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INDIGO COMMISSION.

This Statement is printed at length on account of lhe important space which the

SERIOUS Offences comnected with Indigo in the District of Nuddea that have occurred during the last five years.

Bac

District has lately filled in public

Charge and particulars of the case

Decision, date, Appeal, Grounds of

Acquittal.

estimation.
fg:e?}g. Prosecutors, &e. | Defendants, &e.
1855
No. 197 | Bndun Ghose.|Arthur  Brodrick, B
inhabitant ot Planter, and others.
Boira, servant of
Umesh Chunder
Pal Chowdori.
No. 101 Government. M. de Dombal, Plan-
ter and others.
!
1856
No. 405 'Asul  Sheikh  of [Nobinchunder Bis-
Hurrah. wag, Gomashta of
My, Smith,

No. 6 |Government. (1) Rhada Mohun
Chatterjee and 40
others in the ser-
viee of Kalachund
Bhattarcharjyo,
zemindar of Bel-
pokuria,

§

1857,

No. 26 Moti Ulla, servant|l. Raja Sirdar; 2

of Mr. Larmour,
Bengal
Company.

ludigu

Loknath  Bhose
apd others in ser-
vice of Brijonath
Pal Chowdari,

Mr. de Dombal, with 150 lattials

Murper or Bistu Gnose.

istu Ghose is said to have in-
formed on May 26th against some
of Mr. Brodvick’s lattials, and
have gone with some chowkidars
to arrest them, Mr. B. and his
party are said to have pursued
them, whence an affray in which
Bistu Ghose was said to have
been killed by clubs and his
body thrown into the Ganges.

Plunder.

is said to have gone and plundered
two houses in lschunderpore, in
which attack two men were
wounded. The attack was made
because the ryots of Ischunder-
pore refused to take advances for

Indigo.

Illegal Confinement.

* This cace has been burnt, there-
fore no particulars can be given.

Riot and Assaull.

Mr. de Dombal gave information
of an attack made on him by the
defendant, to the thannah, and
the Magistrate,
fendants charged Mr. de Dombal
with firing on them, who ad-
mitted that he did so, but for
purposes of intimidation, not in-

jury.

[llegal Assemblage and Attempt to
Commit breach ¢f peace,

The defendants appear to have

issued from Brijovath Pal Chow-
dari's factory und proceeded in

nsh

Dismissed by Deputy Magistrate,

August 7th 1855. Appeal was made to

Twao of the de- |

the direction of Mr, Larmour’s
factory (Boochankali,) The Than-
urkundazes being present,

Santipore, July 9th 1855, on the
grourd of being a got-up case; it
was also proved that Bistu Ghose was
still alive.

the Session Judge against the order
of Deputy Magistrate, but rejected
on the ground that the Deputy Ma-
gistrate had gone fully into the case.

On July 31st 1855. Mr. de. Domb
was acquitted, the rest of the defen=
dants (5) were sentenced to one year's
imprisonment and 100 rupees fine,
or hard labor if not realized in seven
days each. The Deputy Magistrat
said that it appeared that Mr, de
Dombal, though aware of the attac
was not present; that his son M., F.c
Dombal was present. He was orde
ed to appear and give bail, but
tually did not come. P
A.chal was made to the Session Judg!
who, on August 23rd 1855, acq

all the defendants.

e
By

Imprisonment for three months,
fine of 20 rupees or two months ad
tional. September 23, 1850,

Defendant 1 sentenced to 5 m
imprisonment and 16 Rs, fine ¥
days, in lieu of labor and 100
fine, or 3 months additional.,
Defendants 2, 3, 4, 5. sente
2 months imprisonment an
fine in 4 days, in Jien of Ja
50 Rs. fine, or 2 months ac
imgriuonmcmt each. Novem
1856.

Appeal To  Session Judge,
vember 17th, ;
Defendant 1, acquitted :
siun against the resy upheld.

Defendant (1) sentenced to ]
or 6 months imprisonmwe
Re, fine in - liew of labor,
4th 1867,

2 other defendants sent
same, February 11th 180

Defendant (2) to 3

e
11l

soon stopped any actual breach
of the peace, Many previous dis-

prisoument and 12 Re.
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1857
No. 326
41

No. 186
330

1858
Nu. 18

No. 159
346,
(1)

(4

()

Loknath

Dignmbar  Singh,
Burkundaz  of
Koturia factory,
(Mr. de Sha-

ron’s.)

Podai  Turufdar,
and others, ser-
vants of Motee
Baboo, zemindar,

Rammohun Sirear,
servant of Mr.
A. Hills, and
Government and
Akbur Sheik.

Khalas-
si, servant of Mr
Larmour, Maul.
nath Factory.

Ditte Ditto

Ditto Ditto

Shital Chunder

Isub Biswas, Va-

(1) Dorab Mun.

Mainu and others.

(1) Dorab Mun.

|

]

Ram Chunder Roy,
Tara  Chunder
Roy and others,
Talookdars of Joi-
rampore.

Mookerjee, and
others, servants
of Mr. Roberts,
Bogoola Factory.

zir Sheik, Hur-!
ru  Sheik and
others,

dul, and 3 others,
and 11 others,

del and 6 others,!

putes had existed between the
parties, and Pal Chowdari was on
recognizances,

L lundor and Arson.

A quarrel exists between the fac-
tory and those talookdars. The
defendants were ¢aid to have
come and plundered a godown of
the factory, assaulted the prose-
cutor, and carried off 64 head of
cattle, a ledger book and 1u Rs.

Plunder of Village of Hoseindanga,
There was said to have been an

attack on this village on February
17th because the ryots of it were

unwilling to take advances, or |

to let, Mr.Roberts have the village
in lease.

Riot attended with wounding and
plunder,

On May 11th, 1858, about 8 in-
habitants of the village of Betai,
attacked Mr, A. Hill’s eutcherry
in that village, took several papers,
wounded a Government peada
and chowkeydar, then went to
another quarter of the village,
and plundered there and severely
wounded 6 men. This last attack
was made, because the sufferers
would ‘not join them against the
factory.

Affray and Assaull

do.

Assaull, wounding, riot,

| March 31st 185%, Defendant (1

of labor. and 200 Rs. fine or 3 months
mprisonment additional, and 12 Rs,
in lieu of labor,

Appeal to Session Judge, March 7th
1857.

Defendant (2) was acquitted, on the
grounds of imsufficient proof, the rest
of the decision upheld. '

Dismissed by Deputy Magistrate
(Nuddea) February 24th 1857, be-
cause the evidence of the prosecutor
and his witnesses was entirely at
variance.

Struck off the file, May 30th 1857,
on account of the absence of all
parties to the plaint.

Isob Biswas, and Brindawun Dutt,
the leaders, fined 100 Rs. or 6 months
imprisonment with labor, or 15 Rs.
in lieu of labor, to be paid in 5
days.

4 defendants—50 Rs. fine or 3 months
imprisonment, 15 Rs. to be paid in
5 days or labor,

4 defendants—25 Rs. fine or 6 weeks
imprisonment, labor or 5 Re.in Sdays,

4 defendants—25 Rs, fine, 6 months
imprisonment, labor or 5 R, in 5 days,

1 defendant—25 Rs. fine or 6 wecks
imprisonment, 5 Rs, orlabor as 3 days.

4 detendants—350 Rs. fine or 3 months
imprisonment, and 10 Rs. in five
days or labor,

Appeal  generally

order,

confirmed the

March 3rd 1858. Defendants Lotk
4, sentenced to 6 months imprison-
ment and 200 Rs. fine or 6 mouths
addition with labor, '

Defendant 5—16, to 3 months im.
prisonment with labor,

March 31st 1858,  Acquitted, be
cause the identification was not con-
clusive,

) sen-
tenced to 6 months and 200 Rs.
fine or 6 months labor, Defey.
dauts 2—6, 3 months with labor,

X
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1858
()

(¢)

No. 111
(a.)

(L)

lGovernment.

Ditto Ditto

Bosti Lall

Rameshur
Government,

and(h

i

was.

Shamchunder Paul
chowdry, Zemin-
darofthevillagein
regard to which
the dispute took
place.

@) Mr. - 8 D
Tripp, and (2)
Jug g obundhu
Shah, Naib of]
Akupore Factory.

% Mr.( R i B
ripp, (2) Kistol
LalY, (3) Atabdi

{ i
Issurchunder Bis- Attempt at Assault (on the
ground of a letter found
in his house.)

Certain

It a

Rameshur was in charge of the tim-
ber, gave information to thel

Breach of the Peace. ¢

tenures in Dihi Same-
talah were  declared valid for
the B. I. Company by the
Civil Court. A disposition to
oust the holders by leaguing the
ryots and under-tenants existed.
On this occasion they attacked
Mr. Cockshott, the agent of the
B. I. Company quite unprovoked-
ly on the morning of January
[5th, as he went to visit the
plaintiffs. He was attacked by
about 30 lattials, with twoservants,
wounded,but escaped ou horseback.

Forcibly detaining Timber.

that defendant 2, for-
cibly detained a quantity of tim-
ber belonging to the prisoners,
while being conveyed down the
river, near the Akubpore Fac- |
tory ; defendant (1) manager of
the Bamondi concern, caused
the timber to be removed to his
own factory, The timber was
first of all appropriated by defen-
dant (2). The owner petitioned
the Darogah, who made it
over to prosecutor in the presence
of detendant 2, but it was gra-
dually taken away by the factory
people and on one occasion, when
the Darogah and gome Police who
present, with a view to rescue
the timber, defendant (1) was
conspicuous  in ordering the
removal of the timber.

Illegal Imprisonment of Rameshur.

police of the detention of the
timber, and came to My, Tripp at
first to ask for the restoration of
the timber, Mr., Tripp ordered de-
fendants 2 and 8 to remove
Rameshur and confine him in a

March 81st 1838, Defendant bound
oyer in two sureties of 500 Rs.
each, for good conduct for onesyear.

March 8lst 18’8, leld in recogni.

Appeal to the Session Judge, but de-
cision upheld.

‘March 11th 1888. D&fendhnts sentenc-

Defendant

Defendant 1 sentenced to ﬁu“’ 4

factory own,

February 156
fven to the Assistant Magistrate

urrimpore of his whereabouts.
He was discovered by the Magis-

trate in a deserted building
~ under the surveillance of defendant

2 when he was released. >

Nothing was |
heard of him for 3 months, On |
information was |

zance to keep the peace in respect
to the B. I. Company, in Rs. 5,000,

ed to a fine, 200 Rs. given as com-
pensation to the prosecutor. 4
2—100 Rs. fine or 2
months imprisonment.

3
-5

¢
i

Re. and costs, :
Defendants 2, 5—20 Rs. fine eac
2 months imprisonment, OF
;his 25 Rs. compensation t0
ur,
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1858
No. 17 | Government,

(a.)

(b.) |Ditto Ditto

B et D

No. 549
: 072. Madun Ghose.

, 637
No Government.,

1859 |
No. 91 Mr. E. Roberts and
’(,.,_) { Government.

i

!

l

Ditto Ditto

(0.)

|

(1) Ramnarain Roy
(2) Joychund Sir-
car, and 4 others.

Russi  Takidgir,
and others,

Madhu Sirdar

Hurri Bhatacharj,
and 15 others,
Belpukuria Fae-
tory.

kerbutty,
2 Gorai Sheik,

Swarup Ghose and| I
4 others,

Brindhabun Sircar.| Assembling armed men with inten-

Affray with Plunder, a)

Affray with Howicide. 4)

A dispute about a purchase in the
putni lease of a share in the
Sonapoot,  estate, existed be.
tween Mr. Forlong and the
other shareholders of the old ta-
look. While this was being
settled, this affray took place,
a large party of the people were
proceeding to erect a cutcherry
and were opposed by the villagers
and two or three men were said
to be wounded. One was said
to be killed.

Affray with plunder. €)

Aggravated assault with wounding
and carrying off cattle.
An old dispute between the factory
and the villagers was the original
cause of this. There appears to
have been a cattle trespass on
the one hand, and a seizure of
cattle by the factory people on
the other, hence an affray and the
prosecutor wounded on the head,

Riol and Resistance to the Police.

1 Kali Dass Chuc. There is a quarrel between the

Loknathpore factory and the
zemindar Brindhabun Chunder

On this occasion the cattle of
the villagers of the zemindar was
carried off by the factory people,
the ryots rescued them; the fac.
tory people rallied and, headed
by the defendants, opposed by
the Police, joined by another large
body, and were with much difficql-

ty stopped by the darogah and his
burkundazes,

tion to commit a breach of the
peace.

legal assemblage and assault of
the prosecutor,

Sircar, especially abontsome leases, |

June 14th 1858, Defendants 58
sentenced to 6 months and 250 Rs.
fine or labor,

Defendants 4, 5, 6,—6 months and
20 Res, fine or labor,

Appeal to Sessions Judge, decision
apheld, July 30th 185S.

June 14th 18538, Acquitted, on
ground of insufficient evidence.,

June 19th 1858. 6 months imprison-

| ment, and 20 Rs. fine or labor.

This case was referred to the Magis-
trate of Nuddea, of October 29th
1858, and was dismissed by him on
the ground that the witnesses were
palpably partially inclined, and that
the Prosecutor much misrepre-
sented the case,

December 11th 1858, Defendant 1.
2 months imprisonment and 50 Rs,
fine, in 2 days, or labor.

Defendant 2,2 months imprisonment
and 20 Rs. fine, in 2 days or labor,

Appeal to Session Judge upheld,
March 25th 1859,

May 12th 1859. 200 Rs. fine or 2
months imprisonment, and 2,000
Rs. recognizance not to break the
peace for a year,

May 12th 1859. 2 months impri-

sonment and 20 Rs. fine or lahor
each,

e
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INDIGO COMMISSION.

§
il Rt 1550, .
5 ;f i (e.) Ditto. Ditto. Halodhur Ghose Ditta ditlo ¢) | May 12th 1859. Defendant acquitted,
gl and 4 others. Mr. Roberts the manager of the | on the ground of generally insuffi-
§ Khalbolia concern of the B. I.| cient evidence. 2 ¢ i
288 Company and his assistant Mr. | June 2_31'(1 1¢59. Br_mdhabnn Sirear H
Tweedie going to take possession acquitted, but security kept on. De-
: of Shibnibas, in which village | cision confirmed against the rest S
I defendants in the case were prior | by Session Judge.
to a law suit, the proprietors;
i were attacked by some armed men
in the village: the plaintiff was
_: wounded ; 5 were identitied. De-
fendant was convieted because
: g these nien had assembled inhis |
1 house and Dbecause of his
antecedents with these planters.
No. 160 Purno ChunderSrinath Biswas, Lllegal Assemblage and Assault with M‘ty 31st 1859". 3 I‘nonths 1m-
(@) | Chuckerbutty and| Gomashta of the, Wounding. prisonment and 50 Rs. fine or labo
others. Por &chaw l:'il-
- r. White
lﬁ&::berﬁ&) i
(6.) [Ditto  Ditto. | Halodhur Ghose. Dilto ditto. Aguit_tod.. 1) because of doubt .
. A party of spearmen had collected | _identity in the Mohurrir's mind.
in the Rampore village, appa-| %) Prosecutor’s testimony that
! rently in the interest of the Bans- | Was 9hewhere engaged at the t
; berria factory, were observed by | of dispute. v
prosecutor and his burkundazes | June 25rd 1859. Defendant in
who ordered them to bearrested ; | (¢) acquitted by the Session Jud;
they resisted and the defendant k.
coming up ordered them to drive
off the police; of these they
knocked down one and soon
| after retired. The identity of
defendant in case (2) was clearly
established.
Affray and seizure of cattle.
No. 236 Miyajan Biswas and Servants  in  the Some cattle were seized by the | Defendants 4 months impriso
others of Govind-| Bansherria fac- ryots as trespassing in their fields, | each, and 50 Rs, fine or 1
pore: papers with| tory. and were being taken to the fac-| more each, ]
Commissioner. tory, when the Assistant in | The case of Shitul Tarafdar b
charge ordered a rescue, and an | separately tried and is still
offray followed, in which Shitul | investigation, ~
T:(rlafdnﬂ’r l:vas t'l:vmuulml, and car-
ried o o facto le.,
No cattleywere rascnz, psel(;rt.ul
Tarafdar was never seen again, ol
bavin?mdiod in confinement at 5
some factory :
Affrny attended with Murder. ‘
- No. 21 |Kalichurn  Sirkar, Thakor Dayal and| The factory people were taking | At the Sessions 2 Def
o éﬂumnuggur others, trespassing cattle to the ,| nished with 4 and 3 years
ory.) when a rescue was made Wthe ment, another acquitted.
m, and & man wounded, so :
he died afterwards, (34
o P lm. §
No. 306 [Ramdhon  KamarMr. W. White and|Defendants agsembled a foree of | November 19th 1859.
$i¢ aud others: papers| his servants (15) club-men, and in open daylight | fined 300 Rs,
~with  the Com- attacked and plundered the village | Jeased, 13, 15 sentenced
missioner, ofGobim‘lEon, with a view to| impri , and 20
compel the villagers to sow | of \
indigo,
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s - : :. Motee Lall Ghose Lllegal Assemblage, Assauit, December 3rd 1859, 16 Defendants :
1\t?.‘275 Mo'fumglhu,,kﬁf;i]r.’;h Noyan  Ghose . Wounding. fined Rs. 25 each, or 1 month impri- "Ppendix b.'
A% (')ah Raya Pandy| Ram Sheik Dinul Plaintiffs were digging up some | sonment and 5 Rs. fine or labor,
iau,gh i’andy for Sheik ~ Brin land in front of Brindabun Sircar’s Br}pdhabun Sirca'r fined 50 Rs. for-
Mr. Roberts. ‘ dabon Sirkar, house. The latter ordered them | feiture of recognizance of 2000 Rs.
: and 12 others. to be stopped by force, and an
! affray ensued.

1860 | Dinu Ghose, Nil- | Baoul Christian., | Arson. ; Acquitted. February 14th 1860, B
9 moni Napit. Defendant was accused of setting ]
fire to some houses, at the 1nstiga~
tion of the Dewan of Chandergote
factory, of the Hadra concern,
to make the village sow Indigo.
Acquitted, because of the inconsis-
tency of evidence as to particalars
of the fire, and on account of the
character of the object and the
instrument chosen for such an
ohject.

Government. Dinu  Ghose and| False complaint.

February 14th 1860. 2 months im-
Nilmoni Napit, Countercharge charge to the above. :

prisonment each, and 10 Rs. fine or
labor.

No. 104 | Haris Dass, Ali Khan and 5 lllegal imprisonment of prosecu-
theye servants of | tor’s father.

Mr. G. Smith | Prosecutor deposed that he heard of
Ruttunpore Fac- | his father having been seized by
tory. the six prisoners and taken to the
factory, went there, but could
bear nothing of him.

| Dismissed by Magistrate because

witnesess and Plaintiff palpably
false.

March 1st 1860, Dismissed.

Illegal arrest and imprisonment,

No. 1. | Nuffar  Mandul | Jadub Roy, Dewan| It was alleged that Biro Mundul,
and ~ 4 others| of the Hurral son of prosecutor and two

ryots. factory and others were arrested by lattials | the release, could not recognize the
others. under the orders of defendant 1.) parties released. It was improbable

that they were kept at the Hurra' 0 that they would be confined

factory a day and night : that they together ; their release after a mo-
were sent to two other factories:| derate reward had been offered,

that oneof them escapedwho gave | was another suspicious circumstance,
information to the Darogah and

that the rest were subsequently
released.

April 9th 1860. Acquitted by De-
puty Magistrate, the witnesses to

Illegal arrest and imprisonment

No.85 | Modhu  Sheaik,| Rameshwar  and| It was alleged by the Prosecu-
and others, ryots) 50 others, ser-| tors that they were confined for
in Thannah Hur-| vants in Hurrah! some time in different factories,

April 24th 1860. Released by De-
puty Magis trate because there was
(1) want of local natural evidence,

rah. factory. because they refused to sow (2) improbability in the evidence of
Indigo. the best witness, (3) speedy release
after moderate reward offered, (4)
no advantage taken by the captors
; to threaten the friends of their pri-
Lilegal Imprisonment. soners,

No.43 | Anundo Sheikh. | Servants of Sho-| Tt was alleged that the Prosecutor

kadoha factory. was arrested by the (Gomashta puty Magistrate because (1) there

of Shokagloha factory, as an inha- | ‘were no eye-witnesses to the arrest
bitant of Puthurgattaa village | or release.
opposed to the factory, that he was (2) suspicious nature of the evi.

moved from factory to factory ill dence of the other kidn:
treated, confined with ot?a;rs,y for o
several days,

April 28th 1860. Released by De-

L
‘. \ &
a. bt
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1860,
No. 30

‘ No. 62

i
i
i
5
1

No. 108

+ No. 77

No. 74

Tin Kaori Man-
dol.

Government.

Prannath Roy, Po-
lice Jemadar and
Government

Budaraddin, Bur-
kundaze of Bag-
da.

Moonshee Biswas,

Nazir Mandul and
others ryots,

Plunder and Wounding.

Jadu Ghose and| It was alleged that* 8 Euro-
others of Beer-
pore factory, the
house of the pro-
secutors,

peans and a large band of lattials
surrounded the house of the Pro-
secutor plundered it, and other

houses.
*Viz, Messrs I. Sibhald,
W G Smith,}
and Saubolle,

Resistance to the Police.

Munniruddin Bis-| A petition was sent to the Da-

and 22| rogah of Bagda by one of
Mr, Larmour’s people to say that,
on their going to Barakhanpore,
they were driven out by the vil-
lagers ; the Darogah went to the
spot,saw the Naib reading the Par-
wana and proclamation of March
29 and April 9, to some 25 ryots.
They laughed at it, and swore not
to obey it ; the ringleaders, four,
were arrested and presently rescued
by a party of lattials, two hundred,
Subsequently the Military Police,
under the Magistrate (Mr. Mac-
neile) arrested 18 men and one
more was uext day arrested and
identified.

Rescue of Prisoners from the Police

Assault,

Gunni Biswas and| Prosecutor was sent by his Da-
3 others.

rogah, to arrest some of the vil-
lagers of Ramkishtopoor. Instead
of doing this, he went to An-
daria and appears to have tried
to make some ryots go with
Mr. Larmour's Amin to the fae-
tory to get Indigo land ; hence a
dispute arose, mﬁ the Burkundaz
was ejected from the village,

Assault and Attempt to Plunder.,

Baka Ulla Peyada. Prosecutor and others were origin-

ally charged by Defendants part
under Act ~ XI, 1860, wit
destroying indigo. This char
was dismissed ; thereupon this
countercharge was brought, Defen..
dant and bis party appear to have
e totoﬂ:: vi to force the
T to pay their rents to the
Khalbolia flctor{r ; they were re-
sisted by the villagers and forced to
run off; the Prosecutor not satis-

ish, brought after char,
as lt;shng cattle, failin 8“';‘ prov-
gug‘ut‘hae, he was held to fail
in

April 30th 1860. Released, because
there was (1,) no decided proof cf
wounds inflicted.

(%) No proof of who began the assault.

(3) No probability of so small results
from so large an assembly.

(4) General exaggeration in the terms
of the charge.

April 12th 1860. 19 of the Defen-
dants sentenced to 6 months impri-
sonment and hard labor and 20 Rs,
fine or 6 months addition and labor.,

4 of the Defendants could not be
found.

Appeal to Session Judge, June 20th
1860, and decision upheld. -

June 27thand July 4th,.—1 defen
dant was sentenced to 8 mon?
imprisonment and 10 Rs, fine, pi
able in 7 days or labor, the rest
6 months imprisonment and 50 K
fine, payable in 7 days or labor.

Appeal to Session Judge, with
the case still rests,

April 17th  1860. Relea
burkundaze, put on his del
burkundaze was a !
for 3 months.

?
i
:
3

Released, July Oth 1860,
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'No, 102 |Jiban' Peada.

No. 26

No. 461 [Sheraj

No. 735

No. 78

No. 79
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Mandari Mirza.

Court, Nuddea,

Chunder  Malita
Ryot of Joyram-
pore.

Gopal Sheikh Ryot

Waris Mridha and
others Khalassis
of Mr. Larmour,
Katgarra Facto-

ry.

i Kullam Shah and

Sheikh,
Peyada, Foujdari

Ramchurn Chatter-
jee, Gomasta of|
Mr. Wood, Pu-
rindapore factory.

33 others,

Uma ChurnSandial,
and two others
servants of Mr.
Meares, Chaund-
pore factory.

Ujal Biswas and
16 others.

Hosain  Ghurami
and 13 others,

Kumiruddin Sirkar
of Loknath
pore factory and
4 others.

1 Kumirddin Sickar
2 Haris Ghose,

Gopal Mundal and
40 others,

Riotous assembly.

The prisoners assembled one morn-| 21 of the Defendants sentenced to 2

ing and proceeded in a riotous
manner to within the precincts
of the Paikpore factory armed
with spears ; no violence was actu-
ally offered to the factory servants.

Assault and wounding.

Prosecutor allegel that on going

out to cut grass, he saw the three
defendants with about 40 lattials ;
he fled homeward waspursued and
wounded by one of the defend
ants, that the villagers turned out
and the factory people fled.

Assault and riotous assemblage.

Assault and riotous assemblage.

Assault.

’

Assault,

Assault,

The prosecutors went by Mr. Lar-

mour’s orders, and tried to per-
suade the ryots ‘of Doorgapore to
take indigo seed from the factory.
These ryots and their neighbours
were much excited at the time, and
had previously attacked Mr. Lar-
mour,and a body of about 150 men

fell on the prosecutors and severely
handled them,

months imprisonment and 20 Rs.
fine in 5 days or labor, and 50
fine and 1 month under same con-
ditious.
Appeal to Session Judge; appeal up-
held.

April 4th 1860. Released.

Evidence for the prosecutor was very
unsatisfactory.

May 1st 1860. 6 defendants senten=
ced to 3 months imprisonment each.

OneDefendant sentenced to 1 month
imprisonment and 6 Rs, fine in 2
days or labor,

One Defendant sentenced to 3 month
imprisonment and 20 Rs, flne in
days or labor, the rest were acquit-
ted

'Appe.al. The papers are still with the
Session Judge.

tenced to 1 month imprisonment
and 10 Rs. fine in 5 days or labor.
1 Defendant sentenced to 1 month
imprisonment, the rest were released.
Appeal. Paperss with the Session
Judge.

March 19th 1860. 3 Defendants
sentenced to 1 menth imprison-

ment and5 Rs. finein 5 days or
labor.

1 Defendant acquitted.
Appeal  Decision upheld by Session
Judge, but papers not yet come back.

Defendant (1) acquitted.
Defendant (1) sentenced to 1 month

imprisonment and 5 Ra. fine or
labor,

days, and 50 Rs. fine or 6 months
addition. :

4 prisoners sentenced to 6 months and
labor or 20 Rs. fine payable in 7 days.

1 prisoner (a chowkidar) dittoand dis-
missed without pay.

1 prisoner 3 months 1mprisonment and
labor or 10 Rs, fine in 7 days, the
rest proved a sort of alili and were
acquitted.

Appeal to the Session Judge.

Decision upheld, June 15th 1860,

May 30th 1860. 38 Defendants sen~

3 prisoners sentenced to 6 months and
labor or 20 Rs. fine payable in 7.
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Ixx. INDIGO COMMISSION.

;; .!iﬂndlx No 11, 1860, ;
L No, 121 | Mr.  Cockshott, [Idu Mandul, and Attack on the prosecutor, July 18th 1860. 1 month and 20 Rs.

Katgarra factory| 9 others, ryots of] fine in 7 days or labor, j ]
papers still with| Ramkistopore. Appeal. a
the Sessions’

Judge.

Tumultuous assemblage.

No. 143 \Mr, Campbell, Joy-(Hassan Ulla Bis-| Mr. Campbell and Mr. Larmour | May 14th 1860. 1 Defendant sen- &
pore factory. was and 12| riding through Andulia were sud- | tenced to 6 months imprisonmen ¥
others. denly and unprovokedly attacked | and 20 Rs. fine in 7 days or labor,
by the prisoners, armed with lat- | the rest to 3 months imprisonment
tics. The prosecutors and Mr. | and 10 Rs. fine in 7 days or labor,
Larmour had to escape at once. | Appeal to Session Judge.
The prisoners arrested oue hour | Decision upheld, June 16th 1860,

p afterwards.
A Damur- | Ram Chunder Bis-{Debnath ~ Biswas| 4¢tack on Village of Sharabaria, ac- | May 30th 1860, Defendant (1) ¢
huda. | was and 6 others | and 18 others. cmmi‘liad by wounding, plunder | tenced to 3 months imprisonmel
No. 24 Mr. Wood’s facto- g{h es. sowing indigo by force.| and 25 Rs. fine, payable in five d
ry servants. e Defendants on the 5tk May | or labor, and 100 Rs. fine or

proceeded to Sharabaria village to | months addition and same condit
sow indigo by force; then the pro- | Defendant (1) sentenced to 3 monf
secutor was severely wounded by | imprisonment and 10 Rs, fine, ps
one of the Defendants; two other | #ble in 5 days or labor and 25
men were also wounded. The| fine or 1 month addition and st
Defendants also riotously attack- | conditions,
] ed the above village, anc{ plunder- | 10 Defendant sentenced to 2 mot
. ed to a slight extent two or three | (4) imprisonment and 10 Rs, |
: houses, payable in 5 days or labor.

Violent assault and false accusa-
tion of Criminal offence,

Karim- | Khushi Sheik /Ramlall Biswas The Prosecutor was seized by the | March 20th 1860, Defendant
pore. Peada of the and three others| defendants and given in to the| tenced to 2 months imprisont
No. 55 Amjhupi  Fac-| ryots. authorities on the charge of driving | and 20 Rs. fine or 1 month addita
tory. cattle away belonging to them; he | imprisonmentand 6 Rs, fi
was violently treated by them.| of labor. gy
It was proved however that some | Defendants (2) sentenced to 8 !
hundreds of Ryots had that day | imprisonment, and 30 Rs. fi
assembled at tzo village and that | months additional impri
Prosecutor having gone there to| 9 Rs. fine in lieu of labg
change money was attacked by the | Defendants (3) 20 Rs. fine,
defendants, imprisonment, :
Defendants (4) 20 Rs. fine, or
imprisonment. :

Session J 1
Afml. wDeoi-ionvm '

Riotous assemblage and attempted al-
, . tack ou the Amjhupi Factory,

Hasil Sheik, a Ta- Ramlall Biswas and| The Ryots of several villages as- | March 21st 1860. Dis
ﬁir of the 6 others Ryots, | sembled in numbers lthtr: vil- | The fact of the

i hupi  Fac- lage Amjhupi ; a party of about | blished, but not the in
. lOOlppruoﬁcdthoFmbut witnesses for prosecul
after  shouting and 'm pably false evidence.




INDIGO COMMISSION.

No. 74 |Miajan Sheik and
Goburdhun Khan
chowkidars of the
Sonadoha  Fac-
tory.

Sriram Biswas
9 others, Ryots.

|

No. 193 |Bukshi

Amin of the
Chitka Factory.
Tinkaori Sheik,
Burkundaz of the
Katuli  Factory.
Jadu Sheik and
Pundit  Sheik,
ryots.

No. 190
gir.

Zamir Bheik Takid-\Dwarkanath

The 15th August 1860,

Biswas, Brojo Biswas and

11 others.
L

sain, ryot.

Txx1,

Violent assault, Illegal imprisonment,
Salse accusation of criminal offence.

Defendant had an altercation with | April 17th 1860, Defendant (1) sen-
Prosecutors, as they were on their | tenced to 6 months imprisonment
way to the factory. Prosecutors| and 50 Rs. fine, in lieu of labor.
threatened to  take Defendant to Defendants (2,3) sentenced to 6 months
the factories, Defendant shouted | imprisonment and 20 Rs. fine (each)
for assistance, a number of Ryots | in lieu of labor.
came and took the Prosecutors, | Defendants (4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9) sentenced
confined them all night and took | to 3 months imprisonment and 15
them next day to the thannah. Rs. fine (each) in lien of labor.
Appeal to Session Judge. Decision
'i upheld, May 23rd 1860,
|

Assault and wounding and Illegal im-

'i
prisonment . |
|
!

The Prosecutors had gone to in-
spect the indigo growing on land
attached to Mobarukpore village,
found 2 or 3 ryots ploughing the
abandoned lands of the willage
threw the ploughs aside, and drove
the ryots off; news got to the vil-
lage; the ryotsissued forth, seized,
bound, and conveyed to a hut the
Prosecutors ; they were released 12

hours afterwards by a Thannah
Jemadar.

May 28th 1860. Defendants sen-
tenced to 3 months imprisonment
and 15 Rs. fine, in lieu of labor each.

Appeal to Session. Judge. Decisiou
upheld, June 27th 1860,

Violent assault and jfalse imprison-
ment.

No independent testimony to be
obtained in this case, but appa-
rently Prosecutor was seized by
the ryots of the village, assaulted
and confined in the house of the
defendant and found and released
3 days afterwards by a Thannah
Burkundaz.

June 16th 1860. Dismissed, the evi-
dence for the prosecution was palpa-
bly false, the witnesses not having
been present at the occurrence. Also,
the Defendant was not sole oceupier
of the house, and not having been

lentified with the capture of the
Prosecutor.

W. J. HERSCHEL,

Officiating Magistrate,

present at the release could not be

Appendix N¢



