R. .. p. Ra. .. po It.. ..po 

} 10' e -} II )0 " 
10 ., 8 LoaD 

} { -49 II -} 213 Ii '} " - J J.ou ue 8 4-

} .,. I e 31 10 9 86l6e 

STA.TEMENT of COSTS in CUIMS for LANDED- PllOl'EllTY not exceeding 300 Rupees' Value, which 

. 
AmouoC of CJauD 

for Total COIta 

Landed Prop«ty 
Total Co.tI of 

Number of DO' eueeduJg 
of lfooDd'. Court 

300 Rupeet MOODJJJ". Court ill 
the NAMES OF PARTIES. Suite IfecidecI 

Value, ill 
Moonmr. Court. wLich llOOIIIiSit Suits decicW 

1IpOII 
tU A teI!Dduct 

are 
~p.rte. of 

eompetenl tID 
both Partia 

• decid .. 

Ita. .. p • a.. .. P- R .. .. P. 

"'01"" { 
BhujuQ Saboo .. . - .. .. .. - Plai.otilt { .. ,.6 ~'1 . 

". I'or'---
1 

82 12 6 47 t -
Jhooree &'hoo .. . - .. - - .. DeEudant at laud .. . 
Musat. Urnoopoorna - - .. · .. - PlaiDhi' 

{ I ... 11 '1 .. ~ cdr .-.-0 J 106 l' .. 5.053 .. ". 3a U -

1. ' Di1lJ1OOwath D .. .. .. - .. .. - De20dant or Ian4 -

- { 
MIlAt. Yaramonee n.aee .. .. · .. - PlaiDtli' J,:a 5. 'J 

23011842 "- n 8 I &0 8 • 
Musat.lfptee BtlIIetJeIl· - - .. - - Dd!adaa& 

l ':~IIJ 
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APFENDIX B. 

PAPERS delivered in by Mr. MILLETT, Question 2350, page 235. 

Moonsiff is competent to decid~ as incurred in the Courts of First, Second and Thud Instance. 

TGtalCosta Total Costa 
of 

Total Costa 

Judge's or 
of the of 

PIaintitr's Defendant's Appellant's Respondent" Appellant'. Respoudent ... 
Pnnlllpal Judge'. Court Sudder Court , 

Costs. Costs. 
Suddel!' Ameen's 

Costs. Costs. Costs. Costs. 
upon upon 

Court . upon Appeal • 
Appeal. SpeCial Appeal. 

Its. a..p. Rs. L p. Rs. L p. Rs. a. p. RI. a. p Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. Rs a. p. 

-

15 11 4 5 3 4 29 - - 19 - - 10 - - - . - 100 6 6 53 3 3 47 3 3 

27 12 5 14 3 8 5813 - 46 2 6 12 10 6 - - - 59.- 4 to 38 10 5 20 10 :) 

. 

19 t - 17 8l 6 48 lit - 33 - 6 15 4. 6 - - - 12~ 9 6 71 12 9 57 12.9-

. 

a 'Moon!i8.' is competent to decide, as incurred in the Courts of FIrst, Second and Third Instance. 

, 
Tots! Costa. 

Total Costa Total Costs 
of 

01 the of 
I • Pnnclpal Appellant's Respondent's Appellant's Respondent's PIaiDtUI"8' Defendant's 

Judge's Court Sudder Court 

Costa. Costs. Sudder Ameen'. Costs. Costs. Costs. Cosu . 
upon upon 

COurt 
Appeal. Spemal Appeal 

upon Appeal. .. 
Ra. a. "P- Bs: L p. Its. a. p. R •• a. p Rs. a. p • Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p Rs. a. l' Rs. a p. . 
31 6 91 1511 3 55 10 6 33 11 3 21 15 3 - - - 117 1211 64 14 5 52' 14 6' . .. , 

I 
Ex parte. 50 4 - 5610 6 68 8 - 54 - - 14 8 - - - - 40 - - , 40 - -

, 

-
3214 - 17 10 8 63 - - 41 8 - 21 8 - - - - 195 410 106 10 5 ti8 10 5 

If an. A'meen gaes- out. his charge is Iii anD •• per diem filr eeJr anel peoDo 

(20. App.) 403 



Number of 

tlae 

Sudder CoUI to 

APPENDIX TO MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN' DEFOI1B SELECT 

Apl'ENDIX B.-continued. 

STATEMENT of COSTS in SUITS for MONEy-Cunr not exceediog 1,000 Rupees, which a 

Number of 

the 
NAl\tES OF PARTIES. 

Sudder Ameen', 

Court 

• 
AIIlOODt of 

ClauD for 1I0DeJ 
DO' 

eueediD, 
1,000 Ro,-. 

.hich 
Gudller AmeeQ 

are 
eompelnt to 

deeuIe. 

Total eo.&. 
of 

Sudder Amettt·. 

Coun 
ba Suitl decided 

Ell paN. 

Tutal Coata 
of 

SudderA ....... 
Court 

la Sai_ ... 
.poll 

AttnaWact 
01 

Iaoch Pvti& 

'Ia 

---------~--------I------------------------------------~--------------I----------~------~ I 

145 of 1B49 

J lIiubkllhu Chose 

"1 t). 

lluest. Belr Jhaloo, &c 

- 45 of IB46 

]23 of J845 ·1 Oodut Smgh " . " " " 

" 22 of J848 " " Ram Soha)' Singh, &c. " " -

-{ 
Babon Rambull,. Smgh . - . 

" 62oHB48 . 33 oC 1846 t1. 

I Munnoo Siagl, &c. - " · ,. 

-"'..... I} 
• Defendant. 

" .. PlalQtift' 1 
- " Defendaat. I 

" - Plaintaft' 

} 
" " Defendaatl 

Ra. Ie p. 

603 11 10} 
Loall -

626 II -

703 8 -

. 
Ra. .. p. n ... po 

7$ 6 - 11111 -

7, 2 9 141 11 8 

83 6 - 162 • I 

STATEMENT of COSTS in CLAIMS for L.UrDED PaOPERTY not exceeding 1,000 Rupees' Value, which 

AmouatofClaim 
for Total Coata 

Number of 
Landed Property Total Coat. of 

Number of DOt exceedJD, 01 Budder Ameea'. 

tbe 1,000 Rapea' 
Sudder Amftll'. 

0Irut 
the NA1\lES OF PARTIES. Value. ba Soitillecw.l 

Sullder Ameen's .laich Court 
IIJIOII Sudder -Collrt. 

Budder Ameeaa III Suitt decidecl Attaadaaat Court. 
are & parte. '" eompeteaC to bothPAI1I& 

dewle. 

I 

\ 
RI. .. p. Ita. .. p. a. .. .. 

-{ 
Shah Mohomudee, &c - .. .. - . - P1aIDtl&" 1 1150rt84,; - 10 of ]842 &'. 677 7 -} 77 3,7 17. II -
Becboo P.dhll, &~ - J fwluada • . · .. · " Defeudaotl 

. 
{tl29 of1843, f Rohoo JeetoaraJn SIDJlh, .c. · .. - " PlaintLl& 1 I 

176 of 1848 1'. 607 • -} 78 II 7 221 10 -" former • \ f lOr JaoU 
Fckoo Chowdhry, &c .. . . - - Defendant. 

. 

. 

i 
Kirtynath S.rma .. - , · - · .. Pbilltlll' 1 ~'8 12 6} 

, 
155 of 1844 - 29 of 1842 t1. j farlucla 

29 12 , 41 .10 
The Deputy Colli1ctor .. .. .. · .. Dekdaut 

.. 
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ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

Sudder Ameen is competent to decide, as incurred in the Courts of First. Second and ThirdJnstance. 

, 

• , Total Costa 
Total Costs Total Cost. 

of 
of of PrnJClpai 

Plaintllf'l Defendant's Appenant's Respondent's Appellant'. ~ndent'ti # Appellant'. Re-pondent' 
Suddel' Judge'. Court Sudder Court • 

Co.ts. Costs. Ameen'. Costs. Costs. Costs. Costs. • upon SpeCllll Costs. Costs. upon 
CoUl't upon 

AppeaL Appeal. Appeal 

Ra. .. p. lis. .. p. as. a. p. Ra. .. p. n .... P- n .. .. p. I R .. • p • ns ••• p. RI. a. p. nl a. p • nsf .. p. 
, 

89 15 - 31 14 - . - - .. - . - 89 14 - 64 3 - 25 II - 92 410 61 2 j 31 2 5 

73 8 10 68 2 8 103 3 4 65 4 10 37 14 6 - - - - - .. - 124 14 3 94 9 6 30 4 9 

111 ]4 - 5010 5 119 5 - 79 10 6 39 10]:6 .. . . - - - - 71 2 5 'i1 2 5 Ex parte 

I 

a Sudder Ameen is competent to decide, as incurred in the Courts of First, Second and Third Instance. 

Defendant', 

Costs. 

Total Costs 

of 

PrInCIpal 

Sndder 

Ameen's 

CoUl't upon 

Appeal. 

RL .. P as. a. p_'1 n .... p. 

99 - -73 J5 105 - -

{

lIS 14 -} fl06 12 -1 fOr ht, 2d for bt, 2d 
IUId present ) and presentj 

decwons ~ decwons 

97 2 -

-Total Cost. Total Costs 

Appella::lt', Respondent' of 0' Appellant's Respondent's • Appellant's Respondent', 
Judge" Com Sndder Conrt 

Costs. Costs. 

Ra. .. p. Rs. a. p. 

67 2 - 31 14 - -
I 

66 4 - 30 14 - • 

Costs. Costs 
upon 

Appeal. 

Rs. •• p. :Ra. .. p. Ra. .. p 

. . 

~ Costs. 
upon SpeCIal 

Appeal. 

Rs. .. p. Rs. .. p. R.. a. Jlj 

177 II 2 104 13 7 72 13 7 

137 - 9 66 5 7 70 11, 2 

26 - 5 15 6 5· • 
, . .. 2412 5 24 12 5 Ex parte: 103 8 - 68 12 - 34: 12 

• 

(20. APP.) 404 



664 APPENDIX TO MINU'l'ES OP EVIDENClI: TADK BEPOItB SELECT 

ApPENDIX B.--contiRued. 

STATEMENT of Cosr. in SUITS for MONEy·CLAIM above 1,000 Rupees, but nut exceeding 6,000 Rupees, which a 

Amount of 
'IS. 

Number of MoDey-Claim Total OMti 01 Total Coeta 01 • 

from I PrlDCl,.I 
PnDOpal 

Number of tbe . Sodder Am.a', 1,000 to 6,000 Swider Ameen', Court the Principal NAMES OF PARTIES. Rnpee.. 
jll'hic\ & PriDopal 

Cou1 ID Stu. 4ewlecI 
Budder Courl. - Sudder Ameen', 

, 
Sudder Ameea III 81111e decided upoll 

it competent Ez parra. Atwadaoee 
Court. of boll! Putia. 

to deeJde. 

Ra. ... p • Rs. L. p. n.. L p. 

f M.khun La!, &C. . . - . . . PIaiJm6a 
11,321 6 176 of 1840 - 27,861- tI. -} 111 6 g 10" U • -1 . JLoaa Doorga Dntt, &c. . - - - - . DeieDdanti 

-{ 
Nil Raut Roy - - - - - . - PlaLnbJf 

} .... :...! 10\ 67 of 1840 - 35 of 1837 v. 421 4. 4. 732 10 10 

Zumeerooddeen Chowdbry - .. - - - Defendant 
. , 

2 e33 of 1836, f RaJa RaJnanne - - - . - - - PlambJf Y'.:": U} 01 of l840 - v 14' , 4. 249 I 7 
orlglOal 1 

Ramanath Chatterjee, &c. - . - - - Defendant. -

STATEMENT of COSTS in CLAIMS for LANDEn PROPERTY of Value above 1,000 Rupees, but not ellecding /Il 
• Second and 

-
Amount of ClauD Total Com of 

for 
LaDded Property Total OMti 01 Prmclptll 

Numbelof oC Value 
above Pruu:lpal Sudder Ameen', 

Number of the 

I 
1,000 Rupee-. Sudder Ameen'. 0Nrt 

the Pnnclpal NAMES OF PAR'l'IES. butaoteueedmJt 
IA Slllti cfec:i.decl I Court 

S'\.dder COUI t. Sudder Ameen'. 
I 6,000 Rupea, 

wbICh 
III SuitilleClded upoa 

Court. aPnDClpN 
AtteadanuJ SlltiderA_ Espute. 

is toDlpetmt &0 01 both ParbeI. 
deade. 

• &. .. p. n.. .. p~ Ra. L ,. 

IlI,n4, CIvil { 

Seebeanne Roy - . - - - - PJamtdl' 
\1,095 4. 10} 

2950fI839 • II- ffor~ 131 2 - 221 " -
Punchanund Roy, &e. Defendantl of land - - - - -

-{ 
Bhekarry 810gh - - - - - - PIaIIItI6 

r~~} -
!S7ofl839 .. 120fl887 'II. of Moau 125 1.1 - 206 Il J. 

Loton Smgb, &c. - - - - - - Defeudantl LachmJpore 

. 
Ranee Chundro Money Debla PJamblI' roo --} -{ 

. - - -
5a£1844 36 - .. lor,--aOli 131 6 - 234 * -- ofZq_-

. Raj. Kaahee Kaut Smgh. &e. - - - - De1imdantl dart -
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ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

Pnncipal Sudder Ameen is competent 10 decide, as incurred in the Courts of First, Second and Third Instance. 

, 

Total Costs 'l'otal Costa 

of Appellant's Respondent's of Appellant'. 
PlamtiJrta Costli. Defendant's Costs. Judge's Court Sudder Court 

Costa. Costa. Costs. 
UJ.lOIl upon 

• Appeal • Specnal Appeal 

-

Rs. a: p. Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. Ra. a. p. Its. a. p. Rs a. p Rs. a. p. 

139 6 10 69 8 10 234 5 6 130 8 - • 103 13. 6 264 1 6 158 - 9 

. 

447 9 Ii 285 J 5 711 18 6 431 14 9 279 14 9 787 12 10 46914 5 

158 10 'I 90 'I 'I 236 10 8 138 8 - 98 2 8 205 14 5 205 14 5 

5,000 Rupees, which a Principal Sudder Ameen IS competent to decid.e, as incurred in the Courts of First, 
Third Instance. . 

Total Costa Total Costa . 
of of 

Appellant'. ResJ.lOndent's - Appellant's 

Plamtlft". Costa. Defendant'. Costs. Judge'. Court Sudller Court 
Costs. Costs. Costs. 

upon uJ.lOn 

Appeal. SpemslAp~ 

" .. 
RI a. po Ra. a. p. Its. a. po Rs. a.p. Rs. .. po RI. a. p. Rs. a. p • 

56 ~ 4 - - ~ 138 12 - 82 8 - - - 52 - - only. 'ftlue of 315 8 - 176 12 -
FyI&lah(Stamp) . 

126 4 ~. 80 '1 10 221 10 S 118 12 S 102 l( ... ,271 - - 158 8 -

. 
144 2 - 90 - - 134 14 - 126 6 - 8 8 - 258 - - 155 - -

-

(20. App.) 4P 

Respondent's 

Costs. 

-
Rs. a. p • 

106 9 

317 14 5 

Ex parte. 

Respondent's 

Costs... 

. ... 
Rs. a. p 

13812 ~ 

112 8 -- . 
. 

103 - -



'666 APPENDIX TO IUNUTEi OF EVIDBNCE TAKEN BEFO&E SELECT 

ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

STATEMENT of COSTS ~ SUITS for MONBY-CUIII above 5,000 Rupees and upward., 1rhich a 

Amou,ol 
Number 1I0000oCaia 

Numbe. or Reftdmc 
&,000 BUJIMI 

DC the 
the Principal Sodder NA'&IES OF PARTIES. UJd .,..,... -hacJa 

Sudder Court. 
Ameen'. Court. 

al!rW:I,.a 
8wlderA_ • . 

eompeteat to .t.dde. 
-r--

. 
• Ra. .. p. 

-f lUunbode Sahoo .. . - .. - - .. - PlaiDWI' .. } .. .,.--} ~87 or 1839 · · 27.166 · · tI. 

l aIDOWIC of ad ..... 
)Io58t. lJalkooor. &c. . · - - .. - · DereDCl,ub . , 

• . 

-( 
Gopal Dill Mohunt • - - - - - · · PIai.&i6 • } 21,J32 IS } -3' or 1844 · · 63 or 1843 · II. DoDCl clebc 
Khaja blGOl Khan, &00 - · .. · .. .. .. DeCeodaata 

-{ 
Gobind Chundro Baboo . · · .. · · . Plaiatil . } 0,37. - .. } 101 of 18U - - 65 of 1843 · tI. BoDClclebt 
Rampenhad Boy . - · · · · · .. DeCeDClaDt 

• 

STATEMENT of COSTS in CUlM. for LANDED PROPERTY above 01,000 Rupees' Yalue and upwards, which a . 
AlIIOIUlcfII 

Number Clai. 
Number lor Laade4 Propertr 

or .-. 
ortha NA'&I;ES OF PARTIES. • 

the Pnocipal Sudder &00 au.,... Vel .. 

Sudder Court. .... pwarth. _JaiCA • 
Ameen'lI Court. Pnocipll Sadder.A_ 

it eompetnaC to ...... 

-. ---- ----- --~ ---
I 

Jla. .. P. 

-{ 
Pran Kishe. Huldar • _ · · · · - - Plaisbl' . 

} 139,265 110 } 165 of 1839 · · 127. Original • .,. _,D_"ol 
Dwarlwaanth ThakDor, &e. - - . .. · · Det'eaIIwa TaJook 

, . 
LanehUDder Chuckerbuttr, &e. PlaIllci6. • 

1 · .. - . - 1 ...... 7 } 6(o(UU - - 15 · · ". . J C.',,,,,,, lor,... 
Ram'koomar Choc:brbott,. &e. 

I 
DefnIdam ....elTaJool · · · - . 

. 
I 

{ Kiahe. Kalil Sba, b .. · · - · . .. Plaiatifll .. } 12,217 , - 1 
IOoFl8U - - 1,33" · - .. f«, I ".ol t 

Gobindmony Ch~ &e. . . . · .. · DrG!DClaata TeIGok J 

.. 
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ApPENDIX B.-cont,nued. 

Principal Sudder Ameen is competent to decide, as incurred in the Courts of First and Second Instance • . , 

Total Costs Total Coste 

of of 

Pnncipal Sudder Punclpal Sudder Total Costs 

Ameen's Court Ameen', Court of .~ppellant's Respondent'. 
10 PlamtiJf'. Costs." Defendant's Costa. 

in Sudder Court upon Costs. Costs. SUits decided SUIts decided Appeal. 
Ex parte. upon Attendance of 

both Parties • 

. 
Rs. a. p. Rs a. p. as. a. p. R'I. a. p. Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. Rs. a. po 

525 12 - 826 2 - 537 12 - 288 6 - 851 - - 555 8 - 295 8 .. 
, 

1084- 12 - 2,838 ] - 1,116 7 3 1,721 9 9 ],694- 10 2 ],097 5 1 597 5 I 

609 , - 964- 6 - 612 7 - 351 15 - 1,008 ]4- - 633 7 - 375 7 I 

-

• 
Principal Sudder Ameen is competen~ to decide, as incurred in the Courts of First and Second Instance. 

Total Costs Total Costs 

of of 
PrlOClpal Sudder Total Costs 

Ptmcipal Sudder 
Ameen'. Court of Appellant's Respondent's Ameen's Court PlaintUl"s Costs. Defendant's Cosu. 10 Sudder Court upon in 
SUits deCided Costs. Costs. 

Suits deCided 
upon Attendance of 

Appeal. 
Ex parte. 

both Parties • 

• 

Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. Rs a. p. Rs. a. p Rs. a. p. R •• a. p Rs. I. p. 

, 
3,052 6 - 4,709 1 4- 3,132 6 8 1,576 10 8 5,130 - - 3,060 - - 2,070, - .. 

59] 12 - 1,415 - 9 1,098 2 9 316 14 - 601 6 I 601 6 1 Exparo:. 
• , 

, 

796 11 7 1,481» 7 - 648 1 6 837 5 6 1,174. 5 8 713 2 10 461, 2 \0 

- . . - -

(20. App.) 4p2 



668 APPENDIX TO. MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFOaE SELECT 

ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

STATEMENT of COSTS in SUITS for MONEY. CUlM above 6,000 Rupee. and upwarda, which ... . 
Amowat 

oIlJoaer-Cama 

Number Number aboYw 

ot'the of the NAMES,OP PARTIES. 6,000 Ru~' Value 
ud upwuda-

Sudder Court. Judge'. Court. lI'bidl. 

J uelce l. ClOIII petal 
to decade. 

Ra. .. p • 

-{ 
Ramruttun Boae, &0. . · · · · · · PlaiDtUJI } 6,698, Civll 

8,711 - - } 1030f,J832 - . . II, 

Ke.ubram Roy, &0 •• DefeDdulll 
Lou - · - · - · · 

• 

{ Debnaraine Roy Mobuhni, &,. • · · · · - Plaintur. } 19,'S9 6 - } 230 of 1840 - - 5,994, Original WI 
ThiS CIIIIe was 

M Ulst. Heremony Defendant 
LoaD 

remanded. - - - · · · · · 
l\m. A. S. Borlard • - - . - · - · pt.aintUl' 

} 412 of 1848 5 of 1847 
20,600 - - } - - . - 'V. 

Judge'. Court. 
1\1 UIlIt. Kilnomon,.. &.e. Detendull 

J.o.D - · - · - · -

• 

STATEMENT of COSTS m CLAIMS for LANDED PROPERTY exceeding 6,000 Rupees' Value and upwards, 

Amount 01 ew. 
lor Luded rropea1J' 

Number Number uc:Hf11DJ 

of the althe NAMES OF PARTIES. 
.6,000 lie,..' Val .. 

ud upulla, 

Sudder Court. Judge'. Court. lI'blch. . Judg ... Clllllpetst 

toclec:1de. 

< 

Be. .. p. 

r Nubeea Kuhn Singh, &0. -. - · · - · - PlaiDbfti 

l 8,960 - - } 
18000849 .. - 2230El841 . -1 17. 

Issur Chunder Paul Chowdbry Defendua J far lauded propnt)' - · · · · . 

i 
Baboo Oomraoh SIngh, &0. . · · · · . Plaiub& } 9,206 II - } 

389 of 1847 . . 47 of 1844 . II 

. 
Govenunent and others " Defendala 

far lsnded property - · . . · -

-{ 
Mr. B. O. Dowda, ReeelYer, Supreme Court J - - - PIainiI4' 

!4G of 1846 22 of IS« } ~ ... - } - .. - .. 
I«Jaadedproperty 

MoharaJ& KIahn Kuhmer Mamck, &.e. . - · - De&adaD.te 
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ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

"# a Judge is competent to decide, as incurred in the Courts of Flrst aud Second Instance. 

Total Costs 
Total Costs of 

of Judge's Court Total Costs 
Judge'. Court In • PlamtIH's Defendant's Appellant's Respondent'. 

Smts demded of Sudder Court ID 

Smts decided 
UPOD Attendance Costs. Costs. 

upon Appeal. 
Costs. Costs. 

of 
Ex parte. both Parties. 

Ra. ... p. Rs. lie p • Rs lie p. Rs. a. p. RII. a. p. Rs. a. p. Re. a. p. 

595 9 6 941 - - 608 4- - 332 12 - 647 1 11 615 1 11 32 - -
• 

{ Former and present, } 1,061 6 4 1,261 10 - 1,185 12 - 75 14 - 1,669 9 - 1,091 12 6 577 12 6 

1,088 10 - 1,739 4 - 1,110 10 - 628 10 - 1,624 - - 1,062 - - 562 - -

which a Judge is competent to decide, as incurred In the Courts of Frrst and Second Instance. 

Total Costs 
Total Costs of 

of ludge's Court Total Costs 
Judge's Court m PlaintIff's Defendant'. Appellant's Respondent'. 

in Smts deCided of Sudder Court 

upon Attendance Costa. Costs. Costa. Costs. 
Swts decmed 

of 
upon Appeal. 

Ex parte both PartIes 

Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. R:i a. p Rs a. p Rs a p Rs a. p. Rs. a. p. . 
631 6 5 1,055 15 10 ·657 l4. 5 • 398 1 5 925 6 6 587 3 3 338 3 3 

• 
636 8 8 1,441 8 - 680 3 10 761 4 2 1,272 5 9 594 1 11 678 3 10 

I 
I 
I 

1,652 12 11 4,506 .2 2,271 10 - 2,234 8 2.333 14 6 1,521 15 3 I 811 15 3 - -
I . 

-

(20. App.) 



6iO APPI:NDJX TO MINUTES OF EVlDENC.£ TAKEN BEFORB SELEer 

ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

APPEALS from MOONSIFFS to JUDGE or PRINCIPAL SUDDU AxEEN. 
-------- - ---------

No NAMES OF l'ARTIES. CL A Ill. 

FOR 
37 lIIeda fl. Neadur 1\lull - - Ra.281. 2. 

.JS Futteh Smr,h -. - PItT. Apl,t. Rs.210. deLt ID ac-
II, count. 

Goolab Smgh - - Deft. Rcapt 

,39 BaJ..llsbee Ram - PIlT. Al'pt Rs.62. 12 dLht 10 

fI all.ount 
MUist Nehayut Begum, Deft, Respt, 

40 Cboorrea Mull v Ncaduf 1\Iu11 - I Hs 148 -

41 Choonneeloll -
v 

Goommanee -

- PIlf .\ppt, R. )0; 5. 6. Undf'f 
Bond. 

- Deft. Re.pt. 

43 Parshadeeloll - Deft. Appt. Rs) IJ. 13. 3. lIoder 
tI. a Bond. 

Nyosookb and othef<', plJlit. ReIlpls. 

Coati lac:urred by PW.otJ6. 

I 
MONEY: 

Itt, .. p. I Stamps - - It! 8 -Tlilubanub - 3 4 -Vakeel', F_ - If - -
Or/grnal ProceedJIIgt: 

I n~trhrllon Fee 16 - -
Tulul.anuh - 29 2 -Valeel'. hew - 10 8 -

OS 10 -== 
Appeal, 

In.trtution Fee J6 - -
Stamp" - - 2 8 -
TulllhAllub - 10 " -V",],.eel'. Feet - 10 8 ---89 " --94 14 -

Ollgmal ProoeedlDgI, 
Inftltutron Fee " - -
TulllJ.nnub - I 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 3 1 6 

8 9 6 ----------
Appelll I 

Inltltutlon Fee " - -
Stamp" • - I 8 -
"akeel's Feet - 3 I 6 -

8 9 b , 
I 

17 3 -I 
I 

f'tamps • . II 8 -I 
1 

Vakeel'a Fee. - 7 6 -I 
Original ProceedlDge. 

I 

InStitutIOn Fe .. 8 - -
Tulubanub - 3 - -
W ltn_s' albw-

anee!!- - - 4 -
Yaleer. Fees- 5 " - I 

16 S --
Appeal. 

InstItUtion F. 8 - -
Stamps - - I 8 -
Vakeel'. F_ - .; " -

14 12 -
== 

31 4 -
OrlglOal Proceecbnp: 

Tulubu'lh - - " -V.L.eel'.'Feet .. - - 15 -
1 3 -

Appeal: 
IDBtltobOD Fee 2 - -
~tamps - - 1 8 -
VaL.eel', Fees - - 15 -

" 7 3 

.; 10 3 

Totaleo.ta 
\\1Iet" tnc4 .. • OJata locvred by Defead.DL 

olSulL il'~_ 
Espane. 

n.. L p. n.. L P-
Stamps • · 3 8 - 13 , - Oaillmm ... 
V.keel', Fees - .4 - - . 

• 

OrrglDa) Proc:erdio,,· 
Tulubaouh - 2 10 - 121 - - Oa It. mmt&. 
".keel', Feet - JO 8 -

13 2 -

Orlgioal Proceeding •• 

".keel'. Fee. - 3 1 6 24 6 - Oil ill merlu. 
== 

Appeal I 
Stamps • · J - -
Vakeel', F_ - 3 1 6 

" I 6 --------
7 3 -

. - - - - 18 14 - Es pule. 

OnglOal ProceedlDg.: 

Vakeel'. Feet- 5 " - 37 8 - Ell parte. 

1 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Appeal: 
Paper {or Copy I OCDecwOD· 1 - - I ::= 

6 " - . 
I 
I , 

Ongmu ProceedJJJ,,: ! 
Instltutiooi Fee 2 - - II I 6 i Espane. 
Tulubaouh · 1 8 - , 
Vak~I'.Feet - -15 3 

" 7 3 

Appeal: 

For Copy of 
DecwOD - 1 - -

5 7 3 

-
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Appendix B.-ApPEALS {l'om l!tIoonsifi's to .fudge or Principal Sudder Ameen-conttnued. 
---.------------------.------------r--------------~~----------_.------r_------

No. NAMES OF PARTIES. CLAI1U. CoBts lncurred by PJawtdt Coats Incurred by Defendant. 

Total 
Coats of 

SUit. 

Whether tiled 
on 

Ita Menta or 
Ex parte_ 

~·~--------~-------r-------------I------------- -1-------------------1--------1----------

4.'! lIurdlal 11. Bhou ta 

'" Bhowanee Singh and} 
• ochers - -

". 
Dlbba Smgh -

FOR REAL PROPERTY: R 
8. a. p 

- For pOSOeBBlon of Ze- Stamp. - - 21 8 _ 
meendarrJe land ae Tulubanuh - 5 10 _ 
ICi value, lb. 300. Vakeel's Fees - 15 _ _ 

OliglDal ProoeedlDgs 
PlffiI. Appts. For POIlseSSIOR oftwo hiS. Institution Fee 4 - -

Zemeendarrle land, Tulubanuh • 4 8 -
IIlIIleSlIed at Rs 56. 5. - Respt. 
per annum 

Vakeel's "eea - 2 J2 9 

11 4 9 
== 

Appeal. 
InstItution Fee 4 - -
Stamps - - 2 8 -
Vake~l'. Fees - 2 12 9 

949 

== 
20 9 6 

45 Gholam HUlISun"\ Deets. A ppt. For POll-esSIOR of 18 Khan and others J 
OrlglDal Proceedings: 

Tulubanuh - 1 8 -
beeg 3 biB. land. at 

tI. Its value. R •• 62. 1. ,-akeel'. Fees - 3 ] 0 -

Rs a. p. R •• a. p. 
Stamp. • - 6 8 _ 6& 10 - On Its hlents. 
Val.eel'. Fees - 15 - _ 

Orlglll31 Proceedmgs 
Tuluballub - I 4 -
Vakeel'a Fees. 2 12 9 

4 - 9 
-----------

Appt'a/: 
:'tampa - • 3 S _ 
Val.eel'. Fees. 2 12 9 

b 4 91 
---------

10 5 b 

OnglDal Proceedmgs , 
In~tltutllln Fee 4 - -
'I u/uiJanuh • lJ - -
Vakeel's Fees • 3 ) 6 

30 15 - i On It I merltt. 

I 

I 
I 
r 
I 

I 
45 : 6 On its mellts 

Moh4 Kuumalee '\ PIll's. Respts 
Khau aad othen J 

I 
! 

- __ -I DrawlJI~ out 

1 

I 
/ 
I 

I 

\ 
I 
I 
! 

1 

..&6 Ramanund v .. l\fussamat SlI(IIa - For PO;;!II!S810Q of Z .... 
meendarue land, 
BMes.'led at Rs. 2&. 7. 

I 
per annum. . 

-47 ChoonueeloUandothers, PIlL. Appts. For pos_lOn of land 
II. I atlts ,al,ul. Rs. 100. 

Ilina Ubboo Soorab} Deft. Respt. 
Khan - -

.o. 

I 
• 

49 Wahab Khan - ... PIiT •• "ppt. For I'D_Ion oUl hi •• 
tI. Zemeendarrle lalld, 

Ukbur Khan • • Deft Respt. u~ened at R,. 17. 8. 
r.er annum. 

-
I 

I 
I 

i 
I 

I 
(20. App.) 

6 2 - el.etcboflaod - 8 -
--------

Appeal 
IostitutlOn .-l'e 4 - -

9 - -
1 12 _ 

Stamp. • -
Tuluhanuh -
Val.eel's Fees - 3 I 6 

J7 13 6 
== 

22 Ii) Ii 

Stamps - • 6 8 -
Vakeel's F_ - 1 3 -

Onglll.d Procee.lDgs: 
InstitutIOn Ffe 8 - -
fulubanuh - 2 8 -
Vakeel's Fee. - 5 - -

15 8 -
--~ ---

Appeal: 
InstitutIOn Fee 
~t1Inp8 - _ 

Vakeel'. Fees -

8 - _ 
28 .. 
1) - -

J5 8 -

31 - -

Original Proceedmgs: 
Institution Fee 2 _ _ 
Tuluhanub • 8 - -
Vakeel's Fees - - 13 -

1013 -

Appeal: 
lD.btution Fee 2 - .. 
MaID,. • - I 8 -
Vakeel', Feel - - IJ 6 

" 6 G 

15 2 ti 

4p4 

-9 ;-;-\ 

"ppeal; I 
Stamp. - - q 8 .. 
Vakeel'. Fees _ 3 I 61 

~~ 
2'23-::-' 

OrlglOal Proceedings: 

7 11 .. Ex partt. 

Tulubaoub • .. 8 - 48 8 - Ex parte. 
3 Vakeel.' Fees III - -

15 8 --------
ApJMIlIl: 

Paper for Copy 
of Decl.lun • 2 - -

-----------
17 8 -

Original ProceedlD~ : 

Vakeel's Fees· '- 13 - 16 U 6 Ex parte. 
== 

Appeltl: 
For Copy of 

DeCISion .. 1 - -

1 13 -

• 
• 



672 APPENDIX TO MINUTES OF EVlDENCE TAKEN BEFOKE SELECT 

ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

APPEALS from SUDDJUl. .AMEENS to Jl1DOL 

, 
I . 
I Total Whether trW 

No. NAMES OF PARTms. CLAIM. 

I 
Coste lDCUrred by Piamtdt CoIte UlCIlrrId by Def'endaot. eu.t. or ma . Swt. itau-u. .. 

I 
Ex pvte. - -

I 
FOR MONEY: 

Ra ... p. a.. .. po R. .. po 
49 Roopram tI, MU8samat lmamuD - Ra. 705. 14. - - Stamps - 87 8 - StuDpe - - 4 8 - III a 6 0 .. ttl meri. 

Tulubanuh - 2 10 - Vakeel', Feel -35 4 9 
Vakeel', Feel - 36 " 9 • 

OnglDal Proceedlngs: Origma1 ProceedlII,,: 

50 Dutram - - PIJr. Appt. Ra 791. 15.6 under Inabtubon Fee 32 - - Stamp, - - 8 8 - 264 II - On itl meri. 
tI. aBond Stamps - - 11 - - TulubaDuh - I 4 -

Hurree SIDgh "othen,Defts. Respte Tulubanuh - 16 " - Vakeel', Fees - 89 8 9 
Vakeel'. Feea - 39 8 9 

49 ... 9 
98 12 9 

Appeal : Appeal: 

Insbtutlon Fee 32 - - Stamp'- - 2 8 -Stamp' • - :I - - Vakeel, FeeI- 89 8 9 
Vakeel'. Feet- 89 8 9 .-- 42 - 9 

74 8 9 
91 a 8 

173 6 6 

Original ProeeechDgw • Origllw PrQceecLnga: 
51 GUDeshpershad - Put Appt. Ra. 650, principal aDd IDlbtubon Fee 82 - - Stamp. - - 12 - - 218 12 - On itJlllel'i. 

" lDtereat, in account. Stamp. - - 9 - - TulubaDuh - - " -Mugullieln - - Deft. Reept. Tulubanuh - - 8 - Valteel', Feel - 82 8 -
Vakeel', Feet • 32 8 ---- 44 III -

74 - -
Appeal: Appeal. 

IDlbtuboD Fee 32 - - Stamp, • . 1 8 -
Stamp' • - 1 8 - Vakeel', Feel • 82 8 -
Vakeel'. Feet - 82 8 -

34 - -
66 - -

78 12 -
)40 - -

, 
52 Premoath t1, Hursuhae . - as. 361. 2. - - Stamps - . 36 8 - . .. - . . a3 t .. Es pull. 

Vakeel', Feel - J8 1 -
OngIDal Prace edlnge • Original ProceedlDgt. 

53 Durgaheemull - Plft'. Appt. Rs. 984. 5. 3. under a mututlon Fee 50 - - Stampa - . a 12 - 274 t 9 Espute. 
tI. Bond. Stamp'- - 8 4 - Vakeel', Fees • 49 3 3 

Kulhao- - - Deft. Respt. Tulubanuh - 6 - -
Vakeel', Fees - 49 3 3 52 15 3 

-
113 7 3 

Appeal: Appeal. 

Inabtubon Fee 50 - - For Copy of De-
• ~tampt1- - 4 8 - Cllllln - 2 - -

Tnlubanuh - 2 8 -
Vakeel', Feel - 49 3 3 64 15 a 

106 3 3 

219 10 6 

• 
Origmal Proeeedlog •• Onginal ProceechDgt: 

54 M\U8t. BUDDoojan • Pur. Appt. Ra. 321. 12. 9. 1I1\der Insbtubon Fee 32 - - Stamp' - ( Ii 8 - 127 e 3 Ex part.. 
v. a Bond. Stamp. - - li - - Tulubanuh - " -ChedaloU and others, DeEts. Respt&. Tnlubanuh - 1 - - Vakeel'. Feel - 16 - 9 

Vakeel', FeeI- 16 - 9 -- 21 12 t 
54 - 9 

Appeal: Appeal: 

Insbtubon Fee 32 - - For Cop,. of De-
Stamps- . I 8 - CJ&IOIl - J - -
Vakeel', Feel- 16 - 9 

2212 9 
60 8 9 

104 9 6 

~ - -



COMMITTEE ON THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIAN TERRITORIES. 

Appendix B.-ApPEALS from Sudder Ameens. to Jndge-continued. 

No. NAMES OF PARTIEi. CL AIM. Costs Incurred by PlalnWf. Costs Incurred by Defendant. 

Total 
Costa of 

SUit 

673 

Whether tned 
on 

Its Ments or 
Ex-parte. 

---'~-------------------r------------~----------------~----------------I-------II--------_ 

• FOR REAL PROPERTY: 

55 l\IU$SIlJllD.t l\Iobarukoolllus v. 1\10-
baruk Ah Khan. 

For a ahare or reot. 
free laod, valued at 
18 tloies Its aonual 
produce. 

,56 ~Iotee 510gh & others, PJBiI. Appts. For possession of 12 but. 
Zemeeodarne land. 
assessed at Us. 685 
per annum. 

57 

68 

59 

v. 
Mookram and otbers, Derts. Reop~ 

Bunseedhur - - Deft. Appt. For poq.""'18101& of Ze-
v. meendarfle l\Iowzah 

Rughoomul - - PIn. Respt. IholbooUee, asaes&>d 
at R".575 per an-
num. 

• 
Gowree Dut v. Mohkum Chund - For possession of Ze­

meendarne land at 
its value, Rs. 750. 

Chq,bbee -
v. 

Jymul Sing h -

- PllF Appt. For possession of Ze­
meeodame land, as-

- Deft. Resp&. seased at Rs. 410 
per annum. 

60 l\Ioolchund and others, Dens. Appts. For p08Sell$lon of_s 
v. dwelllDg-house at Its 

Dabeedoss.. - PlJF. Respt. value, Rs. 650 1. 

(20. App.) 

R. a.p. Rs. apR •• apo 
Stamps. - 39 8 - Stamps _ _ 5 8 - 106 5 - On Its merits. 
Val..eel's Fees. 30 10 6 Vakeel's Fees - 30]0 6 

O[lglDal Proceedmg, • 

Institution Fee 32 - -
Stamps - _ 10 - -
Tulubaouh • 23 6 -
Vakeel's Fees. 29 4 -

94 10 -

Appeal 

Inltltution Fee 32 
l:ltamps - - 7 
Tulubanuh - ] 0 
VaL.eel'll Fees - 29 

8 -

4 -

78 12 -
----------
173 6 -

Ouginal Proceedmgs 

Stamps - - 3 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 28 12 ---32 4. -

Appeal. 

Institution Fee 32 - -
Stamps. - 6 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 28 12 -

67 4 -
99 8 -

Stamps - - 35 8 _ 
Vakeel's Fees. 37 8 _ 

OngInal ProceedlDgs. 

Institution Fee 32 - -
Stamps - - ]0 - -
Tulubanuh - 5 8 -
Vakeel's Fees. 20 8 -

6S - -----------
Appeal 

Inatltutlon Fee 32 - -
Stampll- - 4 8 -
Tulubannh - 2 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 20 8 -

59 8 -
127 8 -

Ongmal Proceedmgs: 

Stamps - - 12 8 -
Tulubanuh - 1 4 -
Vakeel's Fees - 32 8 -

46 4 -

Appeal. 

Institution Fee 32 - -
Stamps - - 3 8 -
Vakeel's Feei - 32 8 -

4Q 

Original ProceedlDgs: 

Stamps - - 2 - -
Vakeel's Fees - 5~ 8 -

60 8 -

Appeal 

Stamps. - '1 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 29 4 -

36 12 -
== 

97 4. -

OnglDal PrOCeedlDgS -

Institution Fee 32 - -
Stamps. - 3 - -
Tulubanuh - 3 8 -
VaJ..eel's Fees - 28 ]2 -

67 4. -

Appeal. 

Stamps - - 12 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 28 12 -

41 4. -
----------
108 8 -

OrlglDal ProceedlDgs : 

Stamps - - 1 - -
Vakeel's Fees· 20 8 -

21 8 ~ 

Original Proceedmgs: 

Institution }'ee 32 - -
Stamps - - 10 - -
Tulnbanuh - 6 12 -
VaJ..eel's Fees - 32 8 -

81 " ------App"ea-l,-----

l~or Copy of De-
CISion - 2 - -

83 4 -

• 

270 10 - On Its menn. 

208 - - On its merits. 

73 - - Ex parte. 

149 - - Ex parte-

197 8 - Ex parte. 

• 



674 APPENDIX TO MINUTES OF EVIDENCB TAKEN BEFeU saueT 

ApPENDIX n.-continued. 

ORIGINAL BuI'ls of BUDDER AMEEN, from 300 Rupee. to 1,000 Rupees. 

~ 
Total r~-~ NAMES OF PARTIES. CLAUL Cotta meurred by PlaintlB'. Coata ilacurred bl Detendaat. Com of 

h. M:taor Sait. &It parte. ... 
• 

FOR l\fONEY: 
n.. Re. a. p. Re. L p. Lpo 

13 Deendlal fl. Toolsee Ram ., ... Re, li27. 13. 6. w Inmtunon Fee 50 - - St&rupa - - ·33 8 - 2f7 8 - O. it. IDGlCl. 
Other Stampa - 41 a - Tulubanuh - • 13 

, 6 
TuJubanuh - - 26 2 IS Vakeel'. Fee. • 41 fJ -Vakeel',FeeI - 41 6 -

14 Mungooioll - - • PUr. R •• 488, nnder a Bond Initltutlon Fee - 32 - - Stampl - - - , - - 101 1 - o. ita m.ira. 
v. I Other Stampt - 4 - - Tulubuuh - · , 8 -

Enayutoollah Khan - • Deft'l Tulubauuh - • 7 12 - VakeeJ', Fee. -24 G G 
Vakeel'. Fl!'!' - 24 6 6 

68 2 6 32 U • 
15 Mobd M uIIoo Khan - - Plft'. R., 626. 2. 6. rent - IDBtttutlOD Fee, } 8 - - Stampa • . ·12 - - 105 10 , O. ia lllel'ICI. 

V. one-fourth - Tulubaauh • · 211 3 
l\:[usst. Ouleeah Begum • Def~ Other Stamp. - 11 - - VakeeJ', Feel .31 , 9 

Tulubauuh 0 · 9 6 -
Vakeel',F_ - 81 4 9 46 - -

59 10 sa 
, 

16 Goolab Singh 11. Meen - - Rio 799. 3.8. 0 Imltutlon Fee 0 82 - - 0 - 0 - · 80 13 :I E& parte. 
Other Stamp' - 7 - -
Tulub.uuh - - 114 -
Vakeel'. Feel • 39 15 3 . 

17 Bhopal Smg - - · Pl1t Re. 699, under a Bond Inltltutloll Fee • 32 - - - . - - · 85 , :I E.& pvte. 
11 Otber Stamp. - 5 - - I 

Zallm SlDgh ' - . - Deft. TuJubauuh - - 13 10 -
Vakeel'. Fees - 34 15 3 

85 9 3 

18 Futteh SlDgh - - - Pllt Re.543. 12. under a IUltltutlOD Fee - 32 - - - . . - .. 70 , a E.& parte. 
". Bond. Other Stamp. - " 8 -

Sabah SlDgh - - - Deft, Tuluhanuh - 6 10 -
Vakeel'. Fees .' 27 2 3 

70 " 3 

• 
FOR REAL PROPERTY: 

19 Shadee Ram v. Bunsee Lall - For possessIon of a ahare IDBtltutlOn Fee .. 32 - - Stamp' - -- 6 - - 94 , 6 O.lallllfl'" 
of a house. value Other Stamps - ] 2 8 - VabeI',Fem - 21 6 3 
RIo 426. 10, 3- Tulubauuh 0 - I 2 -

\ akeer. Feel .. 21 Ii 3 

20 Nerunjun Singh - - Pl1t For possemon o' Ze- Instltutlon Fee - 32 - - Stam~ - .. 9 - .- 107 8 6 O.ita ... CI. 

" meeudarne land, as- Other Stamp. - lO- a - Tulu .. - I J.2 -
Sutcha Smgh, &c. - - Defts. seased at RI. 473.4. TuJubaauh .. - I; - - Vakeel', Fee. - U 10 3 

per annum. Vakee!'. Fees - 24 10 3 --35 6 8 
72 2 3 

21 SaraJooddeen Khan - .. PltJ'. For posseSSIOD oE Ze- WtltntlO1l F.ee .. 32 - - Stamps - - .. 8 8 - 9' 12 - Ou it. menta. 
fl. meendarrie land at It. Other Stamps - n - - Vakeel'. Feel - 19 - -SheoGholam - - - Deft. value, RII. 380.9. 3 Tulubanuh - · 5' " - --Vakeel'. F_ • 19 - - 27 8 -

67 " -
22 Keshree Smgh ". Khoahial - - For pOSBesslon or Ze- Insbtutlon Fee • 32 - - - - .. . .. 7712 - E& parte. 

meeudarrie land at Other Stamps .. 6 8 -
Ita mortNl!d value, Tulubanuh - - 9 - - . 
Re.605. Vakeer. Fees - 30 , -

- I 
23 Jhao - . . - PUr. For possession of Ze- Iusbtution Fee - 32 - - - - - .. - 70 6 , Ea parte. 

11. meendame lmd, as- Other Stampe - " 8 -Bullee - - - - Deft. seased atR. 663 12. Tulubanuh .. - 5U -per annum. Vakeel', Fen .. 28 I 3 • 
70 6 3 

24- Gyan SlOgh - .. • PltJ'. For p08leSSion of Ze.. InstitutIOn :fee - 50 - - .. - - .. .. 82 10 - U: parte. 
v. meeudarrie land, &B- Other Stampa .. 2 8 -

LallJeemull - - .. Det\. seased at Rs.825 per TuJubaullh.. - 9 8 -
annum. Vakeel'. Fees - 20 10 - , 

82 )0 -. 



? 

No. 
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ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

ORIGINAL SUITS of PRINCIPA.L SUDliER AMEE~, from ],000 Rupees upwards. 

NAMES OF I' ARTIES. C LA 1M. Costs Incurred by Plamtrlf. Costs incurred by Defendant. 

Total Whether tned 
Costs of 
• SUit. 

on 
Its Ments or 

Ex parte. 

--~----~--~~---I------------I-------------~------------~-----~-------

25 Nao Nehal v. Shakoor Doss 

26 Bukhshee Ram - - PlIf. 
v. 

Jhao Smgh - - Deft. 

27 MU8st Rane, wife of Rugnath} pur. 
SlOgh. - - -

28 

29 

v 
Buldeo Bukhsh - - Deft 

Kunyah Loll v. Mrs. Glasgow 

Rughamull 
v 

Ramnath-

- PlIf 

- Deft. 

FOR MONEY: 
Rs. 1,093. 15. 6 

Rs.2,915 2. -

Rs.l,495 7 9. balance 
under farmlDg en­
gagement 

Rs. 1,442. 15 -

Rs 1,261.8 9. under 
a Bond. , 

Institution Fee 
Other Stamps -
Tulubanuh _ 
Vakeel's Fees -

Rs a p 
50 - -
17 8 -

3 15 -
54 II 9 

InstitutIOn Fee 100 - -
Other Stamps 9 8 -
Tulubanuh _ 2 4 -
'Vakeel's Fees - 145 12 -

257 8 -

Insbtutlon Fee, } 12 8 _ 
one-fourth 

Other Stamps 14 8 -
Tulubanuh _ 14 8 -
Vakeel'sFees - 74 12 -

116 4 -----
IJ1!Itltutlon Fee 
Otber Stamps 
Tulubanuh -
Vakeel's Fees -

InstitutIOn Fee 
Other Stamps 
TulubaDuh -
Vakeel's Fees -

50 - -
58-
- 12 -

72 2 -

50 - -
10 8 -
54-

63 - 9 

'128 12 9 

Stamps - -
Tulubanuh -
Vakeel's Fees -

Stamps -
Tulubanuh 
Vakeel's Fees 

Rs a. p Rs. a. p. 
13 8 - 197 - 6 

2 10 -
54 11 9 

On Its merits. 

1} 8 - 413 12 - On Its ments 
1 - -

145 12 -

156 4 -

Stamps - - 6 - - 197 - - On Its merits 
Vakeel's Fees. 74 12 -

80 12 -

128 6 - Ex parte 

128 12 9 Ex parte 

30 Abdool Ulee Khan - • PlIf Rs 1,598 I 9 under InstitutIOn Fee 50 - - -
a Bond. Otber Stamps 8 8 -

148 6 6 Ex parte. 

31 

32 

33 

35 

36 

v 
Kehur Smgh - • _ Deft. Tulubauuh - 10 - -

Vakeel's Fees - 79 14 6 

Mubomed lIukhsh v. Mussamat 
Bunsksur 

Glrdhareeloll • 
v 

Teeka Ram 

~ pur. 

• Deft. 

Toree Smgh • - - pur. 
v. 

Mus~t HUlikonwar and others, Delis. 

148 6 6 

FOR REAL PROPERTY: 
For redemption from 

mortgage of Zem~en­
darrle land and gar­
dens, value of land 
accordmg to its annual 
3S8esslbent, and the 
gardens at thelf value, 
Rs.l,430 4 6 

For p_slon oE 10 bls. 
17 blswan. Zemeen­
d31Tte land. assessed 
at Rs. 1,13) 14. 

For possession of 10 bls 
Zemeendarrle land. 
assessed at Rs 1,700 

InshtutlOn Fee 50 
Othe~ Stamps 19 
Tulubanuh - 31 
Vakeel's Fees - 71 

8 -
8 -
8 3 

InstitutIOn Fee 
Other Stamps 
Tplubanuh ~ 
Vakeel's Fees 

InHtltutlOn Fee 
Other Stamps 
'I ul ubllDuh -
Vakeel's Fees. 

50 - -
23 8 -

1 12 -
69 - 9 

134 4 9 

100 - -
29 8 -

6 - -
85 - -

220 8 -

Stamps· - 20 8 - 264 8 6 On Its merits. 
Vakeel's Fees - 71 8 3 

Stamps - - 10 8 -
Vakeel'sFeea - 59 - 9 

69 8 9 

203 13 6 On .ts merits 

PrlDclpal Defendant 
Stamps _ • 44 _ - 440 - - On Its merits. 
Vakeel'sFees - 85 - -

129 - -
---------- . 

Hlndoo SJDgh and others. 
Stamps -' 5 S -
V skeel's Fees 85 - -

90 S -
= 

219 8 -

- For possel<Slon of a Institution Fee 50 - - • • 143 8 - Ex parte. 

Enayut Hosseln Khan and)pJ.JJ's 
others. - • - • 

v -
Teeka RaJ¥l and othen • Dt>fts 

Hlmmllt ~Dgh and others - PllTs. 
v. 

Mnkbool Hosseln and others, Defts 

(20.-ApP.) 

bouse, value Rs.1 ,600 Other Stamps 13 8 -
Vakeel's Fees - 80 - -

For possesSIOn of land lnsbtutlon Fee 100 
at Its v!Uue, Rs.3,OOO Other Stam1's 29 

For possesslUn of Ze. 
meendane land. as­
sessed at Rs 2.225 
per annum 

Tulubanuh • 19 
Vakeel's Fees _1_5_0_-__ -_

1 

298 

Institution Fee 100 - -
Othel Stamps 12 8 -
TIIlubaunh - I - -
Vakeel's Fees III 4 -

224 12 -

298 - - Ex pdrte. 

224 12 - Ex parte 



676 APPENDIX TO MINUTES OF EVIOENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT • 

ApPENDIX B.-contil1ued. 

APPEALS from PRI.CIPAL SUDDER AllEE •• to JUDGE, from 1,000 Rupees to 6,000 Rupees. 

Total Whether t.ne4 

NA.'UES OF PARTIES. eLAIlL Costa mcurred by PlaiuulE. Cotta Uacumd by DeCeudant. Coata of OIl .,. 
No. it. 1\1 mta or 

fO::ull. .... - ..... -
I I - FOR :l\IONEY: 

Ra. .. pol B .... p- n .. Lpo 
Gl Dursookb Rae ". Gumundee . R .. 1.103 - .. Stamp. · 59 8 - Stamp''' .. 4 8 - 1'19 8 6 Oa ita mente. 

Tulubanun .. 5 4 - Vakeel'. Fea • 6$ 2 :I 
Val..eel'. Fees • 55 2 3 

Onglnal Proceedaag'l Original Proceecllnl't 
.,n TIl. ,n .... .. PIft'. Annt. RA.l.316 9, 9. under Iaat tutlon Fee 50 - - Stam ... - .. 20 - -

II. a Bond, Staml)' • .. 27 8 - Tulubanuh - 4 - -
Beharreelol .. .. Deft. Respt. Tulubanub .. " - - Vakeel'. Feel .. 6512 8 

Vakeel'. Feel .. 6512 9 -- 89 12 9 
• 147 " 9 -

Appeal: . AppeU\ 
Ia8tltu tion Fee 50 - - Stampa .. .. 5 8 - 429 11 - OD"- mente. 
StaDtp. • - 5 8 - V &keel'. Fen .. 65 12 9 
Vakeel'. Fees. 65 12 9 -- 71 " 9 

121 " 9 

- 161 I 6 
268 9 6 

Original ProceedlDge: Original Proceechoge t 

'3 Chundunlol .. .. PIB', Appt. RI.I,3S6. 12.6. under Institution Fee 50 - - Stampa .. .. 27 - - Q7 3 - 00 ita merits. 
v. a Bond. Stamp' .. .. 18 8 - Tulubaauh .. - " -l\Iusst l\loonnee Be-} Deft. Bespt. Tulubanub .. 812 - Vakeel'. Feel .. 69 " 9 ... Vakeel'. Feel .. 69 " 9 gum .. • 

96 8 9 
J"6 8 9 == == 

Appeal: Appeal: 
laatltutlon Fee 50 - - Stampa .. .. 2 8 -
StamVI. .. 3 - - Vakeel'. Feel • 69 " 9 
\' dee!'. Fee •• 69 " 9 

71 12 9 
J22 4 9 . 168 5 6 
26S 13 6 

I 
Hetram ", l\Iehudee Hosseln Be. 1,543. 13- Stamp' • 57 E&parte. G.t. I . .. · 8 - . . - .. .. 134 II -I Vakeel'. Fees .. 77 3 -

is I B jeh Ram and} PIB'~. Appts. Re.l.287. uhder 
I OnglDal Proceedtnga: OrigUJaJ PtoceedUJg. : 

others.. .. a Institution Fee 50 - - Stamp' .. .. 8 8 - 3"2 8 3 1'.& parW. 
Bond. Stamp. - .. 23 8 - Vak«t'. Feel • 64 i 6 " I Tillubanuh .. 

I Billas Slngn and} I J2 - -
i uthers.. - Delta. 'Respts. Vakeel'. Fees • 6-& :i 3 7:1 13 6 

149 13 3 
:= 

Appj!al : Appeal: 
Institution Fee 60 - - For Con of} 2 Stamps • 3 8 Dec_a .. - -.. -
Vakeel'. Fees · 6" 5 6 . 

i4 13 6 
117 13 6 . 
267 10 9 

fiG Thal.oordoss and} PHI's Appts. 
OnginalP roceedlDgs : Original ~inga I 

ptbl'fII" .. Rs.l,441. 5. under a Insutution Fee 50 - - Stamp' .. .. 23 - - 366 6 3 Es pu1&. 

tI DOl}d. Staml"' .. .. 16 8 - Tulubaouh I .. 5 - -
Lel..ra J and others, Defts Respta. Tulub:llluh - - 12 - Vakeel'. Fees .. 72 - 9 . Vakeel', Feea 72 9 .. -, JOO - 9 

139 4 9 

_\ppeal : Appeal: 
Insbtution Fee 50 - - Stamps .. - 2 - -
Stamps • .. 3 - -
Vakeel's Fees .. 71 - 9 102 - 9 I 

125 - 9 
• I , 

264 56 
I 



CO,MMITIEE ON THE GOVERNlJENT OF INDIAN TERRITORIES. 

Apenndix B.-ApPEAlS from Principal Sudder Ameens to Judge, from 1,000 Rupees to 5,000 Rupees-contmued. 
---.------------------------.---------------.---~.L-------------_r------------~----._------~--------__ 

No. NAlIES OF PARTIES. CLAUL 
Total Whether tned 

Costs incurred by Plambf£. Costs lneurred by Defuudant. Costs or 
Swt. 

on 
its Ments or 

Ex parte. 

---\-----------------~----r----------------I------------I---------------I------~-------

67 Imam All Khan. 11. Mussumat 
NUleeboo~ 

es Nu.sseerooddeeaAh-} FIJI's. A ts 
mud and otbers • pp • 

11. 
Koodrutalee .. PrinCipal Deft. 

fi9 Beha~oor SIngh 
11 

Guuga Ram -

- Deft. Appt. 

- Plff. Respt. 

'0 SWI& Ahmu4 11. TuEuzal Hossem -

FOR REAL PROPERTY: 

For rent-Free land and 
gardens; value or 
land acconUng to 
J 8 tames Its aDDI181 
produce. and the 
gardens at their va­
lue. R&4,7J7. U. 

For possessJon or Ze­
meendarne land. as­
RSSed at R& 1.359. 
4. 2. per annUID. 

For possession or Ze· 
meendan'le land, as­
sessed at R& 1.410 
per annum. 

For p<lS!'eSSlon or rent­
free land and rights 
Mosaror Durga. va­
llied altogether at 
R& 2,7S1. 12. 

R& L po 
Stamps • • 159 8 -
Tulubanuh • "2 4 -
Vakeel's Fees - 235 14 _ 

Original ProceedlDgs· 
Instltutlon Fee 50 _ _ 
Stamps - - 39 - -
Tulubanuh • 3 S -
Vakeel's F_ - 67 15 3 

]60 7 3 -----------

R& L p. R& L po 
Stamps - - 9 8 - 643 - - On ita merits. 
Val.eel's Fees - 235 1-l -

Origmal Proceedmgs • 

Stamp. - - 37 4 - 505 1-& 6 On its merits. 
Vakeel's Fees - 61 15 3 

)05 3 3 

Appeal· Appeal: 
InstItution ree 50 - _I Stamps - -]5 - -
Stamps - - 8 8 - Valeel's Fees - J 10 _ -
Tulubanuh - 1 12 - I 
Val.eel'lI FePII - _5_5 ___ -_-_1 ~...:.. 

115 4 - I 230 :; 3 

275 11 3 I 

-----i 
Origmal ProceedlDgs ~ I Ongmal Proceedmgs: 

Stamps - - 24 8 -I Jnstltution Fee 50 - - 414, 8 - On Its Dlent& 
Tulubannh - I S - Stamps - - 28 _ _ 
Vakeel's Fees - 70 8 - I Tulubanuh - 3 12 -

----I Vahel's Fees - 70 8 -
96 8 -

Appeal 
Institution Fee £10 _ -
Stamps - - 3 8 -
Valeel's Fees - 54 _ -

107 8 -

204 - -

152 4 -

Appeal· 

Stamps - - 3 - -
Tu/ubanuh _ I " -
Vakeel's Fees - 54 - -

58 4 -

210 8 -

Stamps - - 119 .- - _ 
Tulubanuh - 9 12 -
Valeel's Fees· 137 S 9 

I 
_ 266 4 91 Ex parte. 

--------

'1 
Onglnal ProeeedlDgs : Ongmal Proeeedmgs : 

Futteh Shah Khan} De!t& Appts. For possessIon of Ze- Stamps - - 31 8 - InstitutIon Fee 50 .. _ 366 12 - Ex parte. 
and others - meendarnelands,as- Vakeel's Fees - 57 8 - Stamps _ _ 34 __ 

I!. sessed at R& ].150 ----I Tulubanuh _ 8 _ _ 
Bb:e:ing~ an~} Plft's. Respts. per annwn. 89 - - Vakeel's Fees _ 57 8 _ 

Koorban Hossem 
11. 

GuJruroonDlssa 

(20. App.) 

- Deft. Appt. 

- Pllt Respt. 

For ,ossession or Ze­
meendarrle land, as­
sessed st Rs.l.235. 4. 
per annUID. 

Appeal: 
Instat"tlon Fee SO - -
Stamps - -]0 8 -
Tulubanuh - - " -
Vakecl's Fees - 57 8 -

llS 4 -

207 4 -

149 8 -

Appeal. 

For Copy Of} ]0 
Dect810a ~ - -

--------
159 8 -

OrlglDal Proceedmgs: Orlpnal Proceedmgs. 
Stamps - - 29 - - Instltutlon Fee 50 - - 363 8 - Ex puie. 
Tulubanuh - - 4 - Stamps - - 36 - -
Vakeel's Fees - 61]2 - Tulubailuh - - 12 -

- __ -; Vakeel's Fees • 6) 12 -
91 - -
== 

Appral : 
Instltutlon Fee 50 - -
Stamps - - 7 S -
Tulubanuh - - 8 -
Valeel' .. Fees - 61 - -

Jl9 - -

210 - -

4Q3 

APpeall:48 8~-
For CoPy of} 5..­

DecISIon • 
=--
153 8 -

~ 



678 APPENDIX TO MiNUTES OV EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 

ApPENDIX' J1.--contlflued. 

No.1. 

STATEMENT, showing COs'l' of LlTIG£TION in a Regular Buit (i. t. exceeding 6,000 Rupee.), '" 

N.B.-TL. YlJUm betweeD Pareu&hu" 

bpen_ 01 SUit ill the Court 
Amount 

t-----,------r----~---------Number 

of 

Cue 

NAMES OF J'ARTIES TO ,UIT of 

ClaIm 

Dete"ptlon 

or 
lutatulion Other 

8wt Tulllan .. 

I FH 8~~ 

--__ ~---------------------~-----~-----~--~--_+------l·------
41 or 1850. " { 

Dalbee 8angh 

BDJroo SIngh 

_{ Ho?o"haa Mull -
1150H8S0 

Tarnee Chom -

, 

105 orlM4 
• { Bhow:nee Penhad and another· 

Abad AlII Khan and another • 

206 of 1M!) 

17 of 1841 

500flM7 

{ 
Moos.1. Zamub Begnm 

• MOo.!'t. Begoma Behee 

.{ Moh~ HIllSon and anolber 

Ahomudoolla and olbera -

• { BUlte: Smgh and other. • 

Ram Chorn and othen -

{ 

Hubeeboollah • 
57otl850 - II 

D~wll!t Ram • 

K,.hon Sabal 

30oUM9 .{ Sooro':a Moll 

193 or 184$ 
.{ Sbeobll~ock Slogh 

Bamee Penhad • 

{ 

Ramrottun - - - _ 
IMo'lM~ - " 

BlISaI 810gb and another -

{ 

Ponoa Loll 
110 on84S· fl. 

SheIkh Mehdee and anolher 

{ 
Isree Penhad Naraan S.Dgh 

980flMil .' " Koons Beh...... - • 

• 

• 

• Deft. App&. 

- Pur RaPs. 

a.. .. p 

- , 7,(lf;1 8 .. 

- J 
.. - - . 136 .. -{Lfn:b;"~::~ - - . 

oflnhentanc;J (250 - -) (11 -. -) (I • -) (au II _) 
~25O~-_---_-r--a~-_~_-+~.---.-_~f~~---I,--_~ 

- plJf Appl. -} 7,6Gl • II {L.~d"":::IC!:rr '50 - - '6 - - 'I' - 301 I • 
• Detl. Jlt>.pl. _ dlbonal Deed • - • (68 I _ (I II -) (301' G) 

ors.le. - I--:---.r-__ --+--.....;~+...;..--~ 
250 - - u,. - •• - 60a 1 _ 

• Defla. Appta. 

- Pl1f&. R •• pla } 
10,892 .. _ {;;.~~~n;,pa::}' ... . 16. - - III - 39t - -

dempllon • (350 - - (46' -) (I II.) (391 - -) 
1--350---_--_4--.-,-_--_~~~I-I--.. ~~~~-------.. ~ 

- Deft Appl. • } 
13,627 7 1 

- PIJf Reapl. - {L.~:.;m~~b~· - . ... - ,. - flO II -
orlnhentaoc; J (3&0 • -) (20& 8 -J (,'8 -) (411 Ja -) 

~~-4~---+~---~I----·---
3&0 - - 274 _ - 18 I, - 1311 7 • 

- pllT •• Appta • 

• J>efla. Req>1,I. } { 

•• POllealonorr 250 - - 711 - _ 'I I - 14. I J 
9,964 12. an Botate ander 

mulo.1 AgTee- • • _ (167 I _) (I 41 -) (2,1f1 _ _) 

ment • • I-=---r-~~--:--:---+----' 
250 - - 241 II -I U • - I,MI2 I • I 

• I - 7 I - 777 7 • • PItTa. Appta • \ {" For 1'...-, 700 __ 
l" lIon and De- ~ 

• J?ena Reap" J 47.746 - - ~~~abu~ o~J 1-:.~---_.~-(_1&~-:__--)1_._:_-.--.+(-3,-10!I-1-3--' 
700-- _1- 71- 8,1874' 

• Deft. Appt • } 
10.066 10 6 

- plJf Rel}lt. • 
Cllhbl on BoDd { 

••• 498-

(350 - -) (4' I -) (10 4 -) 

6.2 - .111 I ., 

(aLI II 6): 

350 -. fit _ _ I. -- 10111 - I 

i 

- DeR.Appt • } 6,649 I a {-ClaJmOnAC-{' • - It - 4.-
_ P1Jf Reapl. • count Boob· (250 _ _) (48 8 _ (21 _ -) 

2M - -I 
(2M • -) 1 

- Deft. Appt. • } 
6,783 12 -

- P1Jf Reapt. -

- PUt Appt. - } 
6,335 I I 

- Dena. R ... pta. 

~ - - 101 - - _ I - 678 ... _ I 

.1- - • 1 •• - - .28131-) 

{M~rt~::'&!:l (2.'10 _ _ (23'.) (I 4 _) (281.-) 

I---·----~----~-------+---------250-- 26-- I'· 6781-1 

26 ... 

C4 8 -

4 ... 

(' 7 6) 

t56 12 -I 
(51' • -) {

--ClaIm onAc- f ISO - .. 
count Books '1. . . 

l-------~-----~~----~---------~ 250-- atl- 71t., 77"-

- PIJf Appt. • } r-- C'-am. -1 ~1_250_-_" . __ G _'_--21
1
-11 

.' -.1 &,788 I 6 t~o-:)-
- Dena. Reopts. Mom..... ~J - (3' 

WlI2' 
(:1'$ J2 2) .... 10 - • II 4 -

• Deft.Appt. - } 14,967 10 9 {~C.!i:"'=} - . _ .. '1- -
_ plJf Reaps. _ IlleDI • • (350 - - (16 8 -) (6 2 -) (<<9. 6) 

~i~350--------·~~1-6--.----·~~,~~~--;--~~~.~.-1 



COMMITTEE ON THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIAN TERRITORIES. 

ApPENDIX B.-continued. 

No.1. 

? from its Institution to Its TerminatIon, in the Appellate Court (Sudde'f Dewanny Adawlut). 

denote Respondents' Expenses. 

of Fmt Instanoe. 

t Diet of 
Witnesses 

II1ld 
Ameen.· 

TOTAL. 
Institution 

Fee 

EJ[penses of BOlt In Appellate Court 
AGGBBGATS 

of the 

Tulbana. TOTAL 
Wukeels' Two TOTAL 

!~_:ees.'" p-I R. • p ~ ., 
- - • 291 6 7 902 6 '1 

• .. • (1111 \I -) - - - (2 - -). - • (291 5 '1) (293 5 '1) (904 9 7) 
I~~~-~~~·I-~--{--------f-=~t~f~~~-~ ____ ~~I 

• - - 970" - 260 - - 4 - - 1- . . 582 11 2 836~1l' 2 1,806 15 2 

Other 

Stamps ,Fees COLUMNS 

R. a p. 

250 - -

Rs a. p 
2 - _ 

Rs a.p Rs. a p 
543 5 '1 

60~66 260-­

(371 11 6) - - • 

8 - _ 

(2 _ -) -

- 301 3 7 559 3 71 
- (301 3 7) (303 ~ 

974 2 - 260 - - 10 - - - • - 602 7 2 862 7 2 

.. 
1,161 10 1 

(674 15 I) Both partie. belDg present 

1,836 9 a 

�------~-----·I-----+_----~----~----_r------·r_------I 
6 - - 441 II - 350 - - 26 - - • - • 433 14 91 809 14 9 1,251 2 9 

(32 - -) (828" -) - - - (30 _ -) - - - (433 14 9) (463 14 9) (1,292 2 9) 
-------------4-----~-,~--~--~---------I---------':-----------l~------------1 38 - - 1,2698- 350 - - 56 - - - - - 86713611,273136 2,54356 

:: ; ~ ,:::: =, -'" _ - ~ -" ~ --: : : _ "'~. ~ -"'~' ~ I :.::~, 
---------~------~~---------I----------~-----------I 

16 6 - 1,493 9 - 1-350 __ -_--+_1_0_-_-...,_. ___ -__ -;.-_40_1_1_4_9+_7_6_1_1_4_9 .... 1. __ 2_,25_5_7_9.., 

679 

2 3 - 717 6 3 250 - - 6 - - 349 - -

- - (2,412 11 -) - - • - • 

605 __ 1 
-' . 

1,322 6 

(2,412 11 { 
N B --The costs of Wukeels' fees lD tills esse, on the 

Respondents' Side, atlse from each Respondenl havlDg 
answered separately 

DlSposed of lD appeal Without Respondents being sum­
moned 2 3 - 3,130 I 3 250 - - 6 - - - 349 - • 605 _ - 3,735 1 

: : : =,:: -:-: ~ iJ: : +:-: ~ ~~-: ~ ,=:: ~, J r=~";.=~~~~ 
I:: ,: ;, -"" -- ~ ,: = ~'fl.: : :, I::: : :L: : :, 1 

34 2 6 1,195 13 6 250 - - 8 - - ~. 614 13 4 872 I

J
3 .2,068 10 10 1 

27 9 6 

(6 9 -) 

- _ - 342 - - 250 _ -I 8 - - - - - 285 - -I 543 - - 885 - - I 

(~8 -) (627 - -) - ..:... -1 (14 - -) - -, - (285 - -), (299 - -) (926 - .). fBoth parties befog present. 

228- 969-- 250--122-. - - - 570--1842-.-11,811--. 

53'1 10 9 I 82" i l' rB~ldeS the Appellant, there were, In the orIginal smt, follr 
- - - ,287 11 - 250 - - 2 - - - - - 285 10 9 9 11- other Defendants, who have not appealed,aud whose ex-
_ _ : ~r;s6 15 .) _ _ _ (2 __ ) -' • - (285 10 9) (287 10 9) (854 9 9) ~:~:'8v~~ ;: ti7cfl~urt baYe not been IDcorporated 

_ - • 854 10 - 250 - _I ,,- - . - . 571 5 6 825 5 6 1,679 15 6 

_17 .2 --I' 554 3 - ~O - - J-. ---256 11 - 61011 - 1,064 14 -1 {N B-The costs of Wokeels' fee. lD tlu. case, on the Respondents' Side, an .. (rom each Respondent bavlDg 
(521 '1 6) - - - -. - • • • - (521 7 6) answered separately 

1~1-7-2---1:" -1-,07-5-10-6--1'-25-0-_-.-1

1 
,,_ - ------_----I--21-56--:U---I-~51~O-:i~ 1,5S6 5 6 

-------~------~------~--------+----------b_--------~ 
• _ _ 528 8 3 50 - - 2 _ _ - - - 54 3 5 106 3 5> 634 U 8 {The Appellant bas appealed only respeeling a portion of 

I hiS otlgmal claim, which bad beeo d,smlssed by the 
• _ _ (269 4 3) _ - - - _ •• - -. - - • - - (269" 3) Lower Court. 

1------1-..:...--....:..-1-----1---------1---------1-':":"'"":"-:--1--:-:-::--::--::-1--::::-:::-::--1 Disposed of ID appeal Without Respondpnts bemg sum-_ _ . 797 12 6 liO - - 2 _ - - • - 54 3 li 106 3 5 903 15 11 > moned 

1-----:----tl-----~~~~--_+--~'I~--~1 
-~-• 450.- _. 80S - - 802 - - I}ThlscasewasdeCldedexparte,alSOlnCourtofFlrstlR-

• - (821 15 6) J stanee (821 15 6) • - - -. - • - - - -
I~------I------ -------·I---------II--__ ~~-:-~ 

821 15 6 350 - - 2. - 1- . - 4M -. 802 - - 1,623 lli 6 _ _ w _ 

350 - - 2 -

(20. App.) 



680 APPENDIX TO l\ILNtiTES OF EVIDESCE T.\KEY BEFORE SELECT 

A PPENDlX B.-coDtlnueil. 

No.2. 

STATEMENT, . showing COST of LITIG.lTIOK in a Case of SPECUL AppuL, from its Institution in Court 

Number 

of 

Case 

N."MES OF I'ARTIE!I. 

Amount 

of 

Claun. 

Dflerlption 

of 
Other 

8_ ... 

{ 
Sbunkar RaJ and olben -

780fl8S0 " 
KoolIJ Bebaree and othen 

{ 

Dya Gunelb and othen -
104 orl850 " 

MUD - • • .. 

{ 

Unroodb SlOgb 
184otJ844 II. 

RaJa Dumllf SIngh 

{ 

BukaboD. - • -
8500850 II 

8yud Ebhee Bokah Khan 

f Soomalr SlOgh -
!IS of 1850 \. " 

-'Joodoea Penhad • 

f Aloop Rae and othen -
107011830\ " 

l Snkha.ut Alb and othen 

f Bhl8$Ul SlOgh • 
3Tofl848 l " 

Jowahlr Mall - • . . 
f BtkunnBJeet -

151 of 1848 " 
\. ;fb"mun 810gh 

f Ebhee Dukah • 
l~ot 1847 \. ... 

Mr. French -

r Hoonnul Khan and olhen 
6of18S0 l " 

ROltay Khan and another 

r J okboo Loll - • -
ll100847, " 

l Ktaha Koomar and othen 

f RIlm RuUun 810gb and another 
lC8 011847 \ " 

l Sbeil,h Sadlk AlII - - -

• Della. App'" 

• PI1&. Reapts. 

SUIL Taiban&. 

, po.gtng from _ • -, • _ 4.. _ I I - - .._ 

f 39 - - ~ tbe Collect .... 

Tn.u.. 

........ . . .. 
II • -

R .. a. p I' Ra. .. Po as. .. p Ra. .. Po !, Ra. ..... fa. Po 

r;f i.andb;"~':} 
lrate Reeorda 4-- - •• "-11-- ••• tbe Naill" of '-____ 1-___ .: ___ _ 
De~~n~ - ,- --------,----.... ~ 

·1 10 • - I 4 - - I - • - ! 4 - - II.t .. 

• Deftl. Appll. } r:, -al'=I':,';} - • - 6 I - - 1" I I - I.. _ • 10 • 

• pur nelpl. 30 - - lk:~,':.":'::= 1_::'_-_-_:---:':-::-:---_;_--:4:-:1~._I-I-I--__1I_---1-a---,.-1-0-1-0-'-1 

• PUtAppL • 

• Deft. Relpl • 

1-"1 fl-lll- 1-- 111-\ 

}700 __ lb;n!:to:::;:::{ _12 : -. ::: 1-- 33 - _ ., --as __ 

., I _ 

lOS 

• ~3~a'-_--_~r-7~-----;--·-----_--~1--70 ..... -----+-n-------~-IU-------~ 

• 1'111' Appt .} 2fl __ J:f·"p='~;l 
• Deft Raspt • l:;:;!'!Id'Ir".. _ J -

2 - - • 66-

I I -

J • • 

J I • . - -
.u . 
6 , • 

.. Deft Appt. • } 
aao • " • I'lff Relpt. • 

~----4~------:~--~------+-----~------~ 1--1- .. - 71. 110 • 1-- '6 I • 

r:, -R~'b:"r.a,o:l - - -~O I - I - _ 

lzellleend-
Estate. "nder J 32 - - II - - ... - 1&... - • • GIS ... 
Deed .UaI.. --- ---:---:.~---+---_;_:_ ____ -f 

1& • - .. --
32 - - 33. -, 4 - - j aa - - • • • lot • _ 

• Den. Appts. } {;f i.!~:} - . -. . "I ~ II - -:-~m~l. - -i • 11 .. 
_ PilI .. Relpt.. 100 - - d~:::::o!Set: 8 - - - • _ 110 _ ~ _ _ _\ 1& 10 .. 

• - - - • -1---;&-:-' 10 - - :--:-:-1 II • .. 

- Del"l.Appl • } {- - ClaIm on{. • • - • _-1.4 • _ II'" • • • SO _ • 
230 15 6 RooqoaorNole , 

- PUt Reapt. • of Hand. • 16 - - - - 16 11 6 II." \- - • "4, 
16 - - I- . • i 31 a 6 , 21 • • .. 

- Deft. Appl .} {. • .II J 
82 10 _ CI&lm on Bond _ • 

'. PUt Respt • • • -

- - - •• / 4 I _ !. 
- - I 10 _ I 4 • • I- . . .. II • 

• • t .. 

--------~--------------~ 8 - - I ... - I I 10 - I • a II ,- - • I .t II • 

• Deft. Appt. • } {o _ Cl.lm for f· • • - - .1- - ·1 t I .-
• put Reapt. 42 I 3 Land Renl -\. 4 _ _ • • _! _ 8 _ I I I t 

t I • 

• • • 
~--------------- I 4--1' _.; - ... ; •• s,- .. 

_ Plffs. Appts • } ~ {1-16-_-_ ... 1~_-._-.-""I1-,-.,---:-1-. -I-_-"~_ • -10-1'-..... 
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ApPENDIX B.-contmued. 

No.2. 

,. of Original Jurisdiction to FlOal Termination in Special Appellate Court (Sudder Dewanny Adawlut). 
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ApPENDIX C. 

PAPER re{eJTed to in the Evidence of H. LUSBINGTON, Esq., 
26th ApriI1853, Quest. 4612. p.527. 

NOTES ON TRIAL BY JURY. 

FOURTEEN years have elapsed sInce RegulatIon VI. of 1832 was promulgated, a period 
sufficIently extended to give that enactment a fair trial. 

lt was declared at the time (Secretary to Government, J odicial Department, to Register 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, 16th October 1832) to be an experImental measure, and the 
hope was expressed, that " by means of It, mformatlon mignt be ehclted to enable the 
Government to Judge of the practIcability and expediency of introducmg throughout the 
countly an efficient system of trIal by Jury." 

The Government ('annot have lost 81gbt of this very important subject, and they are 
doubtless in possessIOn of fullmformation; nevertheless, the experience of 20 years, a sin­
cere mterest ID the welfare of the native commumty, and the deSire to be in some degree 
instrumental in confernng upon them the blessings of our noble institution, have encouraged 
me to record the following obServatIons on the expediency and practicability of extending and 
improvmg the proviSIOns of RegulatIon VI. of 1832, and of fixing the mode of procedure 
under that law. 

The Idea of settling any disputed .point by the II verdict,.. or declared opInIOn, of their 
" equals" or brethrEn, has ever been familIar to the natives of India. The F,puJarity and 
extensive use of tbe punchayet in past times are points upon which no two oplDions are now 
held; ., Punjmen Purmeshur," was a J.>roverb before the KlDgS of DeJhie granted to 
Englishmen the Dewanee of Bengal; It IS so stIll; and If we were to carry our inqUiries 
no furtber than IDtO the pnvate hl~tory of our domestic attendants, we should Jearn WIth 
surprise how constantly and how serIOusly their perl'lOflS and property are affected by the 
decision of punchayets, and we might conclude, from their silent acquiescence, that the 
presence of the Detty was stIll acknowledged.-

No officer of Government can have fatled to ob~e"e how frequently the name of 
" punchayet" occurs 10 all Judicial proceedlDgs. The party whose interest it IS to quote 
the deCISIon of the arb,trators may not be able to prove It so circumstantially aa might be 
required to render It evidel~ce in a court of justice; but the mstances in which the pun­
chayets are alluded to m the pleadings, are lDnumerable, and rarely are they fO alluded to 
Without thelr havmg had eXIstence. 

Still more frequent have been the opportunities of obse"mg the extensive use of 
punchayets possessed by the late settlement officers. From my own experience, I can safely 
say, that, except in the uncultivated parts of the country, I tlCarcely ever investigated any 
purely village question, whJch had not, at sometIme or other, been brought before a 
puncbayet. The heads of villages, and of larger dlVlsJOns, have not now the local influence 
whICh tbeyexercised under the native government, and to this may ID lome measure be 
attributed thE' disobedience of the losing party to the deCision of the arbitrators of the 
prebent day. Section 3, Regulation VI. of 1~13, than which no law has been enacted more 
('on sonant With the habIts, or more suitable to the character of the people, was _ell 
calculated to remedy this eVIl, though its prOVISions have become of less moment slDce the 
completion of the settlements. 

Yet the weight which attaches to the decisions of punchayets, not only amonglt tbem­
selves, lrut even when brought before our CIvil and criminal courts, is as great as Iftbey had 
emanated from any regularly conslttuted tnbunal; indeed I question whether any Judge 
would interfere WIth the findJDg of a punchayet upon a matter of fact (which is the point 
now) If he were satisfied tbat the members, having been appointed With the consent of the 
parties, had held sittmgs, and come to a determination. I will here mention very shortly 
only two instances which have partIcularly struck me, one pf which passed before me 
officially. 

In tne Sudder Dewanny Adawlut of the Presidency, the claim of a woman to property, 
which had devolved on her at the death of her parents, was dismissed, because a pun.cbayet 
had before deCided that she had forfeited her claim by her profligate conduct. [,see Select 
Report, Sudder Dewanny AdawIut, vol. 2, page 257.] 

A woman was unfaithful to her husband; a pnnchayet excommunicated him; and he, JD 

consequence of the excommunication, not of the infideLty, murdered his Wife, and Wat 
sentenced to perpetual imprisonment. This is nOl a happy instance of the value or 
punchayets; but at present our concern is with th~ir power. The punchayet here alladed 
to caused the death of the woman, and indirectly saved the man from capital sentence'. 

I shall 
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I shall In another place record the result of my per&onal experience as to the general 
4' fitness of natives of the middle classes for the office of Juror, and of the accuracy of their 

verdicts. As members of a punchayet, their competency has never been questioned amongst 
themselves, neither need we trouble ourselves to doubt it; and m regard to accuracy, bad 
they been often wrong, the people would have ceased to recogmse the divmny of tbeir 
deCISIons. 

ThiS accuracy has no doubt been obtained m a very great degree by the operatIOn of a 
prinCiple once admItted In Engh~h law; VIZ., that private knowledge of facts had as much 
right to sway the Judgment of a Jury, as tbe-evidence delIvered -in court. The native 
arbitrators "ere generally perspns taken from the neighbourhood (de vzcineto), and might 
bave brought m a verdict whether proof was produced by either party or not. Could we 
secUle the services of such persons on Juries, we should doubtless denve full advantage 
from theIr localmformatlon, except m partIcular cases, where their respect for caste or other 
prejudices interfered with the Integnty of' their Judgment; but, under the present system, 
no persons would be avaIlable for Junes except those who reSided near the Sunder statIon,. 
and these would not possess any of that " prIvate knowledge of the facts" whIch I beheve 
to have contrIbuted largely to the character of mfillhbllity enjoyed by Indian punchayetsr 
Nevertheless there is much left of which we ou~bt to avaIl ourselves; and we may relin .. 
qUlsh Without regret any benefit supposed to be derivable from prIvately mformed junes, 
when we remember that relIance on them IS by many persons conSIdered dangerous. 

Let it not be supposed that I reason under the mtluence of any supposed analogy between 
Enghmd and India; there cannot be a prmclple less fitted to gUIde our Judgment In the 
affairS of this country; but If there be resemblance in any two of theIl' mstltutlOns, It IS 

between the JUry of England and the punchayet of IndIa, a resemblance whIch wIll be 
much stlonger, if, in makmg the comparisoll, we tak~ the former as they were In the days 
of the Plantagenets; both wul then partake of the character of compurgators, and I deSire 
to mterfere no more With the pure natIve punchayet than IS necessary to deprive It of this 
character. The natives, who find the facts, '"hould be neither compurgators, members of a 
pnnchayet, nor assessors, but essentially Jurymen. 

The dIfference between a JUry who possess a private kno~ledge of facts. and a Jury who 
form theIr opimon upon the eVIdence submItted to them, IS so great, that some persons have 
denied that any parallel at all could be drawn between them; and they beheve that when 
punchayets, under the name of Junes, cease to have a knowledge of facts, their deCIsions 
wIll be no better than those ofa EUlopean Judge. I differ entirely from those who entertain 
thIS opmlOn. The possessIOn of pnvate informatIOn may be destrable, espeCIally In India; but 
even If they do not possess thiS advantage, the natives are more able than ourselves to weigh 
the eVIdence of theIr own countrymen, and to estimate the value of cIrcumstantIal proof. 
The~r lOtlmate acquaIntance WIth the mnumelable and peculiar customs of the people, and of 
the agricultural populatIon m particular, enables them to detect a falsehood when a Euro­
pean would have no idea of It, and to sugg;sst questions whICh would nevel' occur to a 
stranger. I am wntUIg here not what I thmk, but what I have wItnessed repeatedly; and 
I cannot too strongly deprecate the opmlOn that respectable natives. WIthout pnvate know­
ledge, are not better able to ascertam facts than the European Judges themselves. 

However highly esteemed and valued by the people of England tnal by Jury may be,. 
trial by punchayet is more valuable to the people of IndIa. Many EnglIshmen have held 
that tnal by Jury was useful only ID times of difficulty and danger, and that It was precIous 
rather as a political than as a Judlclalmstltutlon. They have more confidence 10 the Judgment 
of one roan of talent, educatIOn, mtegnty and expenence, than they have in the impresSion 
produced by eVidence upon 12 ordmary men; and, except m tImes of publIc eXCitement, they 
had rather be hied without a Jury than WIth one. I do not depreCiate the ments of the 
Company's Judges if I say that such extreme confidence can never be JustIfiably placed in 
them. They ale too Widely separated from the natives by language, relsglon, habits of 
life, and modes of thmking, to deserve the unbounded trust placed by EnglIshmen In their 
own Judges. There would seem to be solne natural impediment to the amalgamatIon of the 
two races. In what country would men pass the whole of theIr lives amongst mtelligent 
'natives Without associating With them bey-ond a formal al!d occasIOnal VISit, and thiS, too, 
when they are demed all other society? In what other country would they, for 20 or 30 
years, incessantly use the language of the natives, and yet rarely be able to express them­
selves 10 It With tolerable accuracy 1 In what other country would men be engaged from 
youth to age in fiscal and jUdICIal dutIes, Without at the last underst,mdlOg the allUSIOns to 
hiS habIts, prej.udlces and superstItions made by every peasant who stands before them! 
Doubtless there are many exceptIOns, many officers whose acquirements are far superior to 
the average here descnbed; but. generally speaking, the picture IS not over-drawn; and It 
cannot be supposed that such Judges are as competent to decide upon fdCts as a body of 
moderately intelligent natIves, who are thoroughly conversant With the pecuharitIes of the 
various castes and classes which _nhablt thi~ country. One of the best Judges of the native 
character who ever rose to dJstmctIOn ID India (SIr Thomas Munro), has left It as his 
opIDlon, that '. untIl the use of the ~unchayet in crimmal cases was adopted, facts would never 
be so well found as they mIght be. ' 

If the members of a Jury were so dishonest as some people suppose, prisoners would ere­
quentlv object to the mdlV1dual~ who compose It; they would ,e challenge:" ana. It IS to be 
remembered, that m many cases the prosecutors ID India would be just a<l lIkely to bnbe or' 
influence as the prisoners j yet in no one lDstance have l ever heard objectIOns urged 
'to the individuals who composed a jury, though I have invariably inv!ted them. Avall. 

(20. App.) 4 R 2 , ahle 
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aole jurymen are often much sought for, and if the occupation were profitable in any way • 
the people would not be so reluctant to attend.· 

They are hard to convipce, I think; but.1 have a better oplQion of tbelr ability and in­
tegrity than that which IS entertained by many. 

The high opmion of the decIsIons of Europeans entertained by the natives, allowing it 
to be as sincere as we all readily admit it to be, arises from their confidence in our disin­
terestedness and our mtegrlty, not from any idea of our superfur penetration and acumen; 
and we see every day how contentedly tht'y submit to injustice If they are satisfied that 
palOS have been taken to ascertam the trutb., Th,s may satisfy them: It ought not to satisfy 
us; and if by thE" introductIon of trial by Jury, under certalll modifications, we can Inter­
weave the local knowledge of the punchayet "ith the laborIOUS integrity of the Europt:an 
Judcre, and thus attam to a nearer approximation to the truth. we shall have taken one 
great step towards the improvement of the condition of the natives, and .. hall be entitled to 
the gratitude of thE: most endunn~ people upon earth. 

We hav~ moreover mtroduced some change into the spirit and principles with which 
natives formerly prosecuted mqlllrles, and the mn'lvatlOn has not unfrequently been produc­
tive of wrong. Ollr lespect for an oath has led us to attach the utmost importance to direct 
evidence; and until we are startled from our credulity by equally direct eVidence on the other 
side, we refuse to allow ourselves to be (as we should say) unduly inBuenced by clrcum­
stanct's and ImpresslOlls. The natives of India do not abhor perjury as we do, and It may 
be questIOned whcthcl' the enactments regal ding the admimsterang of oaths have not agl1'ra­
vated the evil. Dllect eVidence thus becomes of less value, and we CJ.n supply the defi­
ciency only by avaIlmg ourselves of the services of those who are able to dra" their conclu­
SIons from other sources. 

BeSIdes the advantages to aU concernrd in court, some collateral benefit may be antici­
pated from the consideratIOn which Jurors will receive from thE-ir own countrymen; some 
moral effect may he hoped fOl' from the nature of the duties upon which they wIll be engaged; 
the trust 1 cposed in them wIll have a tendency to raise their natIOnal character, and to create 
in theIr minds an mterest 10 the gener,,1 welfare of the people. The Judge would learn from 
them, and they would learn from the Judge, and both parties would profit by the association. 

I feel, whilst I write this, the reception which it Will receive from many persons neither 
defiCIent in judgment, nor careless ot the well-being of the natives. They w1l1 abruptly 
reject the Idea of all these consequences, flowing from the mere attendance of R half-wllImg 
bunneeah, or an illIterate zumendal', and will condemn u premature, Ifnot viSionary, any 
efforts to raIse their character, by gIving them so mmute a share m the mternal adminiS­
tratIOn of the country. It is mdeed to be feared that the natives wIll not at lirst appreciate 
the boon which it is proposed to offer them; that the plisoner Will not on all occasions be 
very !SoliCitous whethel' he is tried by a Judge or by a Jury; and that the juroft themselves 
wdi at first attend unwIllingly. We ou~ht not for such reasons to re~lgn in despair the task 
of Improving their moral conditIOn. The resourtes of the native romd, like the resources <If 
their countl'y, reqUIre to be developed; there are hIdden treasures in both: and the apathy 
and selfishness which seem to be wrapped round the hearts of the Hindostanies, are not 
more unpromising than the dry grclS!! and barren rocks which conceal the locahty of a I;old 
mIne. All expcnments which have hitherto been made by employing the natives in officefJ 
of trust and impol tance have been successful. These persons, It is true, have been the most 
in~hly educated and most mtelhgent; but we begin at the wrong end If we strIVe to raise 
those only who have already succeeded in raising themselves. Let us now try the classes a 
few degrees below them, and let us hope that we shall not only find them as competent to the 
duties aS51gned them as our Prmclpal Sudder Ameens and deputy collectors have proved 
themselves in theIr spheres, but that they will ultimately set a due value upon the trust whicb 
has been reposed 111 them. and become a\\are that they have taken the first step towards 
govel mng themselves. The improvement of a people is not the work of a day. The nature of 
the bunneeah or zeme.endar will not be altered by the passing of a Jaw. It is enough that 
the operatIOn of that law should be acknowledged to have a beneficial tendency; and we 
need not fear that any peculiarity in the phYSical or mental constttution of the native of India 
should permanently bhnd hIm to the merits of an mstltution which, after the expenence or 
centurit.s, Europe ha~ pronounced to be good. 

Are we, then, to introduce the system entire, or must we stIll be contented with an approxi­
matIOn 1 My opimon is, that we should confine the trial by JUry to criminal cases. Com­
,pulsory attendance will at first be felt as a hardfohlp. and WIll create feelmgs hosble to the 
glOwth of those sentiments which we are anxious to foster. If we require that all civil suits 
shall be tried with the assistance of a jury, the number of pt'l'sons summoned Will be very 
great, and the inconvelllence will be propol tionate. Every Moonslff must have a jury; and 
unless hiS court could be itinerant, it would be scarcely practicable to suppJy him without 

subjectjng 

.. Note.-" easf'S have occurred, no doubt, in which jurors have not been inftueneed; but _here thn 
tlunk the prlSOner guilty, they often shrink from the oruum of an honest verdict, if he be & man of any mark 
and position. Beyond the walls of the court-house no recompense for this ()(ilum awaita the~ as in Eog1and9 

in the shape ofpuhltc applause; neither dOt'S a ~ishonest findmg subject them to even the feeblest visitation 
of publIc censure. It must very often have happened, too, that they have not 'been bribed only because the 
result of the trial does not rest with them.-

"(signed) D. lV. Dun.-
Such IS the opmion of one by no means incompetent to judge. All he uya it tru.e, to a eertain extent; 

and I insert the note because I am seeking for truth, not advl.lf8ting any partlcular measure. 

, 
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-subjecting the people to intolerable Inconvenience. I speak comparatively when I say that Appendix C. 
1\loonslffs do not urgently require the assistance of Juries, except 10 particular cases, whIlst 
Europe~n J ud~es aT? now Judges of Appeal almost excluSIvely, and juries aTe rarely required 
In the ~:hsposal of thIS class of cases. 

I merely touch upon this part of the subject, although it deserves serious consideration, 
if It be delermmed to mtroduce trial by Jury mto civil as well as crimmal courts. For the 
present, however, the difficulty of procurmg Jurymen for all the MoonsIffs' cutcherries, the 
magnitude of the advance made by introducmg the system even lOto our crimlOal courts, 
and the caution which is necessary m applymg European prlOciples to the go\>ernment of 
IndIa, have satisfied me that it will be Wiser, first, to mtroduce the system there, where It IS 
most wanted, and mObt hkely to be valued: I shall not be sony to find that, 10 the opmion 
of those With whom the decision rests, the mtroducbon of the entire system IS safe and prac­
ttcable; but my own impression is, that It should be conbned as yet to the crlmmal courts. 
Regulation VI. of1832 might remam as It stands now; and all Civil SUits, the deCISion of 
which called for the assistance of natlves, might Fobll be disposed of according to the pro­
VISIons of that enactment. 

Before we proceed to the detailed arrangements whICh WllJ be necessary 10 carrymg out Experience. 
the plan (and those WIll be numerous a.nd troublesome), It IS proper to conSIder how far the 
work1Og of the experimental law loVarrants the extension of the prmclple upon which It was 
framed. . 

Upon tIns point my informatIon IS, of course, totaily deficient; for, in the Isolated position 
occupIed by most functlOnarles,1O thiS country, they have httle opportumty of profiting by 
the experience of each other. lhe Sudder COUlt Will gather 10 tIllS mformation from the 
several dIstricts, and the result of the experIence of many will deCIde those questions upon 
wfuch the opmlOn of one can be of little value. 

Yet 'I have not been engaged 10 JudICial duties for SIX years Without haVing gamed some 
personal acquamtance With the subject, and to no one pOint 10 the CIVIl or cnminal adm1Ois­
trattoll of the COl.lDtly has my attention been turned WIth gleater mterest and constancy than 
to the working of Regulation VI. of 1832. 

The first question naturally IS, whethf'r Juries have hitherto found the facts as correctly as 
the European Judges, aided by the law officers, could have done. Noone can directly 
answer this questIOn. The officers who report upon the subject Will gIve theIr own Optlllon, 
and the merit of those opmions must rest entirely upon the general character for ability, 
Judgment and lIberahty of sentiment of those woo mamtam them. Even then conclUSIOns 
must be drawn With mfinite caution; fOl it IS in human nature to prefer our own vIew of a 
case; and where a difference of opmJon has occurrE'd between a Judge and the Jury, It IS not 
improbable that the former Will attrIbute It to the lDcapaclty of the latter, rather than to 
any el ror of hiS own. It IS waste of time to speculate upon that which cannot be usefully 
discussed Without eummIng the returns from the sevelal zlllahs, and pel usmg the reports 
which it is assumed, wIll be requtred from the Judges whenever the questlou comes under 
consideration. 

My ownopimon is ID favour of their decisions. I have never tried a criminal ca!l.e WIthout 
a jury: At Goruckpore, Ally-Gurk, Saharumpoor, Futtehpoor, and l\lorddabad, Juries have 
mvauably attended, and the mstances in which I have set aside the verdict have been 
-exceedingly rare. In some cases I do not df'oy that difference of OPIllH)D has eXisted; but 
unless the grounds of my opmlOn were sufficiently strong to warrant the settmg aside of 
theirs,. It may be allowed to he at least doubtful WillCh of the two was right. I have never 
observed any arbitrary character 10 their verdlctc;; and in the comelsation~ whIch I have not 
thouo-ht it Jrregu}dr to hold WIth them after the case was finally disposed of, I have Inva­
rIably found that they had paid attentIon to the proceedmgs, and \lere able to give a 
plaUSible, Ifnot a satlFtfactory reason for any opmlon which they may have entertained, and 
"which, perhaps, to me had appeared unacrountable. 

To assume that JUlIes were wrong because they differed With the J lldge, would be to assume 
that they were useless, except as a political institution. 

Certainly, I have fancied on several OCC1.Slons that the Jurors were anxious to discover 
.. what my own opimon was; I may be doing them lDJustlce, but It IS not SUI prising that men~ 

unaccustomed to the performance of JudIcIal functions. should look anxiously for the support 
of their superjofR, and, not havmg yet grcl'>ped the Idea of mdependence, should meet their 
countrymen out of COUlt with more pnde and !'leU-satisfactIOn when theIr verdict h,ld been 
upheld, than they would have done had it been taCitly condemned. I see nothing very 
alarming in this; and, moreover, it would cease the moment theIr decisions were invested 
With legal force. It IS much more astonisllllig that we should have been able to get respect­
..able persons to attend to the ploceedmgs, and to give in any verdict at all, when they k.now 
that their labour may be rendered supelfIuolIs, and almost ridiculous, by the SIlent neglect 
of the opmion delIvered mto court by them. It IS sufficient. to dishearten the most zealous, 
nnd that their aid had been sohcited as a favour, and then rejected as good for nothmg; 
and I confidently expect, that whenever the veldict IS pot liable to be set aSide summarIly, tbe 
natives wlll gIve their attendance WIth much' greatel alacrity, and that they will apply them-
selves to the discovery of the truth with enern, cheerfulness and persevelance. . 

It has heen said that integrity'is not to be expected from tlJat class of natives from which 
the Jurors must be drawn, exposed as they Will be to every species of persuaSIOn, and 
If:empted to fOI get their honesty m the dlschal'ge of irresponsIble duties. Upon thl~ much­
..dh.cussed question I shall here simply state thq result; of my own observatIons, leavmg It to 
others to determine how far the general moral character of the natives entitles them to the 

• ,pllVlleges whIch It IS propcsed to confer upon them. 
(20. App.) 4 R 3 The 
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The cases wlUlIn my own knowledge in which any opportunity has been afforded) for 
tam~erlDg with a jury must have been very few indeed, arid those cases were weU known to 
the European functionaries, who were, therefore, on their guard to prevent collUSIOn.. Few 
prIsoners have the means of bnblOg; and an cases where reh~i~n or rela.tionship might be 
supposed to have an anfluence, authonty supplied the check which must hereafter be souO"bt 
for in that Improvement an the character of the people which the exercise of ('onatituLlo~al 
privileges Will tend to produce. As far as my own experience goes, I 8Ce no reason to 
expect more tban occasional evil from want of integrity, and that only at fint. It hu been 
urged that the natives of thiS country are unfit for witnesses, and that those who are unfit 
for witoesses, are unfit for Jurors. I doubt whether this deserves grave refutation; one con­
slderatlOn alOlJe seems to me to destroy all analogy, namely, that all cluse» of the natives 
are not equally unfit for WItnesses, and the average of Jurymen will be drawn Crom a class 
supenor to tbdt from whIch the average of witnesses are now drawn. Besides tillS, the \\it­
nesses In all CIVIl. and an most crIminal cases, are partIsans; and If proper precaullons are 
taken, it would be impossible to mfluence the jury, because no one would know \that parti­
cular mdivuluals would be impanneled. I find no fault, general1y speaking, wltb the 
eVIdence of any traveller, or the like, to an affray, though the eVidence an such cases 18 pro. 
verblally unworthy of credit; and I thmk, upon the whole, that we may calculate upon tbe 
same degree of mtegnty IQ Jurymen as we now find tn a dismterested witness of the same 
class; and, lastly, experience. the safest guide of all, has convmced me of the fact, that wit­
nesses are not to be trusted, and that jurymen are. Hardly a single case has come before 
me m which the veracity of some of the witnesseR has not heen Impugned, yet I have neyer 
heard any serious charge agamst the mtegflty of a JUry: whether thIS arIse. from the caulJes 
hmted at 10 a 110te to a formrr passage, or from causes more honourable to the natives, ia not 
of so much Importance as It may at first appear to be. If by any means we can keep out 
dlsbonesty, we shall have gamed our end, and secured the services of nallves in " finding 
facts." The natives of the east, as well as those of the west, can affect a virtue when they 
have It not; and one of the best ways of mducing men to act virtuously, II to give them 
credIt for vatues whICh they never possessed. If I were not afraid of wanderlllg too fiLr 
from my subject, I should here expatiate upon the assumed. virtue of the natives. It Will 
startle an European moralist to hear it asserted, that manr of our ablest and most opriaht 
natIVe functIonaries enJoy the credIt of havmg assumed IOtegrity; the idea, however, :nd 
the practIce, are both perfectly familiar to the natives. They may adopt honesty very much 
an opPOSItion to thell' natural lDchnabons; but If they persevere m adherence to the rules of 
the order to which they have attached themselves, the result is integrity, and our end is 
galDed. 

The magistrates, I fear, will not be unanimous in favour of juries, and if they were con. 
sulted, 1 should not be surpflsed to find some dlstmgUlshed names amongst those who are 
hostile to the measure. In cases commItted by themselves, tbey have occasionally suspected 
the honesty of a verdict for acqUittal; and though all my inqutnes have failed ID ascertain. 
109 that those suspiCIOns were well founded, the mere fact of the IT rc>taming the impression 
prevents my burrymg to a conclUSIon. On the other hanel, the case before the SessIOns 
Judge IS very often entirely different from the case which appeared before the magistrate, 
and unless the latter went through 'all the proceedings held in the trial, he could scarcely be 
competent to Jud~e of the propriety of the verdi('t. Magls~rates must also be suppOsed to 
have some httle biaS m cases committed to the seSSIOns, whIch tbey themselves have already 
exammed, and upon wh1ch they have already formally declared their opinion. 

Jurols attend reluctantly, but their objectIons are not Insuperable. I have become 
acquamted With several very mtelhgent and well-informed natives who bad neyer been in the 
habit of vIsIting Europeans, and who came to see me, at my IOvitatlOn, to explain privately 
the grounds upon which they prayed to be excused. The number of Lhose who insisted 
upon the prlVllege of exemption "has been small-so smalJ as never materiaIJy to interfere 
~ith my p~oceedmgs; but If the utmost cautIon had not be.en used ID gral'!tmg the indul· 
gence, as It was termed, and every effort made to attach dIsgrace to mabIllty to sit as a 
juror, I should more than once have been reduced to difficulty. When once assembJed, 
they are for the most part attentive and cheerful; and I have been forcibly struck by the 
rapid chan2;e of demeanor whIch often occllrs in the JuroN as soon as the case is opened. 
The ail- of Ignorance, helplessness and immobility JS laid aside, and m its place _appear an 
acuteness and an mterest in the case which surpassed all my expectatIons. The maO'ic 
change, however. is not to be effected without an effort; they must be courteously trea~d, 
encouraged, perhaps even humoured, ele the wand of Comus ceases to move over them. 

It is, I thmk, an some offiCial paper at Suharunpoor, that I found the assertion, that no 
difficulty had been expenenced In procurmgjurors. Wben I went t~ere, I found conSider­
able difficulty j and It would be worth while to mqulfe by what means this disinclination had 
been overcome in the different zillahs. It JS always easy to compel the attendance of 
vaketls and mookhtars, and there are always a few persons hanging about the cutchemes, 
who may be pressed into the service; but such attendance as this affords no criterion of the 
faCility of' procurmg voluntary assistance; nor could we with safety draw any concJusion~ 
from tbe proceedlDgs of such Ill-constituted bodie,. 

The Hmdoos appear, generally speaking, to take a smaller share in tIle investigation than 
the Mahomedans. These latter ordmanly take the lead, put questions to the witnesses, and 
probably dictate. if permitted, "hen they retlre to consult u~n tbe Yerdlct. This might be 
expected from the characters of the two people, and from the Telative pohtical posItion in 
whIch they h3.1e for centunes b~en placed. 

Nothing 
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N otbing of thIS difference is, however, dIscernible amongst the more hIghly educated 
classes, and It is fauly presumable that it w1l1 cease to be apparent amongst those to whom 
my remarks apply, so soon as they shall find themselves pubbcly,treated wIth the same 
deference, and equally consulted 10 the adOlimstranon of Justlce. 

The number of Jurors whIch r have usually employed IS five; I should have preferred a 
larger number, but content~d myself WIth these, for obvious reasons. One of the five was 
required to be famIliar WIth the PersIan character,. capable of expressmg clearly In writlOg 
the opinion of the jury, and of referrlOg to the record should it be deemed necessary to do 
so. TbIS' foreman has been genera)] y one of the vakeel<; of the court, aU of whom acted III 
that capacity in rotatIon, and who, whether able or unable to conduct-cml SUIts, have almo!'t 
without exception proved themselves perfectly competent to the dIscharge of thIs particular 
duty. ThIs practice of Invariably employmg an ex-officio foreman IS, of course, only tolerated, 
and must be dlscontlOued whenever hi~ servIces can be safely dIspensed wIth; but my obJect 
here is rather to show how l brought the law mto operatIOn, than to suggest new provIsIons; 
that WIll come under our consIderatIOn m another place. 

The remaining four jurors wele drawn from respectable resIdents, zemmdars, mehaJuns 
and shopkeepers, not from the mookhtars of the cutcheffles. The same mdivldual never 
appeared often enough for me to recogmze hIm; few, therefore, could be familiar WIth the 
duty about to be assIgned to them; yet they never seemed Irrecoverably confused, or 
behaved m an uubecom1Og manner. OccaSionally, on seelDg a Juryman take hiS seat, 
whose appearance bespoke him more than usnally Ignorant of the ways of the court, I have 
inqmred of him whether he understood the nature of the duty he was called upou to per­
form, and the answer has always been gIven me 10 the word II punchayet ;" the mhabltants 
of cItIes would perhaps use the WOld "assessors," but the Village zemlOdars, the peasants, 
speak of the" punchayet." 

The JUry, thus constituted, were dIrected to find u general verdict, If possIble; If not, a 
specIal verdIct was never refused, prOVIded )t was dlstmct and precise; and, perhaps, con .. 
sideling the Irregular manner 10 which offences are sometImes named 10 the calendar, as 
also the errors of translation which sometimes occur 10 recordmg the deSCrIptIOn of offence 
in the native languages, It would be as well to encourage special verdicts· the nabves under­
stand them better, and It then remams With the Judge to determme whether the particular 
acts of whIch the prIsoner has been found guIlty, constItute the crime of whICh he has been 
accused. 

No mvariable rule was observed 10 regard to the duratIon of the attendance of each Jury; 
Oll thIS point I was gUIded by circumstances; but after recelYlng theIr verdIct upon one 
trIal, I rarely experIenced any dIfficulty III persuadmg them to remain for the others. They 
had overcome theIr dIssatisfactIOn at bemg taken away from theIr busmess or amusements; 
they were pOSSIbly gratlfied by the courtesy WIth whICh they were scrupulously treated; 
they had dIscovered that no more was reqUIred of them than they felt themselves compe­
tent to perform; and they generallya!1:reed to my proposal that they should SIt upon another 
trial, With an alacflty altoJ?:ether mconslstent WIth theIr preVIOUS reluctance. 

They are apt to regard themselves rather In the hght of assistant Judges than Jurymen, 
whIch tends to raIse the1r Ideas of the duty whIch they have to perform; and thIS theIr 
view of the subject has been encouraged both hV their remimscences of the punchayet and 
by the different methods 10 whICh Regulation VI. of 1832 has been blOUght mto operatIon; 
some Judges, avaIlmg themselves of the assIstance ot' "assessors," and others employlDg 
4' JurIes." No harm has been done by theIr entertammg a high Idea of the dutIes of Jury­
men; for If their vamty IS gratIfied, they wIll the more readily consent to some tnflmg incon­
vemence. PlOposmg to confine the tnal by Jury to crlmmal cases for the present, I should 
recommend the disuse of assessors; the dIfference wIll not be great, and amongst the Jury­
men we shaH frequently find one or more capable of affordmg all the assistance which could 
be derIved from regularly appomted assessors. 

Tnal by jury in IndIa IS, upon the whole, favourable to the prisoner. That it should be 
so under the present system, is not to be wondered at; fOl though a Judge would WIllingly 
exercise the dIscretion reposed m hIm by clause 5, sectIOn 3, Regulation VI. of 1832, when 
hIS own opinion was in favour of the innocence of the plisoner, he would not so readIly set 
aside the acquittal by a Jury, and pass sentence upon one whom they had declared not 
guilty. This must, In the long-run, operate In favour of prIsoners. I am inclined, moreover, 
to think that, even if the ~cision of Jurors becomes tinal, the pnsoner will still have a better 
chance of escape than If he were tned without one. 

It WIll take more proof to carry' COnv)ctlOn to a Jury than to a magistrate or a Judge; 
such, at least, is the mference whieh I am disposed to draw from experIence. They would 
refuse to believe that certain characters could commIt certam acts; they would -attach 
greater weIght to that whIch mIght be expected to occur, and less to that which was sworn 
to have occurred; they would not unfrequently act rather as compurgators than as Jurors, 
and would bring in a verdict of not guilty against the eVIdence, because they could take 
thel! oaths that the prisoner was incapable of the act of whIch he was accused. ~ut these, 
agam, are 'the very occaSIons on which we hope to denve advantage from tbel~ supe~JOr 
practIcal mformatIon; and It does not follow that the gUIlty has escaped WIth llupumty, 
because the jury acquits a man whom the Judge would have condemned. 

Then dIsregard of confession has, howel'er, attracted my attentIOn, and suggested serious 
reflectIOns. We are apt to regard delIberate confession before the magis~t~ as p~sltIve 
proof, and we are satIsfied with inqumng whether the party confessing was. In possessIOn ~f 
his senses at the time, and whether persuasion or menace was employed In procm:n~ hIS 

(20. App.) 4 R 4 , admISSIons. 
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admissions. Th? natives of India thmk dliferently, and receive "'It~ extreme ca.utlOla eH~1) 
declaratlon inJunous to the party makmg It. Now, as a great portion of the pnsoners sen­
tenced in this country are convicted upon their own confeSSion, there is some ground for 
apprehension that when verdicts become. final, the guilty will escape oftener than they do 
now. 

It is tl ue that their distrust of confession has appeared to me extreme; but we must not 
make the mIstake of assummg that they are wrong; this is not "the place for discussinlo! the 
pomt; but, 10 defence of the opinions of those "hose coudltion I dt'slre to improve, I trust 
I shall be excused for quoting' a slOgle sentence flom the Commentaries on the 14:}\\S of 
Ene:land :-

'I'hey {confessions) ,. are the weakest and most suspicious of all testimony, ever liable to 
be obtamed by artIfice, false hopes, promise of favour, and menaces, seldom remembered 
accurately, or reported with due preCision, and lDcapable, in their nature, of being dlspro\ed 
by other negative evidence." 

Some of these objections do not apply in full force to the formally-recorded confessions of 
IndJa, whilst others apply shU more forCIbly. Tbe sentence deserves the attention of aU 
Euro:{>ean criminal authorities 10 India; the natives already recognize the truths wlllch it 
contams. 

It has been observed to me, that all these objections apply to Thannab confessions, not to 
confeSSIOns made before the magistrate: they will apply' 1ess to the latter than to the 
former; hut " artifice, false hopes and promises:' will easdy pelSuade a pnsoner tc> adhere 
at the Sudder stabon to any statement which he has made in the Mornssll; "menaces," of 
course, would have lost thelr power m a great measure. 

The personal experience of anyone indIVIdual upon such points as these, is insufficient to 
conduct even himself to a definite conclusion. Before any ster.s are taken, the opinions of 
all the MofussJl JudiCial officers would be called for, and unbl they are received It will be 
unsafe to answer the questIOn proposed some time back, namely, 'f \Vhether the wOlklOg of 
the expeumental law warranted the extensIOn of the principle upon which it WIlS framed." 
The followmg observatIons refer to by felr the most difficult part of the subject, the prnctlca­
bIhty of extendmg that prmclple. 

The importance and vallety of the numerous 9uestions which immediately suggest them­
selves, tbe knowledge of English law and Indian custom pecessary to entitle anyone to 
form an opinion upon them, and tbe sense whICh I entertain of my own insufficielJcy, ha,e 
almost warned me from entenn~ upon thE' subject i but a beginning must be had some­
where. and fancy indulges the VISion, that, in recordmg these obse"ations, whatever theIr 
intrImnc value may be, 1 am, perhaps, taklOg tbe first step towards the Introduction of all 
improvement 111to the JudiCial admlDlstration of the country. . 

The first question, accordmg to natural order, IS, for what cases ere Juries required, or, in 
other words. what cases shall be tned wltb, and what ,'uthout them? 

1 propose that all trials 10 the Sessions Court, and all tnals l)efore a magIstrate, in wllleh 
he can legally pass a sentence beyond the limits prescribed by sectIon 10, Regulation IX. 
of 1807, shaH be tried With the aseistance ofaJury. I see no better diviSion than tllle;; It 
IS simple, and eaSily understood. To extend the new mode of tnal over all cast's m the 
magIstrate's cutchery would Impede the transaction of busmeslI, and require too large a. 
supply of Jurors; and, on the other hand, tbe magistrate could not consistently eXl.'rCISc the 
functIOns of a cllwinal Judge <-onferred upon him by Regulation XII. of 1818, VIII. of 
1828, and the like, without juries, whilst tbe seSSlOIlS Judge was obliged by law to employ 
them upon all occasions. Some inconl'enience might be felt in the magistrate's court; rct, 
" let It be agam remembered," says the author already quoted, " that delays, and little 
inconveniences In the form of Justice, are the price which aU free nations must pay for thdr 
lIberty in mOle substantial matters/' We have not to deal with a free nation; but we are 
endeavourmg to treat tbem as if thev were flee, and II we are conquering them into the 
enjoyment of true lIberty, by insenSibly putting them upon tbe same footIng and makmg 
them fellow citizens with ourselves." 

Supposing it to have been deCided wlJat cases are to be submitted to a jury, "e are to 
inqulle how that Jury jc; to be composed. All persons residing witbm the jurisdiction of the 
Court mIght be declared liable to be summoned to sit on the JUry, excepting the (ollow&n~ 
.classes :-

1st. Persons of infamous character. 
2d. Persons of weak mtellect. 
ad. Persons of Jow caste. 
4th. Paupers, or persons not possessing Rs. 
5th. Pt'Tsons ignorant of·the anguage 10 which 

conducted. 
6th. Persons above 70 years of agp. 
7th. Persons under 21 'years of agr. 
8th. Members of the CIVIl ServIce. 
9tb. Military men. 

10th. Persons specmllyexempted. 

per mensem, or its equivalent. 
the proceeoings of the Court are­

I 

And all persons, with the exception of the first seven c1a~ses above enumerated, shall be 
capable of SItting on Juries, whethel' residmg within the jurisdiction of the Court or not. 

On the first introduction of any new system. it would be desirabJe to encumber it as little 
as pOSSible with details, and to leave it simple and comoreht'nsive. If we were to attempl 
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to determine those circumstancee which constitute " mfamy," or to enumerate the caste& AppendiJ: C. 
which are to be deemed" low," or to specify the parties to whom" exemptIOns" ought to be 
granted, we should involve ourselves in a complicatE!.d mass of details; we should Incur the 
risk of making mistakes, and we mIght find that we had applied to the whole country pro-
VIsions which were apphcable only to particular parts of it. Much would stdl be left to the dls-
eretion of the executive authorities;. but 1 he Sudder Court would issue such mstructlons as they 
thol1~ht calculated to carry out the objects of the enactment, and every order passed mIght 
remam subject to the usual course of appeal. WIth such checks, It is reasonable to beheve 
that no great inconvemence would be felt from the generdl terms of any rules which It mIght 
be thought necessary to prescribe, nor are we to forget that trIal by Jury has aheady been 
practically introduced, to a very great extent, without any rules at all. 

It will be very difficult to supply tbe ma~istrate with proper Juries, and it would be well 
if they could be dispensed with altogether in those Courts. I have already stated why this 
cannot be as regards those cases in which magistrates are crtmmal Judges, and Juries must, 
therefore, be provided for them. ~o long as the present excellent system obtains of trymg a 
case the moment It is ready for deciSion, I do not see how it IS pOSSible to prevent the duty 
of sitting upon JurIes falling more heaVIly upon those"who rt'side in the viciruty of the Courts, 
than upon those who reside at a dh,tance. If jurors are to be brought III from all parts of 
the distrtct alike, nothing less than a Jury in constant attendance would meet the demands 
of the magistrate; for hIS cases are required to be taken up immediately, and there would be 
no time for Jurors to come III from the Mofussil Either the cases must wait, or the Jurors 
must be kept ready. In this difficulty, no better alternatIve presents Itself than to allow the 
magistrate to summon hIS own Junes from the neighbourhood of the place in wInch he IS 

holding his cutchery. This IS what would take place if no rules were laid down upon the 
subject, and If the authority who acted as sheriff was left to procure th~ attendance of a cer­
tain number of respectable men, as In England. The consequence, mdeed, would be, that 
the same indlVlduals would be repeatedly Impanneled, tharl whIch nothmg can be more 
objectionable, except the alternative already proposed. 

For tbe court of the sessions Judge juries mIght be summoned from any part of the 
distnct, as in England; I believe they are summoned from any part of the country; all 
that would be necessary is, that the sessions should be held periodically. A certain number 
of lC good men, and true," might be required to attend on the 1st of every month, and to 
remam in attendance unbl all the cases m the calendar had been disposed of. At present 
trials are held as soon as the at! endance of the prosecutor and witnesses can be procUl ed by 
the magistrate; then they would all be brought on at the begmnmg of each month. 
• The inconvenience to individuals would be much felt and more complained of; but it would 
occur very seldom, and It is, after aU, no more than every person is hable to agamst whom 
his neighbour has cause of dIssatisfaction, or whose evidence IS reqUired by lttigants in "any 
of our courts. The travelling expenses and .subsistence might be allowed if demanded, but 
I de) not think It would be necessary or wise to grant any further remunelatton. 

In preparing the "panel," the magistrate of the district should perform the functions of 
a sheriff, and the writ of venire facias would be represented by a general precept to procure 
the attendance of a jury on the day fixed for holdmg the next ensuing sessions. 

The eq.ualization of the burtheu of attendance, by summonmg the jurors from all parts of 
the distrIct, involves the abandonment of a posItton to whICh great importance has been 
attached by all the natives with whom I have conversed, namely, that the Jurors should be 
kept in ignorance Qf the cases whIch were to come before them up to the Jast moment. 
The time of summoning the Jury thus becomes a subject of conSideratIOn: in England it 
seems to have been thought deSIrable that the names of the Jurors should be given to the 
partIes 10 civil SUItS, and to the prisoners in some cases,1O order that they mIght be "ready 
With their challenges;" but ill India the fear is, that the Jurols would be tamperf'd with If 
theIr names were known for any space of timE' before the tnal. The Jurors who have Stlt with 
me have rarely known that they were to Sit at all unttl the morDlng of the tnal; their dls­
iQ...terestedness is thus secured; but great apprehenSIons have frequently been expressed to 
DIe, by the natIves themselves, that the same degree of integnty could not be expected if 
the Jury were allowed time to become acquainted WIth the cases out of COUlt. For this 
there IS no remedy, unless the sessions Junes are collected, as at present; and as it has 
already been proposed to collect the magistrates' jurIes, we are placed between the horns 
of a dIlemma; either we lay the wbole burthen of attendance upon those who reside in 
the vicinity of the Sudder statIon, for 'the sake of secunng disinterelotedness, or we expose 
the jurors to the chance of bemg tampered with for the sake of ImposlDg an equal tax 
upon all. • 

Of the two alternatIves, I prefer the latter; there is somethmg anomalous. if lJot unJust~ 
in grallting to the inhabitants of a particular vicimty the privIlege, or in Imposing upon them 
the duty, of decidmg upon the offences of the rest of the district, and I beheve that means 
will be found of palhatmg the evil of exposmg Jurors to temptation. If the sessions are 
beld periodically, as suggested above, there would always be more than one case for trial. 
and the Judge might call on whIchever he pleased, dlsmlssmg that jury as soon as they had 
dehvered their verdict, and employmg another for the next case; or~ as in England, a 
much larger number might be impanneled than would be reqUIred to form one jury, and the 
names might be taken by chance; chaIlen§Cs. too, must. be allowed, of which 1 shall speak 
presently.. The danger may be lessened by these ~d similar means; but the time which 
elapses between the receipt of the sumlIlons by the juror alld the trial, should be made as 
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short as possIble. It IS to be hoped that In after years these precautions will be found M Sf ' 
superfluous. 

It will not perhaps be necessary to fix any exact number as the only one of which e JUry 
can be legally composed, A magtstrate's Jury mIght be less numerous than a Judge's, not 
only because his cases are more tnfimg, but ,because he IS supposed to reqUIre Junes oftener, 
and, under the view of the matter taken above, because the members, bemg ordmarlly 
summoned from the same neIghbourhood, each mdlvldual's turn will come round more 
rapIdly than If they were summoned from the dIstrict at large. No Jury, however, should 
consist of less than five or SIX, nor of more than 12 or 13, accordmg as odd or even 
numbers may be reqUIred, nor should any Jury be formed without a due proportion of 
Mahomedam, aud Hmdoos. 

The magIstrate bemg by law empowered to " cause attendance," there can be no fear ofa 
trial bemg stopped for want of a Jury; but as the process should ordmanly amount to no 
more than the service of a notice, pal ties neglectmg to attend, should be lIable to be fined. 
The fine should be reabzed by dlstramt only, and under no circumstances shou1d the 
defaulter be subjected to pelsonal ImprIsonment on account of non-attendance or non­
payment of the forfeit. Faither, to make thiS new duty fall as lightly as possible on the 
people, any pelson summoned may be declared at liberty to provIde a substitute, It restmg 
With the magistrate to detel mme whether the substItute be fit to SIt upon Jury or not. 

The pi IVI1ege of challengmg should be retamed, though not exactly as It eXIsts m England: 
as there are greater probabIhty of Jurors bemg prejudICed m IndIa than m England, so IS 

there the gleater necessIty for the preservatIOn of thIS safeguard, and It IS consonant With 
every prmClple of justIce that these Judges (for they are no less), should not be biassed 
agamst the pnsollPr. The magistrate wIll alt eady have too much power 10 preparmg the 
lists, and our lIttle intercourse WIth the natives Will Incapacitate us from detectmg the 
objections to any partIcular Juror as readdy as we might do In our own country. I hold It 
therefore highly expedient to extend to prlsonel s the right of challenging under certam 
modIficatIOn. 

The magIstrate, actmg as sherIff, must, In this country, and for the present, be assumed to 
be an " Ind1fferent person," and, therefore, challenges to the array need not be allowed. It 
WIll never occur to the natIves to demand such a pnlvilege, and they wIll deem every 
purpose answered If they are permitted to object to mdlVlduals. 

Challenges are of two kmcl.s-
1st. Peremptory challenges, 
2d. Challenges for cause 

The former of thiS should be allowed to the prIsoner only, and to what extent may be 
determined hereafter. The English law allows a great many challenges. and once allowed, 
stillmore; but no suell license wIll be reqUIred III IndIa, where a smgle peremptory chal­
lenge wIll be an extraordinary occurrence. To the numbel' of challenges for cause shown, 
there should be no hmlt of courSf', and the prIVIlege mIght be extended to the prosecutor, 
the magistrate or judge presidmg in the court In which the tnal was about to be held being 
authorized to deCIde finally upon the sufficiency of the causes assIgned, and either to direct 
the challenged Juror to take hiS seat, or to supply hiS place from the names remainlllg on 
the panel, or from elsewhere. The priVIlege of peremptory challenges might, perhaps, be 
confined to the court of the seS~lOns Judge I am afraId of Impedmg the necessanly rapId 
proceedmgs of a magl<;trate's court; and, had It been possible, theIr names should have been 
mentioned only as the parties to whom It IS proposed to cGnfide the duty of returmng the 
panel. They ale, however, so completely crinunal Judges III some cases) thdt It IS unavOld­
able to extend to them the rules enacted ful' othl'l' cllmmal courts. 

It has been my mvanable plactlCe of late yeals to inVite challenges from both parties. 
First, the Jurymen them"'elves are called upon to declare If they have any acquamtunce 01' 

conneXlOn of any kmd WIth the prIsoner. On lecelvmg an answer m the negative, the 
prosecutOi I" asked whether he objects to any of the JUl'Y; and, finally, the same question 
IS put to the pll.,oner. In no one Instance has either palty availed Itself of the oppor­
tumtyafforded. 

I do not tlunk tbat any oath 01' solemn affirmation would mfluence the members of a Jury. 
If they were base enough to betray the trust unposed on them, they ",ould not be deterred 
by a preliminary appeal to the Deity, and, thelefOle, it seems better to gIve III to the 
prejudIces oftho<;e natIves who object even to solemn declaratIOns, and to dispense With the 
ceremony altogether. 

The treatment of JUlOIS when selected and ready to enter upon theIr duties may seem a 
very minor pomt, but It IS not so ummporttmt as It sounds. Some rules are reqUIred as to 
the manner lU which they should be treated durmg the slttmg, by which umformlty of 
practIce would be ensured, and diSCUSSion antiCipated. They wtll of course be prov1ded 
with seats, and supplied WIth COPI€S of the calendar in the Persian and Nagree characters; 
and a memorandum should, fm some time to come: be placed In theIr hands, or read aloud 
to them, statmg not what then duty IS, for that they very well know, but In what manner 
they are to pel form It. To an Engbshman It may seem superfluous to tell a Juryman that 
he IS not to mterrupt the Counselor the Judge who IS examlDIDg a Witness, nor to express his' 
half-formed OpInIOn before the case IS ended, nor to leave his seat without cause, and the 
like; but the Ideas of the natIves are drawn from the.lr behaviour on punchayets, and there 
all these irregular practIces are common. Theil' feelings would be hurt by any abrupt prohi­
bItIOn conveyed to them In open court, and It IS but faIr to tell them beforehand what we 

reqUIre 
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r-eqUire of them. Besides, the object is to induce the natives to serve che~rfully upon Junes, Appendix C. 
, not to force them to do so, EnglIshmen grumble at bemg compelled to attend; but they 
und~stand theIr own importance when they are oncf' m the box, and they behave accord­
mgly. My own experIence leads me to beheve that the natlVes of India, If carefully 
managed, will beha\e precisely m the same way. 

Nothmg can be held to be of httle moment whIch conCNns the mutual behavIOur of Judge 
and Juries, otherwIse I should have passed over these, comparatIvely speakmg, mmor pomts. 
There IS, howeveI~ one conceSSIOn whIch I found myself oblIged to make unwlllmgly-I 
allude to the ]egular practIce of almost all Mahomedan Jurors to retIre, for the purpose of 
prayIng, wIthout any reference to the proceedmgs of the court. KnowlOg very well that 
slIghter causes had often persuaded them to postpone theIr ce1emomes, I was tempted to 
attnbute these ostentatIous devotIOns to some motIve other than pure plety; but so many 
objectIOns were made, that I gave up the pomt, and latterly have always allowed Jurors to 
retIre to say theIr prayers. 

Should the tnal extend beyond one day, the Jury must be pelmltted to separate, and to 
return on the followmg day, when the COUI t op"ens The objectIons to thiS are on the_ 
surface, and they apply more strongly m India than m England. There IS only one reason 
for allowmg the indulgellce, and that has already been repeatedly alluded to The duty 
must be made as easy and agreeable to the natIves as pOSSIble, and we must do all we can 
to wm them mto the, appreciatIOn of It. They would not readily admIt the necessIty of 
remammg together all mght; for, <;tJIl drawmg then Ideas of junes from then' own pun­
chayets, they would regard themselves as assessors or aSSIstant Judge", rather than as jurors; 
and yet It IS as JUlors only that theIr serVIces WIll he found so peculIarly valuable. 

FollOWIng the regular course of a tllal, we now come to t1le summmg up of the evidence 
by the Judge, If such a proceedmg be thought fittmg 01 practIcable. I do not Hunk that It 
ought to be attempted; and I speak WIth a full knowledge of the great att:unments of many 
of the Oompany's elVlI sel vants, when I expre8s my teals that the generality of the Judges 
would heSItate to charge a Jury In the Hmdoostanee language. It IS not an easy tlung fOl' 

any man tQ do well, whatever advantages he may have denved from educatIOn and example; 
and If attempted In the present state ot our knowled~e und practice, we should run the rIsk 
of doing more halm than good. I rarely attempt It, and when I do, my remarks do not 
constltute anythmg approachmg to a tt charge" ("hleh I conceIve to be a comprehenSive 
and argumentatIve abstract of the whole case, accompamed by the Judge's comments upon 
such parts as appeared to requIre them), but are confined to the few Isolated observations, 
the neceSSIty for makwg whICh has forced Itself upon me III the course of the trial. The 
most profound and most respectful attentIOn has ever been paId to me upon these occaSIOns, 
yet I aVOId them whenever I can; for I fear lest the Jury should avail themselves of the 
supposed opportulllty of dlscovermg my sentiments as to the gmlt or mnocence of the 
prisoner; and that should be carefully concealed from them until they become more accus­
tomed to the mdependent exelcise of theil own Judgment. 

Nevertheless it IS frequently vely neces"ary that observatIOns sllOuld be made to the Jury 
before they retIre to conSider theIr verdICt; and thIS will readIly be allowed, WIthout the 
productIOn of IDstances. The best way IS to make the observatIOn at the tune when the 
neceSSIty for It suggests Itself. The Jury WIll understand It much more easIly then than at 
any other tIme, and any httle error of lauguage Will be les'l likely to bear upon the verdIct 
than If It had been uttered Immedmtely before the Jury left the box 

Whatevel may have been the ongm of requIrIng unammous verdicts flom a Jury, It 18 

admItted that nothIng so contrary to reason could evel be the object of dIled enactment. 
It may have been necessary, out of a large number, to find 12 men who were satIsfied WIth 
the proof adduced before sentence could be passed, or ]t may have had Its nBe III the 12 
compurgators of the canon law, persons who swore that, from theIr knowledge of the 
pusonf'r's general character, they believed hIm to be Innocent, certall'lly thIS state of thmgs 
must have come about by slow degrees, and, monstrous as It sounds, might, hke many other 
obscure parts of our common law, become more mtellIglble If we knew Its history. No ages 
were ever so dalk as to demand dIrectly that 12 men, not agreemg m 0pullon, should be 
locked up, or fed on bread and water, tIll they dId agree. They mlght be compelled to gIve 
111 a unammous verdIct by some stdl shorter process, but beyond thIS they could not get 
WIthout a mIracle. The only method by ",hlCh the present system can be reconCIled WIth 
reason, IS by supposmg the law to mean that, unless the proof was so clear as to carry 
conVIctIon to the mmds of all the 12 men lmpanneled, a verdICt should be found for the 
prIsoner, an e~planatlOn ~hICh I belIeve to be unsupported b3 "ntten authontIes or by 
practIce. 

'\Vhat attf'ntlOll, then, 1& to be paId by the court to a unammoul'. verdIct, and what atten­
twn to verdicts In whlCh only a majorIty of the Jurors agree rl When I first conSIdered thiS 
subject, I entertaIned. the Idea that Unal1lillOUb verdIcts mIght be held to be final, bubse­
quent observatIOn has shaken that opmu)l1, and I confess I am now afraid to go so far. 
The le11.st that could be done IS to reqUIre that all cases IU whIch the Judge differs WIth 
a unammous Jury should be referred to the Nlzamut Adawlut, which, after all, IS merely 
placmg the Jury on the same footing, 10 regald to the weight to be attached to their opmloll, 
With the Mahomedan law officers wbo ubed to SIt on crlmll1al trIals I t WIll Increase the 
quantity of work m the superIor court, hut that IS foreIgn to the present question, and, 
moreover, there IS great necessity that thIS labour should he Imposed upon them, SInce, as 
the law now stands, the power of the Judge IS too great. Formerly, If the Mahomedan law 
ofucer and the Judge dlffeled, the case was necessanly refelff;!d to a hIgher tnbunal, but 
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now, if the jury unanimously disagree with the Judge, the laltet bas th& power to pau 
sentence accOl dlDg to his own indmduaJ opinion: Tbe only an8\ver to tbis is, tbat tbe" 
pnsoner can appeal, and if )t-wete as easy to make the appeal as to talk a~out it, the answer 
would be sufficient. • 

If it would not impose too mq~b additi?nal labour on the Judg~s of the Nizamut Adawlut, 
who certainly ough,t to ~ave :' time to thmk," I should ~lke to se~ t~os .. e cases ,also made 
referrible.to them In which the Mofuisil Judges dIffer wIth tbe maJontyof the JUfY. The 
Dumber of J!ases, to Judge by my own experience, wouM be very few, and they miaht be 
made stul fewer by authoritatively thdng the proportion which shall constitute ,uth legal 
nraJority. • . 

The Jast step in a trial Is the d~hvery of the verdict. On the conclusion of tbe trial, tlse 
Jury should retlle, as they do in En~land, and sbould not deliver tbeir indi1idual opinions 
at once, as they are sometimes permItted to do in this country. By gtving them an oppor­
tumty of discussing the matter amongst thetnselves. unanimity is frequently obtained j for 
any erroneous impreSSIon is by this means easIly removed from the mlDd of the dissenting 
party, or some poi at whIch had escaped. him is brought prominently forward·to his notic.-e. 
I fear that if called upon to debver their sentiments one by one, without relirinl;, the stcond 
speakeI' would on some occasions adopt the opinion of tbe first ipeaker, from tamldlty: from 
the fear of standing alone. Some of the H1Odoos would be peculiarly obnoxious to this 
'weakness, which would not affect them 10 the same degree were they seated in a room by 
themselves. As the practice now obtains, junes sometimes dehver their verdict by word or 
mouth; and sometImes 10 wnting. It will tend to prevent discussion at a moment when it 
would be very Ill-timed, If .they were required always to give in a written I?aper, more esp.,.. 
cially as the courts would sometimes be compelled to receive conflicting oplIDons, the 'Verbal 
delIvery of which would provoke conversatIon, and tempt the parties to support their 
op1Olons by argument, Such a proceeding might, of course, be stopped by a Judge, but it i. 
better to prevent than to check the indecorum. • 

Junes, as has been already obs~rve.d, sbould find a general ,verdict if possible, stating no 
mOle than that the accused was guilty or not guilty of the crime named in the calendar; 
and, m the event of theIr not belDg able to bring in such general :verdict, they should be 
permitted to find a speCial verdict, declaring the facts which had been proved, and leaving 
It to the Judge to declare what offence t~ese facts constituted, and what penalty the law 
attached to that offence. 

Some of the changes which have been suggested in the course of these notes, would 
reqUIre a new law to carry them into effect; and whenever the legislature may take the 
propriety of such an enactment IOto their consIderation, many subjects which have not heeD 
alluded to will demand their attentIOn; of thiS class is the responslbilitr of junes. 

The Judges in England were In the habit of interfering with the deCisions of juries up to .. 
a much later perIod than anyone would suppose who contemplates their present jnde­
J>endence. SIr WIlham Blackstone says, they were "lined, imprIsoned, or otherwise punisbed 
for findmg their verdict contrary to the direction of the Jud~e." E,en in India we have 
passed the penod when such contradictIon could be toleratecl, but still it may be necessary 
to establIsh some check to the dIshonest exercIse of their vast power, by the juries. There 
would be no occasIOn to provide for the setting aside of a false verdict by attaint, since the 
authonty of the Nlzamut Adawlut remains urumpaired, and is competent to remedy all such 
mishaps, as soon as they become known; but mdivldu;i1 members of the jury may be 
declared liable to be brought to tna} for wdfull,Y and knowingly giving in a wrong veroict, 
In conSIderation of some advantage. dilect or mdlrect, present or prospective, accruing to 
themselves. No one except the Government sbould be allowed to t>rosecute. No public 
officer should be competent to direct a prosecution in their name Wlthout the sanctIon or 
the Nlzamut Adawlut, and no trIal should be held elsewhere Of otherwise than in the 
sessIOns court before a 'specIaI Jury" 

There 1& a clase; of persons amenable to the criminal lawl enacted by the Government or 
IndIa, whose interests are deeply involved m any alteration which may be introduced into 
the present system. All Europeans not being BrItIsh subjects, all Americans and all East 
IndIans, are, by section 5, RegulatIOn VI. of 1832, liable to be tried by Regulation law, and 
would all frequently object to be tned by a jury of Mabomedans and Hindoos. Any enact-­
roent uncondItionally declanng that such persons should be tried by jury (:omposed o(per­
SOns not bemg Mahomedans and Hindoos would, in some districts, run the ris¥: of stopping 
the trial altogether; and I see no better alternative than"a proviso that in such cases the 
returDlng officer shall impannel as many jurors as possible of the same class with the pri .. 
soner, leavmg it, after all, optional with him wbetlier he will be tried by such jury as the 
district affords, that is, "by the .country," or by the Judge alone. The number of foreigners 
who would come before the courts is so exceedingly small, that rules FiO'ht be framed (or 
trying theIl\ at partlcular stations, where there 'Would be no diffic:uIty m forming an Euro­
pean Jury, and then it will be easier to legi~late for the single class of East Indians who 
would be left. Any such subdiviSIons are 10 themselves objectionable, and should be 
admitted only where the necessity is imperious. 
, The prOVIsions of Regulation VI. of 1832 have been very generally introduced into the 

N orth-Western Provinces. By a me,.morandum, for which I am indebted to the Pfe#!ent 
Register of the Sudd~r Court, I observe that, in 1843, out of about 1,500 trials, upward oC 
1,000 were held under Regulation VI., and, striking out the districts of Delhie, B!Dares, 
Saugor and Kumaon, it appears that of 1,099 eases,onl, 109 were tried without a jury. As 
thiS has been going on for 14 yeans (though, perhaps, not always to the same extent) the 
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Nizamut Adawlnt Dlust be in possession Qf data upon which to fOI1ll a judgment as to how 
far the Regulations ha!e stIpphed ~~e place of a climinal code. The instances 10 which they 
have been found wantmg will be IOdlcated by the number of cases referred to the Nlzamut 
Adawlut under t'!e proVISO contained In clause 1, section ,4, RegulatIOn VI. of 1832; and Jf 
it shall appear that no such s:ases have been referred, the mference wdl be, 'that, as far as the 
experiment has been tried, the Regulations do constitute a eriminal code, without there 
bemg any occasion to draw upon the Mahomedan law or the NJzamut Adawlut on account 
of cases not therein :provided for. • 

I have attempted In thIS paper to explain the grounds upon which I hold it desirable tl') 
introduce tnal by jury, ,,01' punchayet, more fully into the crlmmal courts of India. 1 have 
stated the result of my own experience of the wOlking of the experlmentlillaw paesed'14 
years ago; and I huve ventured to propose some of the arrangements and prOVISions which 
Will be .necessary whenever it may be determined to extend the prmciple of that law, or even 
to fix t.he mode of proceedmg under the law as it now stands. 

At one time I contemplated drafting a Re~lation on the subject of these noif's, and sub­
mlttmg it to tbe Nizamut Adawlut under Regulat}on XX. of 1793; but the number, dIfficulty 
and variety 6f the subjects Involved, deterred me from expressmg myself in the categorical 
langUllge suitable to a legal enactment. A perusal. of the mmutes recorded previous to the 
promplgation of Regulation VI. of 1832, an etaminatlon of the retums made during the 
last 14 years to the Nizamut Adawlut, or a knowledge of the results of the l'Xperience of 
ot~ers, mIght change my opinions \1pon anyone of the points whIch have been noticed. I by 
no means imagine that the Vlew which I have taken must necessarily be sound, or that the 
opimons which I have expressed must necessarily be adhered to when their fallacy shall be 
made apparent. 

Futtehpore, 1844. 
(signed) H. L~SHINGTON, 

Off' Sessions J urlge. 
(Tnie copy) 

G. F. EDHONSTONE, 
RegIster. 

AGREEABLY to the instructions conveyed to me In question No. 4612, I have perused the 
above notes, written nearly ten years ago in, India. The only opimon which I desire to 
modify IS that which implies that natives should afford their aiq on judicial tnals exclu­
sively as jurymen. The conviction that natives can find facts better than Europeans, a COR­

viction in no degree weakened by subsequent experience, was the prevailing idea in my mind, 
and may have led to my apparently undervaluing them as assessors. The knowledge, how­
ever, which enables a native to find a fact, IS precisely that which would make him useful 
as an assessor. 

Lbndon, H. LUSHIN~TON. 
6 May 1853. 
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