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PART VI· 

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT. 

~he. following Report of the Select Committee O? the Bill to ponsolidate and nmend the la.w relating 
to Crmunal Procedure was presented to the Counod of the Governor General of India for the purpose of 
making Laws and Hegulations on tho 18th .Februury 1898 :-

WE, the undersigned, 'Members of the S"'lect Committee to which t.he Bill to consolidate and nrnend 
the law relating to Criminal Procedure was referred, have considered the Bill and the papers noted in the 
list appended, and have now the honour to submit this our Report, with the Bill as amended by UH nuncxed 
thereto. 

2. All the amendments proposed by us are printed in nntique type. Of ~hese a !urge proportion nrc 
merely verbal and do not cull for explanation or comment. All the more important are detailed iu the 
following paragraphs of this R"port. 

3. Clmtse 4. 1Jeji11itio118.-We have omitted the proiY.>sed new definitions of" accused," " Court of 
.Session" and " trial ''. 

"Complair<.t.''-We have restored this definition to its origmal form, and nmendetl the definition of 
"offence" so as to make it cover acts on which proceedings under section 20 of the Cattle-trespass Act, 
1871, may be founded. 

"J11dicial proceedit~t('-We have n?-d~d the word.s ". o_n oath" in. this definition, booms;e the power to 
take evidence on oath IB the characte11stlc test of JlldJCml proceedmgs. We hnvo om1ttcd the new 
words providin"' for consequent proceedings which the Bill as introduced proposed to add to the dcfinit'on, 
as they appear ~ be too wide_. On the other hand, we ~ve altered the word." me~ns" at the com !lienee· 
ment of the definition into " mcludes " and have thus gwen the Courts a certmn lat1tnde of constructwu. 

"Pleader ."-At the suggestion of the Bengal Government we have restored the definition as it is in 
the Code.of 1882. 

4. Clau3e 9.-We have inserted here as in a more appropriate place sub· section (2) of clause 269 and 
.':;ub·seetion (9) of clause 193 of the Bill as introduced. 
· 5. Clouse 10.-In snb-~ection (2) we have altered the limit of time from three months to six 
months to meet a suggestion of the Bengal Government. 

6. oza118e 14.-We have added a provision to sub-section (.9) to enable Special Mal(istrates to be 
appointed for a term only. This will empower Local Governments to appoint Special Magistrates on 
probation and also to make appointments to meet temporary emergencies. 
· 7, oz0118e 17.-We have recast ~ub-section (4) so as to provide for u!gent nppl}~tions bein~ dit· 
posed of by th~ District. ~agi~trate m. the frequent case whr.re th!lre IS no Add1tional or Ass1etant 
Sessions Judge for the d1V1B10n 1n quest1on. 
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8 We ho.ve omitted clnuse 20 of the Bill ns .introclnced, on the roprescntntion of the B,omb
1 

ny 
' h · · ' b 1 d · 1 · ·cd V'f c have <ll'O >en Government: t, nt the pro"tston hns now become o so ote nn ts . no onger requn . 

1 up clnus~ 18 into two, which will provent 'nny alteration in the numbering of the followmg c uuses. . 

9. Cla11.se 21.-The Government of l\[adras recommend thnt nil Presidency Mag:s·rutes should (}, 
be sub?t·dinute to the Chief Presitlency Mngistrnte in the like munne.r ns, i.n ~ district, Magistrate~ nt:e ' ·. • 
subordmnte to thE> ]hstdct Macristrate. 'l'his appears to be sound m prmctple, and the cla.nse ~s It 
stands e~u~lee the Chief Presid~ncy Mngietrntc,· with t~e sanction of the L.ocnl Go:•.ern!ue.nt, to ~nke 
rules on thtsfooting. We are informer!, however, t.bu~ 111 Calcutta . ~ho Prcstdcncy Mngtsttlll.es n1c not 
considered ns subordinate to t he .Chief Presidency' .Mngtstrnte. If tlus be so, we b~ve ~to dot~bt that the 
Local Government in sr.nctioniu<> rules under this clause will pay such regard as 1t thmks nght to any 
.:l::t.istin g pructice. · 

0 
' 

10. Clau~·e !'JIJ.-·w c lmve added t:o the list of e:c o{iicio J ust.ices of the Peace, Governors, Lieu ten-
ant-Governors and Chief Commissioners. 1 • 1 . 

11. Clat~sc !'J9.-We have mriit.ted the Jjrodso to this ' clause :and specified ,in the' ·sccoml sch.edule 
the respective .Courts by which offenecs mHler other luws are triable. · · · • , \ 

i2. Clntt~e 30.-'~'e have amended t.his cla.u~c 'so 11; to mak~ it capa~l~ of alioilcat)on .to an !!Oil­
regulation provinces. We huve fnrt.het·, on the recommendation of th~ Punjab Govcrument, uuthortzed 
Loc~l Governments lo invest first cln>s i\1ngist;rnt~s with powers uncler the clause. 

13. Clau,w 31.-In accord11.nce wit.h ' the rccommemlation of the Judges of tlw Bon1bay Hig11 
Court, we hu\'e dispensed 1yith the necessity for coufit·m!_ltion of sentences passed by As~ista:'t ~essions 
Judges where such sentences exceed four years. For the most part such confit·ouutllm IS stmply a 
preliminiii'Y to au appeal and interposes a useless formality which delays the hearing· of the appeal on 
tho m,eri ts. 

H. Clnu8e 34.-Simil!!r considerations apply to the confirmation of sentences. passed by speci:~lly 
empowered i\iugistrates. We hnv~ therefore dispensed with such coulirmntion. . 

· 15. Clnu.sc3u.-On the recommenclntion nf the Bigh Court, North-vVestern P rovinces, we hn~c 
empowered Courts in lndin, ns in England, to puss concurrent, as well as consecutive, sentences or 
transpurtation nnd imprisonment. The effect of this chnnge will probably be to mitigate sent.,nccs 
and at t.he snme time al ,;o to discourage frivolous nppeals.' We have nlso omitted the first of the 
proposed illustrutio1u· t.o this elnuse, us we think it might give rise to di!ficulties. 

16. Ctan3o 40.-We have omitted tho .·illustration to this clause, us we think that iu the cnse 
proposed to be ,covered by it the officer shon.Jd be re-appointed. 

1 7. Cl1wsc 42.-We l111ve omitted.sub .'c!ansc (c), as we think the mnttei·s :fot: which it proposed 
to provide nre sufficiemly provided for by sub-clause (b) of thi,s clause und Chapter· 1X. 

18. Clause 5·1. '"'' e have omitted the in·oposed snb-:gection (3), as ivc· consid~t: that the mutter 
can best be dealt wi~h by locnllegi,s labion relating to chuuki'dnrs nnd vill:~ge-policemen. . . 

19. Clau&e 61.-We have omitted the proposed suo-section (2), ns vm:ious difficulties have been 
pointed out in connection will1 its provisions. · : " 

. 20 .. Claus~ 88.--We have omittell the proposed sub-section (8), as we con~id er that l11 e · powers 
tn questiOn should o~tly be exercised by the Commission~ot· ', of ~olice iu ' Presidency-towns. Similar 
cousoquentinl nlterutions have ulso been maue in clauses 85 arid· 86. . ' 

21. Cla'IW! 88.-We hnve omitted sttb-section (8), as th.e triai'~f. lvho.t is pmcticnlly an iute.rplcailer 
Huit iu a Cl'iminal Court might give riso to difficulty. · · .. . · · . · · 

22. Cta.u~e 103.-We have added n uew sub-section (4) so o,s to provide tita4 whei'C a persoti is 
searcheu uudor a search-warro.ut. he shall h& on titled to· a list of all things taken hom· him, " 

. 23. Citt118t! 107.- Wo have . umended this clause .. . As it stood, pt·ocee~li~crs co1,l\d uot. b~ tnke~t 
fil{aii~St.~ P,OF~OII OntJsido tho jurisdiction, although ho !11igl\t he, ipstigat.ing a brea~h of th,? p.eace ,within 
the JUtt~dic~JOu, bu~, n? HUeh es.tendecl power r(;lqmres cat·etul . ex~I'CISP, we lmvo provtdetl that the 
powet• of tukmg ucLton 1u such cas~s shull only be tJXIlt'cised by Chief l'reside!tcy or District Mn .. is-
oratcs. . . : o 

' ' 

. W c can flu~ no 1:eason for conferring ·power& nnd~t· sub-section (3) of this clause (formerly clause 1 Otl) 
whtch r~lates to mfer10r Court.~, on Courts of l:ie~sion and High Courts ; so we hnvo limitctl the sub-sectim: 
to Mag~stra~s not empowered to act under sub-section (1). · · 

. 24. Ctausc 108. We luwc inse~ed a~ ela'?so 108 the clause of whicl~ notice was given by the G~vern-
ment on tho 21st December ID..!t. In mscrtmg 1t we have made the followmg modification$ : _ · • ,.-- ' 

We have ~oufinC<l the jur!sdictiou to . Chief P!'csi~lcncy and Di~tl'ict Mngistrn~s nnd to es cciall'· ·- . 
e'!lpowered P~esideney and l!trst Clll..!s Magistrates, ant! we have pt·ovldell th.at the bond may b/ 'tl )~ 
Without sureties. . · · . , .. , . . 'H 1 01 

We have out out the reference to,; obscene· matter" as we think that that is ~uffic:c tl ' · 
by the ordinary law~ W.c ha.~e explained the: reference 'to "seditious matter " b l'efcr~u:m 11t/tf:~ov;de~l. for 
of the pt·oposcd new S?ct10n 124-A of the Indian Penal Code aml we have inclmled tt . . , 

1 
Pbil.ovtsJous 

the prot>osed new Section l53A of that Code. · ' . , . ma ei pums 1a e t•ntl~r 
We have cut out the reference to "defamatory matter ." as that term· · · · 

consideration we have substituted the words "any matter concerning a. J d ~s ~h';OO!h too Wide, an<~ n!ter 
n ge \\ tc I amounts to cr1mm!U 
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intim!dation ·.or dcfan~ation nuder the Indian Penal Code". 'l'he term '' Juclge" will, of course, have the 
mcanmg a~s1gned to 1~ by the Indian Penal Code. This perhaps docs not pr?tcct all the ylllblic officers 
who, we thmk, are ent1tlcd to protection but it is difficult to draw any other sat1sfactory line. 

·'V e have con;idered the questio~ ~hether these onl~rs should be subject to appc>ll or t·evision, and 
'?\have come ~o the conclusion time they ought to he subject to revision, as the Hi~h Court can then net 
or lts ?Wn motion as wei~ as 0~1 the pet.tion of the 1 arty aggrieved. In case there shoulrl be any doubt on 
the pomt, W? have provu.lcd m clause •J.30 (0) that all· orders under the Code (not o:-<press\y c:-<pcctcd) 
mode by an mfer.or Court shall be subject to revision by the High Court. 

25. Clause 110.-"\Y e ha\'e added the offence 0 ~ habitual chcn.ting to sub-clause (rl), we luwc ·omitted 
sub-clause (e) as m~neecssary, and we h:wc substituted a more specific provision for sub-clause (f) [now 
sub-clause (e)], winch seemed dangerously wide. 

. ~.6. Clause 118. - 'l'he proposal to substitute police supe~·vision for g~ving security lm~ received 
vety ht~lo support from any qunrte1·, ancl has been strongly comlemnet\ by the Government and L-hgh Conn 
of the Nol'Lh-Westei'U Provinces. We h:we tbcwfore ol.llittcd sub-section (2) of this clause. 

27 · Clause 124.-We Lave re-drafted this clause iu accordance with suggestions from Born bay. 
28. Clau .1e 131.-V\'c nrc of opinion that the proposed extension o{ the powers contained in this 

clause to offi~ers of voluntee1·s is undesimblc for the reasons stated by tho G,J\'crnment of Dcugal, and have 
therefore omitted the reference to volunteers. ' 

· 2D. Clause 139.- 'Ve have after consideration reotorcd sub-section (2) of thi~ clause to its original 
form, as ou the whole it seems to us to be better that the verdict of the jury should he final. 

3?. Clause .145.--As the law stands at present, the date of the order unclcr sub-section (L) of this 
clause 1~ taken as the critic:1.l date for tlw purpose of determining actual possession. This appears to gi~e 
an uufa1r advantage to a pcr,.;on who bas forcibly disp,ossesscd anotbet·. But (Hfir.nlties arise tvhen the tc;t 
of ac_tual possoosion nt the time of the institution of the proceedings is dep>~rte(l from. We think that the 
prov1s? we have added to snh-s~ct10n ('J.) goes as far · as is pos>ihlc to meet th.e evil in qncst.ion without 
mvolvmg the ?lfagistratc in an inquiry into tit le or right to possession, which is the function of a Civil 
Comt. 

31. Clar,sc 157.-\Ve have omitted the proposed addition to t his clause as-unnecessary. 
· 32. Cla!l.se 1'JO. -: We have omittc(l the pl'Oposed prov.iso to this chwsc, as we think that. the que;tion 

of the attendance <?f parda-ua;hin ladies ma.y be left to custom aml controlled hy executive onler~. 

33. · Cla•t.sc .ZfJl.-We have am~ndcd this cluusc hy revm·ting to the law as it stood. uiHler the Cod.e::; 
of IS~ l and 187 2. Under tho;e Codes a, peroon ex.tmincd hy a pn!ice-olliccr Wl\s hound Lo answer all material 
questiOn~, but was not li:~ble to be prosect! ted for o·i,•inor false evidence in reopect of his answer; under section 
1U3 of the Indian Pef,lal Code (s~c I. TJ. R, 7 Cai.7 I 2(aml 10 Cal., 'W5) . It seems to us unf:,ir that a man 
should be liable to be conv.cted of ·giving f:,lse evidence ou the strength or by tbe ai(l of a statement 
suppo;cd to h:l\'C been given to a police-officer, but which is no~ given on oath, 'Y'hiclt he h >S not signed, awl 
which he ha.~ had uo oppot-tnuity of verifying. f:iuch stakncuts m:'y ba hlll'riudl,r takcu tl<lwn as r<)l!gh 
·notes; the police-officer is not tr:linocl in takiug evideuce, an<l the notes arc often fait·cd out b_v annthcr 
officer. They hear no re:;cmhlancc to depositions, and ought to lmve uo weight :1.s suc!t attachml 'to them. 
W c'arc aware thut there :l. !'C mcoJtvcnic~cc; in u.holishing the direct lia.l,ii it>_l for gi,•in~ fu.lse evidence to the 
police, but the b,~Jauce of expediency seems to us to be in favour of the old ·law. 'l'ho provisions of scr:tions 
202 :md 2u3 of the Indiau Penal Code appear to us to afford a suflicient safegu.'lrd against false informa-
tion. · 

3•L Clause JG!l . -'J'l,is clallst•, as dm£te<l, propnsccl to n!Tit-rn the llecisicm of the Alblmb,vl Flir.:li 
Court, which was in conliict )'' ith the deci~ion of the Calmttt:L 1-1 igh Court. '!'he Gowruments of Bengu.l, 
the.Nort.h-\Vestem Provinces, Madras, llomha_,, and l3tto'lll ll and lli•Jst of the autlwritios c!msultu•l 
approve the ·decisiou of tho Allalmb;~cl Uigh · C,,n·t,, but the quest,irm in,·olved (n:~mPly, whether tl11• 
accused is entitled to inspect statciiiCnts taken down by t ht• police lllllier ~uction 1•;1) is full of cliftiCIIlty. 
Iu the first pla.ce, it is essential i11 the iuteres~s of public justice tlmt the source., of police iufo>'lluttion~honlcl 
be kept sec1·ct. If the uawes of iufornHli'S ~~· dctcctivc·s amlt.he nll&lll'u of ~lu;il' i,nEOJ:mu.tion u~ di~closed, 
the detectiou of crime would he seriOusly crippled. In the seconcl pl ;~cc, 1& 1s unfa11· to a w1tness that 
his evidence shcu]d be discredit.eu on the stnmgth of au :dlog-eJ statornont mn,tn to a policlmmu, which 
}JC mny have hnd' uo uppo,l·t.nni ty of :e•·ifyiug or co ~· r·c:ctiug. ~uch stnter~1ent~ must ue.:c.-;s:u·ily_ ~o ohon 
t!l.ken down hurriedly and may l1e lllCOI't·ectl,v cop1ec~ out.. 'I h_oy ·~1·c noc tnkun down n~ d_cpns't.wu"? l)t' 
with regard to the rnlcs of evidence, bu~ merely to 1110 the pollee m the cour.>c of. thcu· mve~t1~at10n. 
Dut, iu the third place, it muy be most 1mp~rtant f"~ tho aecusca_ to show t.hat a Wlt.ne.·s calle<.l for the 

1J: ~·osecntiou is telling a ~tory substantially J,_lfcrent fl·orn t_ha~ w~1ch hu told wlwn _lu·st Ctue ·t1oued by 
~~.;0 police. ·we h!.tVe cnde~t~•oured to rccouctle these conlhctmg mtcrcst·• by r<::verttu:; to. the_ laugua~o 
~£the Codes of ] 861 rmd lSi:! uud nddintr II proYisn, con•pelhug tho c .. nrt, on the upphcatlOII of tho 
accused to refet· ·t.o such sto.tements und

0

1'hc11 en1powering i~ in its disoret.iou to allow him to havu 
· copies ~f them. 'Ve t.l:.en provide for the mode· in which thl:'se stnteme1!ts are to he n•ed. It is clm1· 

tbut n. witness ought not to hnvc his crcdir. in!p t::~ched ou the strength ·6£ ft ><tntcmcut allcgecl to luwo 
been made to a p~Hceman unless ui1J until it JS sh(>W!l that ho hus wnde that ~tatcmllut . 

. ~ 35. Clause 167.- It hns been held by the High Court of ~ndrn~. thn~ _the. cl~nse does not con­
template remands for successive periods of fifteen clays.. We tlnnk tlu.s•decJslou 1s •·•gh~ and have put iu words to make the point clear. Any further proceed1ngs should be taken under scctwn 344. 
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. ( ) think that the point is 36. Clau1e lfi:J.-VI'e ha.ve omitted the proposed sub-sect10n 2 , as we · . 
suffinieotly covered by clause 178 (3). . '· 1 e 

37. Cla"" 174.-0n the sugg-estion of the Government of the North-vr estern Provmcee, we. 
111

: 
omitted the proposEtd new sub-section (6) as unnecessary. ' . r/-~ 

38. Olau1e lfll.-On the recommendation of the High Court, ~orth-'\Yestern Provm?es, we abe 
made provision in this clause for the Court by which the offences of k1dnapp111g nud abductiOn many e 
inquired int9 or tried. 

39. Clau1e ZJJ.-'\Ve have recast this clause sons to make it clear, fit·st, that the accused sb.n~ 
be informed of Ins right to be tried by another Court; and, se7oudly, that if he elects not to be tne . 
by the Magistrate, he must signify his election ns soon ns posstble. . · . 

40. Clau1e 1J4 (2).-'l'bo pr11ctice nud procedur~ relnting to criminal infornmt.~ons d_iffers _in mny 
respects from the o:-diuary procedure laid down hy thts Cod~, !ls, fot· e:mt~ple, .by ?•spensmg With the. 
prelimiunry inqnirv before llfogistrates. Now that the prov1~1ons of sect10n l ;H of Act X of 1?75 nro 
included in ~he Code instend of being contained in 11 •eparate Act, it is desirable to show that t.hey .nrc 
not subject to the genernl provisions of this Code. We h:l._ve thet·efore prefixed the words "NotWith-
standing anything iu this Uode contained" to this sub-sect10u. . . 

41. Olauae lf)f)- We have nftcr consiclorntion, restored this section to its original form, nddmg 
provisions to explain 'the ambigu~us expression "the Court to which appeals ordinarily lie.'' 

42. Ola·t"e U6.-We lmve 'nddPcl to the Jist of offences which can only be pro<:eedeii against 
under the order of the Govermmmt offences under sections lOSA., 153A 'nnd 505. The two latter 
offences resemble in substance offences against the State, and offences under section lOSA· irivol ve · 
questions affecting foreign States. . . 

4S. Clause 202.-We 'have substituted the 'vords "is not satisfied a~ to the truth of n· cothplnin t" 
for'' sees reason to distrust the truth of a complaint" in this clause in order to give a little further 
latitude to the Magistrnte's discretion. 

441. Clatlse £22. - We have inserted the proposed sub-section (3) of clnuse 23-J. in this clnt1se and 
have added a qualification to prevent the chnrge being framed in so vague a mauner as to embarrass 
the accu.ed. 

45. Clau.&e g;?6.-In accordance with the recommendation of the Calcuttn. High Court, we h~:vc 
omitted 'the proposed sub-section (2), as the point nimed at · appears to be sufficiently covered by 
clause 537. 

46. Cla11BC ~60.-W o have inserted a heading to this clause to show that it applies to proceedings 
under the following Chapters as well ns under Chapter XX. 

47. Olau1e1 956 and 257.- After careful conside1·ntion we hnve adopted the redraft of theso 
clauses suggested by tho Judges of the C11lcnttn High Court. Even under these amended clnuses, the 
right of cross-examinntion may be abused nod w'itoesses nnneccs~at·i ly harnssed; but we think, on the 
whole, that the possible abuse of the system does not justify us in mnkiog any s.everer· restriction on 
the e:~:isting right of the accused. · 

4S. Clattle 260.-We have included in sub-section (1) the offence of dishonest misappropriation of 
property under section 403 of the Penal Code. . 

49. Claulll B92.-Wo have rPstored this clause substantially to the form which it had in · the Code 
of 1872 and in the High Courts Criminal Procedure Act, 1875. We think that the right of reply should 
depend on the fact whether the accused does o1· docs not produce evidence. · 

50. Clatue 310.-We hnve omitted the proposed new clause (c) ns unnecessar:Y. 
51. Claure 820.-The definition of " Judge" given by the Indian Penal Code is too wide, . as it 

would include Hono!'ll~Y .Magistrates ~nd other p~rsons not intended to ~e exe~pted from ser~ing on juries. 
We have therefore hm1ted the uxempt10n to snlar1ed Judges, whose pubho tlut1es occupy tbetr whole time. 
We have also made express provision for the exemption of logal practitioners in nctual pracbice. They are 
exempt in En~rland, and. Local Governments hn.vo ah·eady exempted them in muny parts of India. We 
think the exemption should be universal. 

52. CtauBIJ 322.-0n the recommendation of the North-Western Provinces High Court, we ' have 
provided for the local publication of extracts from the jury-list instead of the "hole list. 

63. L-Bpeciat Pr~i.io111 for High Court.-A question was raised in connection with these clauses 
whether the provisions of clause 275 relating to juries in Sessions Courts should not be extended to the 
High Court.' We consider, however, that any alteration in the existing jury laws raises far-reacht~ , . 
questions of great difficulty upon which it is beyond the province of this Committee to enter. ~ 

. 54. Olaule 94!J.-We hl!'ve omitted the p~opo~ed references ~ sections 428, 429 and 430 of the 
Ind~an Penal Code m sub-section (2), as mnny obJectlous hnve been ra.lSed to m'aking offences under these 
seot1ona oomponudable. . 

55. ClafliB 976.-We considered a su~rgestion of the Calcutta High Court that where one d 
is sentenced to death and the other a.coused 1s sentenced to tran~orta.tion only the Co~rt should hav accuse 
to inquire into the facts of the oase so far a.s relates to the latter. We think that the law should~ f~~er 
it stands, as the Court can always communicate with the Local Government if it thinks that th te as 
oJ). the ·a.ccuied not sentenced to dl!ath should be remitted cr reduced, e sen nee 
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56. Otanse 3SO.- V{ c hn.ve omitted this chuse in the Dill a J introduce:!, as for reasons already !riven 
under l'lanse 31 we thil!'k that the appeal shoi.1ld lie at once without th~ intermediate formality of confirm­
ation. \ •\r c have substituted a clause providing tho procedure to b~ f ,lllowed when a i\hgistrate not 
c"l-:.~owered under clause 5(i2 is of opinion that a first offender shoulcl be dca,\t wi~h undc1· that provision. 

·' 5i. Clause 388.- \Ve have recast the proposed new sub-se~tion (2) so as to enable a Court at once to 
pass sentence of imprisonment where a pot·son ordere:l t o p ~y money fails to enter into a bmvl undertakinoo 
to appear if the money is not paid or recoveree! by dist ress. " 

58. Clause 301.-W c have altered the proposed new sub·section (.'1) in accordance with the sngooestion 
of the North-Western Provinces High Court. "' 

59. Gause 392.- A. question has been raised as t o the meaning of the term " by way of school 
cliscipliue" in this clause. We have om:tted the t-erm aucl empowered the L:)cal Government to provide 
for the whipping of juveniles in such manner as they may t hink !it. 

60. Clmtse 899.-We have amended the clrafting of the proposed new sub-section (3) to make its 
meaning- clearer. 

Gl. Clau.•e 408.- W c have recast the first proviso [now proviso (b)] to this clause to brin,. it into accord 
' vith clauses 31 and 3+ as proposed t o be amended by us. We have r~l so providecl that, whc; any person is 
convicted by a Distriet Magi strate for an ot:Ecnce under sect ion 12-1-A of the Indian :Penal Code, the appeal 
shall lie direct to t he High Court. In the case of a Chief Presidency Magistrate this is alrc:dy provided for. 

62. Clause 411.-0m atten tion has been called t o this clause, which confers on all Presidency 
Magistrates, whether st ipendiary or honorary, final powers six times as great as t hose of a Sessions J uddc 
or D!st1·ict Magistrate. _Outside of Cal.cutta, we believe that Presidency Magistrates a rc all stipcndia~y 
llfagist rates, hut we arc mforme<l that m Calcutta there are over 100 H onomry Prcs:dency :Magistrates, 
many of whom lmvc no leg·al training. vVo do not think it right t hat these extensive powors should be 
cxcrciseable by non-stipendiary .Magistrates, but, as there appears to be uifficulty about dill:crentiatin"" their 
powers from t hose of stipendiary Magistrate•, we have substituted three months for si" months ~s the 
amount of the maximum sentence which can be gi ven by :my P rcsiclcncy Magistrate without appeal. 

63. Clcwsc 481. - We think tlmt an appeal against a sentence of fine should not almtc by reason ofthc 
death of the accused, because it is a matter which afEccts his c>tatc. vVc have accordingly cxccptcil. thi: 
case. 

6 -~. Chw se 435.-\Ve have restored this clause t~ it:o orig:ua1 form except th:~. t we have included in 
sub-section ( 3) proceedings under Chapter X II. 

G5. Cia usa 4.37.-vV e have restored this clause to its original form, as the proposeJ addition mi~rht 
give rise to difficulties. " 

66. Cla.u sc 48S.-V{e have added a sub-section to enable an Additional Sessions Judge to exercise 
the power of a Sessions Judge under this chapter in cases trausferrc,l tJ him by the Sessions Judge. 

G7. Clause 439.-lu accordance with v:u·ious suggestions macle we have modified sub-section (5) of 
this clause hy providing that a party who i ~ entitled to appeal and docs not choose to exercise his rio-b t 
fhall not be entitled to apply for revision. '!'his will not interfere with tlw right of a rcvisional Cou1·t" to 
interfere of its own motion where it is of opinion that substantial justice has not been done. vVc have 
also, as noticed above under clause 10~, added a saving [sub-section (6)] of the general right of re\•isiou. 

68. Clfwsc 465.- We have omittccl the proposed new sub-section (.'1) to which objection has been 
taken . 

R9. Clclltsa 47(j,-\'Ve have omittei the proposed new sub-section (3) us the matte1· can more con­
,·eniently be dealt with in clause 5!37. 

70. Clause 480.-We have omitted the proposed rcfe1·cncc to section 174 of th~ Penal Code as wo 
think that the procedure of this clause fhould be conlincd to offences committed in tho _presence of the 
Court. 

71 Clause 487.-we aavc omitted the reference t o Presidency Magistrates in this clause ::1.3 they M<l 

now sufficiently numerous to prevent any difficulty :u:ising if the clau;e is made applicable to them. 
72. Clrtuse 508.-lt may be inconvenient that a Resident. in a Nat:ve State sh~uld himself Lc 

requi1·ed to take evitlence on commission. \V c h:l\"c therefore prov1dcd by a new .sub·.scction (.1) for the 
tlelerration by him of his functions to an officer who ha> not less than first class magisterial powers. 

~73. Cla.usc 007.-Various High Courts haYe !te~d tl~at the deposition;. taken u~o.ler th!s "chap~er a:·c 
0 0y .'evidence in the Court from which the comm.ss10u 1 suet!, and ~hat 1f the evl(l.c~ce IS reqmred. m 
an;ther Court. a fre~h commission must issue. We-have t!ICreEore provided that dcpos1t10ns may, subject 
to certain qualifications, be I·cceh•ed at subsequent stages of tho case. 

74. Clause 512.- The Bombay High Court have suggested that the provi·sions of this clause shoultl 
he e~tended t{) cases where the offender is unknown and shoulJ.not Le confined to cases where he has. absconcl­
<.~1. We think, however, that a distinction should be dr~wn betwe~n the two cases, and therefore m adopt· 
ina the Bombay High Court's suggestion we have provtded that tlus procc?nre ~hall only apply to cases of 
nor~at gravity that it should only be put in force under au ordc1· of the 1-hgh Uourt,_ and that mere del.ay, 
~xpeuse or UI~ou vcnience in. obtaining the presence of the deponent should not be suffic1-:!nt ground for makmg 
the deposition evidence agamst the person subsequently accused. 

VI-S 



22 "THE BOMBAY GOVERN1lf:ENT G.AZETrE, MARCH 3, 189S. 
[PART VI 

. fi a!,, proposecl to be 
. 75. Clause 537.-We have omitted tho words" whether tnterlo?ntot·y or n. the revisions of 
mserted after tho word "orders," n; wo think tltey are unuccess:n·y1 ha~mg regarcl t~ts butwhichdirects 
cla~~e(a). We have added au ExplnnatiM which docs not fetter the dtscret!on Ot the Cou ' f t oppor-
thm.r o.tten:i?n to the question whether objections for want of form have been taken at the eat 

105 tS 
tun1ty. 1hls seems obviously right. !' · 

. t' 1 ld be imposecl on 
76. Clau.•e 544 -The Bombay Government have suggested that restnc 1ons s tou th lanse 

the payment of the ~xpenses of witnesses who arc unece~so.rily summoned. We think th:J.t, ~at cf~;ther 
stands, the Loeo.l Government has full power to provide fo:- such a mat.ter by rule and therefore t 
legislation is unnecessary. 

77. Clazue 550.--We have inserted a new clause after clause 549 giving police-officers express P01'~ehr t ' · 1 Tl · · • d ·n cia. use {)·) 3 w uc o sel?.e property whiCh they suspect to h:wo been sto en. ns power ts .a.sumc I • ~ •. t1 
presctibes the procedure to be followed with respect t o such property when sm.zcd, but, follomng I te 
precCdent of section 81 of the Calcutta Police Act, 1866, we think it is better to gtve the power es:prcss Y· 

78. Cl,wse 556 (as re-numbcred).-vVc ho.ve ndded words to the E:cplcmation to t~is chmse to affirm 
.a, decision of the Allahabad I:Iirrh Com·t that n Mao-istmtc is not disqunlilied from trymg a cas~ merely 
because he bns hnd a local viel;. Of course, there 

0

may be other reasons arising out o£ his prevtous con­
nection "~th the case which might render him unfit to try it, bttt these m·e left untouched by the clause. 

79. ClauM; 557 (as re-numbercd).-·Wc have added a clause providing tim~ plen~ers. should not sit 
.as Honora.ry Magistl'ates in presidency-towns or districts in which they prnctise the1r pr?'fcsston. A pleader 
who has rctit·ed or is not en"':J."'cd iu practice iu the district is ofteu obviously the httest person to be a 
Ma.gistrate, but it is cleo.rly ~vt~ng that a ple3dcr should be alternating between pmct~~c and the Bc~ch, 
acting one day as a J udgc nnd another day as n pleader in the same Court. Of comse, tf he were al~POl~t­
cd to act in a stipendiary post, he . would neccssn.rily give up his practice while so acting mul uo o~Jectton 
would arise. Havino- reo-a.rd to the cs:istin..,. state of thin<>'s, we have not gone so far as the Enghsh law 
relating to solicitors "(Ju~ticcs Qualificntion" Act, 18 'i1, 34' and 35 Viet., c. 18), which di:;qualifies them 
from being Justices in any county in which they act. We have merely provided that pleaders shall not 
sit while in actual practice. 

80. Clause 56£ (as re-numbered). First o.ffenclon-VVc have altered the drafting of this cln.use to 
provide for two p~ints. First, wo t hink thnt these powers may be exercised by all Magistmt?s ~f the first 
class and by speCially empowered Magistmtcs of the second class. Seconclt'!J, we h:J.ve mchcated the 
procedure to be followed when a Second Class Magistrate or n Third Class lVhgistrate who is not empower­
ed considers that an order shoult! be passecl under this section. 

81 Ola11se 568 (as re-numbered).- We h!lvo re-drafted this ci:J.use, a.s we propose to confiue the 
exercise of the power of arrest to the Court having power to pass scntouce, and not, ns in England, to give 
}lOWer to any Magistrate to order the arrest of a first offender for breach o£ t he conditions. 

82. Clause 665 (as re-numbered) . llabitnctl oj}'cnders,-In view ef the s trong objections that have 
been made to IJOiice-suporvision, we have rccnst these clauses. In place of a.n order for pol!ce·supervision 
we propose to substitute an order simply roquirin"' an habitual offender on release to give notice of his 
intended residence to tho police; a.nd we have cmpo,;crccl Local Governments, with the sanction of the 
Governor General in Council, to make rules providing the maunet· in which notice of residence or change of 
rePidence is to b~ given. 

83. Sch.eclttle !I.-We have eousidere<l the proposal given notice of by the Government to make 
offences nuder section 124-A of the Penal Code triable by I>resiclcncy Magistrates or "Magistrates of the 
first class. We think it better to confine tho jut·iscliction in such cases to Chief Presidency and Distr:ct 
Magi~trates, v.,r e have, as alroacly noticecl, gua1·dcd this new jurisdiction by provicling fot· an appeal to 
the H1gh Court. . ·. 

84. We have placed oflcnccs under section 153A of the Indian Penal Code on the same footin"' as 
offences under section 505 of that Code are at present, except thn.t we have taken away the jurisdictim~ of 
Second Class Magistrates. 

85. We have altered the Courts by which offences under section 211 of thll Penal Code are triable 
empowoi·ing Pre>idoncy Magistrates aud J.bgistmtes of the first class to try cases punishable with 
imprisonment for seven years or upwards. 

86. ~n the recommend11.tion of tho Punjab Govorument, we have extended the power to try cases 
under sections 365, 369, 377, 382, 401, 435, 440 465 468 and 471 of the Penal Code to Presidency 
Magistrate~ and Ma.gistmtes of the first class. ' ' 

87. The publication ordered by the Council has been made as follows:-

Garoltd. 
Gru:ett.o of Iudia 
F01·t Saint Ge01·gu Gazette 
Bombay Government Gazette 
Calcntt.n. Gazette 

In .Engliah. 

North."Wcstern Pro\'inces and Oudh Govern mont Gazette 
Punjab Government Gazette 

Dato. 
24th October 1897. 
16th November 1897. 
4th November 1897. 
3rd November 1897. 

30th Octobet• 1897. 
28th October 1897. 

r 



PART VI] THE BOMBAY GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, lllARCI:I 3, 1898. 

Gatzr:lte. 

Burma Gazette 
Central Provinces Gazette 
Assam Gazette 
Coorg Distl'ict Gazette 
Sind Official Gazette 

In Englislt. 

In the JTemacutm·s. 

P rovince. La,.guage. 

Bombay :i\'Iarathi 
Gujnrnthi 
Knnnrcse 

Bengal Bengali 
North-W estem Provinces and 

Oudh Urdu 
Central Pt·ovinces Hindi 
Assam Bengali 
Coorg Knuarese 

~Iarnthi 

Sindh Sindhi 

Date. 

13th ~ovcmbcr 189i. 
30th October 1697. 
13th November 189i. 
1st December 1897. 
2nd December 1897, 

Date. 

(Not reported.) 
(Not t•eportcd .) 
(Not reported.) 
lUst December 1897. 

(Not reported.) 
1st January 1898. 
8th .Tanuary 1898. 
(Not reported,) 
(Not reported.) 
(Not reported.) 
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88. We do not think thnt the mel\surc has b~en so alterccl as to rectuire rc-publcation~ and we 
r.·ecommend that it be passed as now amended. 

'l'hc 16th February 1898. 

I sign the Report subject to the following observations :-

(Signed) 
( , ) 

( " ) 
( " ) 
( " ) 
( " ) 
( " ) 

lL D. CnALMERS. 

C. M:. Rrv AZ. 

R. M. S,\y,un*. 
·BISU"U!llARN ATII.t 

c. c. STEVEN~. 
H. T. PmNSEI'.* 
J. D. LATOUCH.E. 

Seclio?t 108.-This is a most objectionable Eection. Simply on information, which may or may not 
be true, any person, alleged to be disseminating or attempting to disseminate, or -i1t any10isc abetliti!J the 
dissemination of, seditious matter or ' any matter the publication of which is punishable under section 153A, 
~ay be required to give security for goocl behaviour, and on failing to give such security may be rigorortsly 
~mprisoned. 'This section should, therefore, be omitted. If it is, however, retained, it should not be put 
mto force without previous Government rnnction; all orders mru.le under it shoulcl be subject to appeal to, 
and revision by, the High Court; the period of security should be reduced to one month and sureties 
should not be required. 

Sectio1t 145, clause (4), proviso.-On re-consideration I reserve my opinion until discussion in Council . 
Sectio1ts 102 a1td 172.--I be'lieYe these sections, as now modified. will do. But I reserve my opinion 

regarding them. 
Sectio1t 275.-In a trial by jury before the IIig~ Court, just as ~efore the Court of Sessions,~ majority 

of the jury should, at the option of the accused, cons1st of I!ersons ne1~her Europeans .nor Amencans. In 
all cases both before the High Court and the Court of Sessions the ti·ml should be by Jury. 

Secti01t 439, clmesc ( 5).-This section should be omitted as unnecessarily harsh. 
'I Section 52fl, cla11se (8).-The trial should not proceed beyond the stage at w~ich. the accused is c~l1ed 

_1on for his defence. The appeal, if final, should not be heard; the result of the apphcattonshould be awatted 
Sched1tle II Cfllmnn 8 sectio1t 124A.-Tbe offence created by this section should be hcanl by the 

High Court and by the Co1~rt of Session, and not by any inferior. ~ourt .. T~e tr!al ~hould b~ by jury. 
'l'he rest of the Bill seems to be reasonable. But I reserve my optnlon until discuss1on 111 Cou~eil. 

(Signed) R. i\1[, S.\Y.!ll[. 

The 16th Febr1tal'!/ 18.?8. 

if Minuto of Di:;sot.t n.ppendetl. • . 
t 1 h.'lvo signed subject to the remn~k; embodied in tho Note of Dl&Gont &P!lCndcd hereto. 
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1 S 1 t c mmittee for the I am gla\1 to express my obli!!rltions to my Hon'ble Colleagttcs on t IO e e~ 0
• th t e !•ad 

courtesy nnd forbearance shown by" them towards me, in tho course of a prot.~·actmt dtscuss1.00
. : tr ~v dur~ 

from day to day, in connection with the several provisions and amendments m the draft Cnm1?'1 IOCe t f 
C<lde. They have, however, not been able to agree with me as to some points; and it is only IU rcspec 0 

them that l feel bound to give expression to my dissentient views. 
Cla.?tBe 108.-The insertion a.s clause 108 of the clause of which notice was given by. th~ <;lovernment 

on tho 21st December last is, I submit, objectionable. Besi~les other exceptions to .whiCh 1t IS op~n, t~e 
extension of the powers it confers is not safeguarded by a rtght of appeal to the I:Itgh <?ourt ; wh!le t e 
~cope of the clause is calculated to bring all Newspapers. 1:nder a complete control of M:J:gtstrate~, many~: 
whom migllt not be indisposed to give effect to t.he promton~ of the cl~u~o. upon mere mfot~at~o~ . It JS 
desirable also to subject tho initiation of proceedings ~mde!· this clause, 1f 1.t ts a! lowed to st~nd,m. tts ~1resent 
form, to the sanction of the Local Government, which Js already prov1de(t for prosccutton• CJther under 
section 124·A or the proposml new section 153A. 

Orders under this clause have no doubt been ma:lc subject to Revision by High Court, bu~ that 
procedure would place n person concerned rather undo~· n considerable ~isa.dva~tagc,. as, under. sub·scct10n (1) 
of section 439 o.f the Criminal Procedure Code the llJO"h Court may, u~ tta d·tscrctwn, cxerctsc n.ny of the 
powers conferred on a Court of appeal by cert~in secti~ns specified therein. Besides, as a matter of p~·a~­
tice, the High Comls are generully not disposed in Lhc exercise of their HcvisiOJml powers to gu mto 
questions of appreciation . of the weight of evidence. 

Cta11ac 16.e.- ·This clause, us drafted, substantially affirms a recent ruling of a majority of the Full 
Bench of the Allahabad High Court, which I understand is in conflict with the decisions of the Ua.lcutta 
lligh Court. 

As the prm•iso attached to sub-section (l) of scction. 162 sbnds, it would, I think, be d.ifficult, if not 
impracticable, for an accused person to prove n st.'ltcment alleged to have been made to a Pohcernan, unless 
or until such person were to call tho Policeman himself as his own witness. . 

Such a step would ordinarily prove dangerous to the defence of an accused person, as a policeman, 
being in the attitude of a lto&f.ite witness, might on cross·cxumination depose to m:tttcrs tending to preju­
llicc tbc defence seriously. 

CiallBC 172 (2).-In this sub-section (2) the words "but to airl it in Stech inqui·ry 01· trial" should he. 
eliminated. lt is not just that o. document, forming a part of tho "Brief " fot· prosecution, should be per­
mitted to he looked into by a Court conducting an enquiry or a trial, in absence, ot· wit.hout the knowledge, 
of an accused pet son, when he or his agent can have no access to such a document, it being u "scaled book" 
to him. 

Clnuu .1[19 (5). - 'l'his sub-section (5) tends to deprive the accused ·of the benefit o.f double remedy, 
wh:ch lms been allowed to him nuder the exi; tiug- law. It is ruther unreasonable tltat while the High 
Cow·t is to csercisc, on its own motion, the power of Rc,•ision, CI'Cn in a case of this description, the Jlarty 
aggrieved is denied tho right of moving it for the sumo Jnn·posc. 

Clmue 6!26 (8).-The propo~al for conferring on the trying Magistrate the power of rejcctino-. an 
"{lplication for lcrwe io move the High Court for the transfer of a cusc is not a ~ound one. I may be 
a lowed to invite the attention oE the Council to the remarks of the Hon'ble Mr. llbcrt on t.hc subject, in 
the Ucport of the proceedings of this Council dated the 25th January lt:>S4. .An ApplicaLiou of the kill(l 
referred to in thi,; dause is ordinal'ily made by the accused, and very seldom, or I shoul<l say mrely, by 
1.he l'ublic Pt·osccntor or the Com1Jiaiuant. 'l'he power conferred upon a trying Magistrate is, I appro­
hem!, liable to be abused where his mill(t is prejudiced with local feelings or like cause;. 

L Special ProviBion for High Court. -1 regret I am uuahle to appreciutc the force of tho ob£crvatiou 
mode in the Report in connection wiLh n question raised as to the composition of jury. I sec no 1·euson 
why the provisions of clause 275 of Criminal Procedure Code, relating to juries in l::icssions Court should 
not be extended a; well to 'l'l'ial:J held before the l:ligh Court in the Presidency-towns. 'l'he cxistin,. dis­
tinction as to the exercise and application of powers under the jury system is, to say the least" most 
illogical, if not invidious. · . ' 

Schedule II, sections 121.A an•l153A of Colmmt 8.--Thc alteration propo.>ed to be made here for 
!Jl&.king offcucea under ~ec~ons 1~~-A an.d 153A tr~able by tl~e Chief P1·esidcncy or District ~fagistr-~te, 
ts open to a grave objectiOn. 1 here IS no quest1ou of leudmg undue eclat or of ghoing notoriety to 
vroceedi~gs in cases of sed.ition. ~n al~s~ncc ?f ~ spe~ific P\ovision in the. C~dc, allowing such '!'rials to 
be held m the tmifaasal w1th the a1d of Jury, 1t 1s ues1rable, m the eu,ls of JnstJCc, thnt persons accused of 
offenccd of sedition Hhould be triable by independent 'l'ribuuals commanding the confidence of the people 
tiO that no cause for any supposed distrust might arise. 'r r ' 

A High Court Ol" Sessions Court allowed to trx cases with the aid of jury or ussessors would o-enerall• ' 
],o preferable to a. District :1\!a~istrate, ns in majortty of instances such Prosecutions are likely to ~ri inaf· 
on his. m?tiou; nnd ordinarily he is tl~c ~hief l!:xccutive authority also. If the law of sedition here gis t~ 
1•<> ass11mla~ed to the law of Great Bntum, why should not thll same safeguards be extcnde,l here whid 
the humamty of the l:11v allows there? 1 

· 'J'hc Code p1•ovi.Ics remedy in such cases for applying for leave to transfer to. High Court b . t tl 
procedure is attended with difficulties ng·ainst which an accused person would have to contend p~· u ble 
to hl.s disadvantage. ' · >Uma Y 

I would reserve my opinion us to one or two po:nt~. 

The 16th February 1898. (8igned) BrsnAMDAR Nus. 



. 
' 

PART VI] TITE B0J\'1B:\Y GOVER~.\ImNT GAZETTi•:, MAilCII 3, 1898. 25 

I sign !.his llcport with the following reservations :-
I disapprove of section .11 !i (4), proviso. Tb«; obj~ct of th:s ~::.n in my opinion be nbumlantly attnined 

under the prcs:n.t l~w. It IS .<Lstmlltly a11 n.ltcmtton of. th~•t la~v m respcc~ of the pnwcr th:-t 1t propm;es 
to confer 01_1 n. Jl~. ::t.f.'l stratc, .whtlc no opportulllt.y has been gtveu •O _ I~ocal Govermucnts or Htgh Courts to 
express thmr op:mou on Uns n.meadmeut. And nil these anthor~tJCs except 1l~o Local Governments 0£ 
Bengal an~ A.ssa~, htwe approved of the present law ?s ~mplmstzed bf the Bill . . Lastly, it is a very 
<'angerous mnovat10n, and it is one tlmt in my op.mon ts almost ecrtmn to lcnll to a. practice \vhieh i.; 

,;).to~ether opposed to the pri~teiple of all trinls, and thus w!ll cause. disastro~s consequences to the party 
ag-n~nst whom ~ucb an order ts. pn.ssed. On the other. hand, 1~ a Ma~tstmte g1vcs _such a patty au oppor-
tumty of mcct.Ing the case whtch he may think is pn.md .frrczr. estaiJhshcd. l,ut wb1ch I ma.y observe is not 
on the issuu to which the proceedings have up to this time been d1rected, the proceedings will cense to have 
their summa.ry chm·a?tcr, .and th.us lose tht:ir principal recommendation. I shall bkc an opportnn:ty, on 
an amendment to omit t.lns provr:o; to cxpbiu myself more fully. At present I merely state generally 
the grounds upon which I ~lmll proceed. 

In respect ot the new section lOS, as I understand tlmt some oF the members of th;s Committee wi!Z 
move an :unondmcnt di;approving of it, I rese•·vc my opinion in regard to the mnnncr ia which this sccticil• 
is to opernte as to the frEedom of action by a Mngistrate· without sanct:on of Govcmmcnt ancl the finality 
of his order. 

(Signed) H. 'l'. f'JUNSEL'. 

LIST OF p .APERS. 

Papcr.v ?'elating to tkc Bill as i1tt1·orl11ccd. 

Fi·om Government, Madms,. R. N.o. l.'H9, dated Hth Octo bet· 18!)7, nnd enclosures [Papors N''• 1 J. 
F•·om .Nlr. P. R. Desai~ Pleader; District Court, Hatml.giri, dated 2ith ~overubc t· 18~7 [Pape1• 

No.2]. 
F 1·om G<>vernment, Punjab, No. 162Z, datec19th December 1897, nnd ('Inclosures . [Papers No.3). 
E 'udorsemcnt by I-btae· Depat·Lment, No. 150··1, dated 2-Hh November 1897, ancl accompaniment:; 

[Papers No.4-]. · ' 
From Government, Burmn., No. 110-L.-27, elated 4th December 1837, nud enclosures [Papers. 

No.~ · 
]!' 1·om Government, Madms, No. 174.-t, dnte:l 9th Dcca•nbcr 1897, and enclosures [Papers No. OJ. 
F 1·om Government, Beug-nl, NrJ . 5M6-J, d:.•tecl, 20th Decem her 18.17, and euclo~ ut·os [P •pers No. i]. 
From Go~ernmeut,, P.tmj••b, No. 1689, clateu 16th D;Jcemb01·. 18)7, n.nu cuclo~ lll·es [1?:\pers NrJ. SJ. 
From Cine£ Commtsswuer, Assam, No .. 1-t4-L. & L.-2·~03-J., dated 18ch DJCtlfnbor 1S!l7, and 

enclosures [Papers No.9]. 
. ~~rom Government, Punjab, No. 1742, da ted 23rcl Decemhet•l89'7, and flnclosuJ•es [P.1p~r• No. 10]. 

From Chief Commissioner, Centra-l· Provinces, No. 10012, dated 3thh DoJcembot· 18J7, an<l 
enclosures [Papers No. 11}. · 

. Note· by the Hou'blc R ·•i Bahadur Pandit Suraj Kaul, C.I.E., dated 3rd Jan11ary 18-)S [P.•pot· 
No. 12]. 

From Chief Cnmmissioner, Co01·g, No. 2070, datad 2Jth December 1837 [Paper No. H]. 
Note by the H ou'ble P.tndit 13ishambar Nath, dated 5th J :muury 18)8 [P11per No. HJ. 
}~rom Government, Bomb11y, No. 2, dated 3rd Jammry 1891!. and enclos11res [P:~pers No. 15]. 
:From G<Jverument, Bengal, No: ~9-J., dnterl.Oth january 18-J8, and enclosures [Papers No. 16]. 
From the Hon'ble R. F. l:t!,mptm, Judge; Htgh Court, Calcutta, No. 37, dated 7~h January 1898, 

and enclosnre (Papers No. 17]. · 
From Lerral Practitioners Association, Ahmednbat1, clatecl 5th January 1898 (Papers No. 18]. 
From A,.~nt to Goveruer-Geueral in Baluchistan, No. 3•1-C., dated 5th Januat·y 1898, and enclo-

sures . ( Pa.pcr~ No. Hl] .. '' 
Telegram from Chief Commissioner, Ajmcrc-M:erwara., No. 217-C., dated 11th Ju.nuury lS!JX 

[Paper No. 20]. · . . · ~ 
From Government, North-Western· Provmces and Oudh, No. 6'1., datell lOth January 18:>8, nud 

cnclosnres [Papers No. 21]. 
Office !lemornudum from Home Depn.rtment, No. 38, datecll2th .January 1898 [Pnpet· No. 22]. 
From Gnverument Benr,nl No. 273-J., dated 13th Jamu•ry 18JS, nnd enclosure.< [Papers No. 2:1]. 
From European n~cl Anglo-Indian Defence Association, No. 701, dated 12th Jauuat·y li!!J~ 

(Paper No. 2•1). 
From GoverumP.nt, Bombay: No. 269, datecl lOt\ January 1898: and enclosures [PapAl'S No. ~5]. 
Office :hlemorandum from lftn:~.nce Depnrtment, No. 222-Ex., da"ed 4th Jauunry 18!>8, and cnclo-

,..,,·es (Papers No. 26]. r 3 d . .. . , -
;~ F Resident Hydera.bad, Camp, No.1 , dnte 15th hnnary 189S (P.tper No. 2•]. 

· F~~: Governn:ent, Bengal, No. 452-J., dated 19th Janutii'Y 18$18, uml tmdo"'u·(··: [ .'ap•·• · ;.r., , ~Sj. 
F· H',.h Court Calr.uttn. No. 212, dateJ 21st Jannary !S9M [Papl'r .o. 2fl]. 
F~~: G~~ernment, Madras,' No. 85, dated 15th January 18:.18, aud enclosure (, 'n.n .. rs Ko. ;30]. 
]~rom G

0
vcrnment, Bombay, No. 505, dated 19th January 18:!8, aud enclosnru [P,.pers No. Jl] 

From Government, Bengal, No. 513-J., chtt·d 2~nd Jauu:u·y1S!l8, ami euc!osut·e [Papers No. 32]. 
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" d enclosure [Papers From Editor, Khichri So.wachar, lliirz:\pur, dated lSth January 18J8, o.n 

No. ~~m Bubu Knnye Lall Mukcrjee Vakil .fiio-h Court, Calcutta, dated 23rd Jan<~ary 1898 [Paper 
No. 34]. . . . ' ~ "' . . ,, . N 35). 

F1·om I-I 1° h Court Calcutta No 235 dated 24th Janunrv 1898 nnd enclosm e [I. .tpers r 0
• 

c ' ' ' • · ' J · ' J 1 ·g;:; uu enclo~urcs From Chief Commissioner .Ajml!re-Merwam, Ko. 266-C., dated 21st anuary 0 , a " 
(Papers No. ~6]. ' [, Jf~\. 

!v!emora.nt1um by Pundit Radhnkl-ishan, Pleader, Gondn District, dated 22nd Janunl')' 181l8 b)r~ 
No.3;). · . 

]rom Chief Commissioner, Assam, No. 6-L. & L.-288-J., datcJ 21st Jannary 1898, and enclosure 
[Papers No. 38.] 

From President Thirteenth Indian National Congress, and enclosnre [Papers No. 3g]. 
From Furreedp~re Peoples' Associ ~ttion, dated 31st Jauum·y 189ti [Pape~· No. 40]. 
F1·om certain .Mukhtars of Bunlwan, eluted 28th Janua1·y 1898 [Paper ISo. 41 J. 
F1·om Poonn. Snrv:tinnik Sabha, No.8, dated 2Stb January 1B9:S (Pape1· No. 42]. 

. l!Jndorsemeut from Home Department, No. 107, dated ~1st Jauu:u-y 1898, and enclosure [Papers 
N~4~. . 

From Bar Library, llfozufferpore, dated 31st January 1898, nnd enclosure (P8.pers No. 44.-J. 
Note by the Hon'ble C. C. Stevens, dated 3rd Eebruary H:i 9S [Paper No. 46]. 
From Bar Library, Barisal, dnted January 1898 [i:'aper ~o. 46]. 
I•'rom Government, Bengal, No. 832-J., dated 7th February 1898, and enclosure [Papers No. 4-7]. 
Note by W . .A. Bonuaud, Esq., OUiciuting Chief Presidency M:.gistrnte, Calclltta, dated 9th Feb· 

ruary 1898 (Paper No. 48]. 
From Europeau and Anglo-Indian Defence .Association, No. 772, dated 8th Pebruary 1898 [Paper 

No. 49]. · 
From Government, Bengal, No. 1-J. T., elated 7th Febrna1·y 1898, and enclosure (Papers No. 50]. 
F1·om Gya Bar Association, No. 17, d,\tod lOth l!'ebnuwy 1808, aud enclosure (Papers No. 51). 
From Enropenn and Anglo-Indian Defence Association, No. 776, do.Led lOth February 1898 (l:'n.pe1' 

No. 52). 

pAPERS RELATING TO TilE FURTUER AllENDl!ENTS PltJPOSED TO 1m l!A.DE I K 'll!E CODE. 

From Chief Commissioner, Assnm, No. 4-6-T., dnted :ilst December lS\J'i [Paper No.1). 
From Chief Commissioner, Coo1·g, No. 3-Camp, dated 3rd January 1898 [l:'aper No. !2). 
From Agent to Governor-General in Baluchistan, No. 35-Camp, dated f>Lh Jtmuary 1898, and. 

enclosures (Papers No. 3). . 
From 13overnment, .l:lurma, No. 148-L.-4, dated-6 th January 1898 [Pa1Jer No.4-]. 
From Chief Commissioner, Central Proviuces, No. C.-4-, dated lOth J'auuary 18Dl>, n.ud enclosures 

(Papers No. 5]. · 
From Government, .North-Western Provinces and Ondl1, No. 109, dated 12th January 1898, and 

enclosure (Papers No. 6]. 
From Chief Commissioner, Ajmere·Merw:>ra, No. 208-C., dated 9th January 1898 [Paper No.7]. 
From G~vernmont, Punjab, No. SO! dated l~th J'auunry 1898, nnd euclosnres (Papers No.8). 
From Jhgh Court, Calcutttt, No. 208, dated 21st January 1898, and enclosure [L'upers No.9). 
From Go\·erument, Bengal, No. 542-J., dated 22nd January l8!J8, and enclosure (Papers No; 10). 
l~rom Government, Bombay, No. 57:.\ dated 21st Jtmuo.ry 1898, and enclosu.res l_l:'ap,ers No. 11]. 
E rom Gover~meut, Madras, No. llt, dated 19th Jnnuary 1898, and enclosurts [Papers No. 12). 
From Inhab1tants of Madras, elated 21st January 1898 [l:'aper No. 13). 
From Calcutta Bar, dated ~8th January 1898, nnd enclosure (Papers No. U). 
From President, l'ublio 1.1£eeling of Inhabitants of Baranngor~:~, &c., dated 24th January 1898 and 

enclosure [Papers No. 15]. · ' 
From Lt;,gul P1·actitioners' Association, Ahmedabad, d!<ted 29tB January 1898, and enclosure 

(Papers No. lt<]. . 
From Va~ils' Asso7i~tion, Madras, d;"te~ 6th F~brunry 1898 [Paper No. 17). 
From Cb10f CommlSSIODer, Assam, No. 6-L. & .u.- 420-J., dated 7th February 18!)8, and encl _ 

sures [Papers No. 18]. o 

J. M. MACPHERSON 
Secretary to the Government of iudia. 


