





‘notﬁ.nar‘ under Py tibn 34(1)“ -

\_.unproved.

“It nul ‘be obaex:.v,ga that the Acting s
/in hie ttor .of the

"x‘hia woul geem %o

, for aeotion 34(2)(1) )
As ragardn ﬁbs faote of the caae with

retoranoa to tha a.llegod talae oharsa. the Judgmenta'

ot tha Judgaa muat bu taxon to bs- oorreut,_ And

ur, Juatiaa Shetidan. 1n doaling uitn tho eaBe. nsainat
Gurbux ‘S‘,insh,‘ fnppeara to have takaen the view. that ’
the ‘ohar'g‘o ﬁi‘quzht aéoinat Gurbux Singh wao-quite

‘ --ux..f{&é;;ig;b. stcphenu' judgnent is not so

ut' 'i!am'dhand. But 1t umat ba’ rumambarnd



‘ofhisg legal adv“isar, but .
lstted of the 18th Ootober, 1927, tnreateningmhim'
that he would get no payment of.. an;y kind, 10 1ea,va,

who, it 15",431"1, were satisfied with what ha
done; and three and a half yeara have Blap:
sincs the mattera took plaoe. - SD far as oan'

aaaemainod, no legal adviae on thia queation n',

diemigsal appeare to have baen “taken, T shouM' :

like to know whst th Attorney Genera.l haa to z‘
on geotion 34 of the

The aifficult ig- to kna whe.t is 1,ﬂ :

be.done., The whola matter ge

n - AClC.PETKinson 24.6%

G.J.’.F—";‘l‘.‘ at onpe- -
. ' 25.6.37 -

T have modii‘ied para.5 - thé Acting commr's leccer

“wds aupendant to a disouasion and & récord - it -

und.uly tersenof what pessed then. I am not pre- : 3

pared to say that 11; was improper.
' W.C.B., ¥
“8.7.31 -8t once.

:/‘

‘I'o Gov 492 1 Anewd 15 July 1931 cons.

Gov.Byrne Ho' 534, 11.9 51
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s o A ., Ham Ohand's remgnatzon was
L [ clearly 1n£ended by hm to ba [

his receiving "al]:~ ig :du»eys"

time of hig resvmatwn he mey have meant by

"dues" the gums wmch the Governmant had agreod o

. to pay himy If hov’ever he meant more than

this, ‘it might be ‘open to questmn whother hls

r9°1gnatlon ever becpme effectlva,,ﬁut havmg

(and i’rom such detalls g are now supphed this

Wu sogms . to. be. tho case) mulﬂ have

been dlsmlssed He is therefore foreed by threats

to res1gn. It 13, of course, qulto usaluss f;or the

lar: Oxdmanée or Reg;ulatlons, - :
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La gratu ty ia withoun foundution. oIL anything ia to:
be dona ror him ir. muat bg by wny of ax grutia

! T : . ; oompenantion ror the 1rregular procedura adopted
o) f iz 11kely to become an inafficiantx dn’-‘ ; - . ; ; : E

Commiggioned: 0fficer ]
W) 3; 1£ medic'ny Wity

\;.'D. ‘







_agn?ﬁm%ﬁ e W)ﬁ i

“




—s.;g.,m,,g;,,?“-'-. 1, '~-: -1~'0 ch"wm"'
S, ety 7 A

, 1.',.5_9.'rd.'a.-indz¢:' B - - jw A, & %‘- *‘

Permt. U8, of 8, o s ,,,
e ‘\ "gbmly. USof g, (ajﬁ')‘ uA—? M /Yo 61(? ‘y
.‘ Swwf’v_’.:f'g“‘“- ‘-A e 5. ':Z,' I" A (&-‘ w,(?cd' 7 ] ,~ '
' ’ DR“;T : - Mh"‘ ‘M“‘“'ZE ) B g;‘

K(AA«?c.

4 - d.:uau_d.'m i'a.tud.e

#t
5

o 6%M~-= W ar:







BRIGADIER-GENERAL. R
GOVERUNOR.
THE RIGHT HONOURAEIER s
J. H. THOMAS, P.C., MuPu,

SECRETARY OF STATE FOR

o




I{e ma conaeq_uently tranaferred to

While at Lombnna, the Asaistcnt Superintendent in

a latter dnted the 1oth !.'.b.roh. 1922, atated th' t 'thiu man
(Petitioner) han the moat unhnpp kna. ‘

Lombasu. .

3 4
\ .




o

‘followsie o TR ,

Again &t the sa.me station during Ba.y, 1926,
wus severely reprimanded for a ’bree.ch of discipline.
'3. : The original case from which ‘the trou‘ble amae,

resulting ‘in-his ‘£iral _resignation in 1927, vas a8

(a). A ﬁ.rst in:roma.ti on report W sent from the

I’olice at Mnmhasa by §ub-1nspector eurbux =

Singh (re:t‘erred to by the Petitioner} to the

of ':iboifdé“ordérod'a £42) Pepartmental Enquiry

xta-be -held-by. tha Bupennnendd

//the Lombwo. Police Ihia enquiry reoulted»in

- the Cominaioner redncing the Petitioner

: frcm seuand grade Sub-Inapentor._and h.e thus

’ becnme a nop-pengionable ofticer-‘ AD opinion
naving been obtained from the .Attorney General,
“the Commissioner also ordered that the»,;two 9
Sub-Inspectors (Gurbux Singh and the
Petitioner) bve px;oéect_xted under ue\ction 1)
of the Indian Penal Codé - laying a faloe

—ihj ure

-...oharge wit i‘lntent and section

109, oL~ ha Indian Penn.l\code ‘yabnf;é‘nt




committed, Vwﬁ;h a view to the Indian, _the _'

ocoupant; sendirg his wife to another house,(

thua to enable the Petitioner to seduce her;;'

It was proved that th.e rlain clothas ma.n»v:aa
sent thera by ‘the Petitioner_ without the

o~




T .ged'bgtwean the

S

vocate, "and the then




the mnimnm peri od,

{

he was neither eligible for, /axgainn nor ould-the L
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hat it was justifiable,

amies. sumiarily s Sub-Inspactar off




] )' £
be correct.- lUr. Me' Sherida.n in - ﬂ

dealing vut.h t,he case agmnst Gurbux Singh
appears to have taken the view t.ha'o;th  "‘.'

N “

charge brought, against him was qui'oe

unproved. Altaough ur( wstephens 3

Judgnent vas not 8o favourabla of .Ram i







Par-&hep I fee‘In bpuﬁd. to' e
1atter addresnéd' to _f .

uitable one t.o he

vntten by t.he Head of a Depa.rtment to

a subordinate. In that letter Ram Chnnd

~was threatened that unless he handed in -

his resighation, his services would be

- dispensed-with.ard he would -get no -




REGEIVED
“fo.. B3OMAY 1931,
COL oFFICE|

3..5.\ :. ';'nig following obsemtiona mag, however, f:e

: of naaiathnce to Your Lordﬂfxip in dealing with the .
mri ous pointa in tha Petition -




gattled yd.th hia advocu.tea to whom he- had entmatad_

the dispesal ot hio casa. ! .
mmgh 8: Bee parmgraph 9 of the encl at

:;ng:_f:__agh 2 (1). The enclosureb;zill show tha.t

.Ranm Cha.nd'a 12 yeara' service had not beenby cmy ngeang

-

ent:lrely nn.t:l nfa.otory.

Mmgh 9 ‘2[. T am. inrormed that the ®

allegations. which are m about the febrleation of







ha Right Hono ahlo
Dord;’ gdss.f a1l

érou‘nd;s., I 1'_9"Jb_iﬁed ‘ﬁhe

edical treat‘aent in India.

«2~.‘ In 1922 I was promoted to” uhe rank oﬂ ~2nd

Grndwsib-lnapeotor‘ oft Poliee end my ser'fice \vaa

Ty

nonf:lrzned by the Secretary of State -for the COlonie ‘

l.’Pensionable Grade) and. ih May 192  '




dealt wi‘bh ‘ny the I.iagistrate. Therefore Sub-Inspeotov




quashed. and retrinl vies om?re? by the Annelam; »pour't '

matter' was arrnin referred to the cOmmissioner oi‘ .Polioe,

who wi’t;hout giving any due nonsiderution iasueﬂ. order




; o s
\\r" / consequenee cf\ the ahove annlication a]l the

é 1’oj.ic:aw.*er-e c..ncelle& B

'ord.ers 'of the 'Gommissioner‘

nothinw wigs se’ntled abogt ny

the grou.mis tha

e 7 filde - T

S (}rati‘hu’uy or ?qnsiOkl and comnens&tion Dl .xy‘exuen;imgg,

. f . !
- and damagas oauﬁed 4n the course o" hia. case. I,

instead of ‘,recefivinng gny satisfaclory ragﬂ.y, received

"a 1skfer No.2.11g/127 Uated 18.10.27 from the
ominissionerof Police (Copy attached) threatening

m‘ that ifI would. not tender resignetion my services

'?sed with and I will get nothing, therefors




(Gopy ‘oz Judgmen ‘attachéd,hei‘etyif;h) end







R P

Kenya Polige, Ho.P.Ila/z53, - 90 {
. b ) Office of the‘(}omminaioner,. X
- : N .O.Box.eamnirob,l. !
4th Pebrunxy rgag, ¥
CORFIVENTIAL, : SRR |
SubeInspector Ram Chang, : B \ {
Kenya Police, . o ) s
) on leave,) i
vith referencé your letter dated- the 30¢n Débeﬁber.ma?.l. wa k
inotrugted to Teply to you 1 in reference tp. -
‘ { Your petition to HY Bxcellency the Governor,
_ {2) .Ypuxf—%_sz'i;{_cation for pensfon or gratulty,
“2. His kxoellehoy

Ix 0 CaXeTUlly conoldersq ayg the
Lacto-leading up~to your resignation from ¢
.natiafied thn ¥

,‘3.;5" : You :
Teonlgn
-q'

by your lgqnl

N

sellenoy-ig. unable to

ned. on)
I 19, Finnyy

I am to add. pEled to resign from the
Poligce Yorece,but Jou resigned voluntotily
Four renignation

the. Givernor nas eay,

he Polg

ce Force. and ig
1t you have no legitima S

T

that you were not com

; ' On certain terms and that

and th texms upon which it took place were approved
odviger, oree.Upon ¥ T kvl
e g A . 4.....1»—-......}. . »

*:

- td, -Jamep Lunley,
Atg: Commisplonep of Police,




‘Penbion;sceo

16 that ny: B 68 ms. broke
entlroly thro 11=hehlth

% { 3
the Xenye Policg;pproximatc‘l:

v 1t
1rsand: rour mntha

h=4: tlth dn r oll edutieﬂ‘-rinr
ru.jolned ﬁnhc Polio" 'orod as: ohyploalls

ID ttma1°1¥ 33 )
qg ] apply O‘ O 18
‘Bect 34"




Lice, T '6
24th Ootober 1927;

‘Monmbaga t

: ¢ then: I have in: y
ler-effortp “be by ‘ortain:Police.
. Lo entablish a:oy harge egainet me,
-Hoordin™ ave 8- otatement to- [d

C ate -tothe Headquarter By 8 dent
that cer oin Polioe Officers at Nombag “tried to {nflune
swear that he hod baen tentruatad-by; with-money to
.at Mombasa, Police armdurer-Noo bo-do thia,p
Btatemonty are with'the Commiy o8 an

eken,
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‘Mx Rem chv.n
RBX, Agbtt: sm‘a-lnspector,
enya Po‘nce Hairo‘bi.

g . t' e i
,ur. ervlcen,.wiu ,,,(, I
y kin ‘no léave, )

“an-gotive; =
e SIat A\);unt lnat But* you: \vul rocaed"on; len)
16 68 1 ‘ihe Tet of Septemver,

d.iaf.el;r on rece!pt ot you::. lettsr or reatgnution
lx;wtn‘axahnve texmn. nrrongements will be mide ‘for- o single) yassage .
. _ ox:you to Irdia;You will of courae be: gaid all thot-18: dne ta:you
includina houss allowancs up to<the SIst August but: ‘from the: Iat
‘Beptember . u uu draw leave pay only untill- your ‘leave expire
oF . when: you be nimnl: othtue atrenath,-dr_tl}e Aenya. oliges
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he Acting Governors
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? 3
,were surpr:laed 16 receive
n| Oogm:iasionér of” ?

ginally “eanc
tn raad-raapectively to th rigl

eins atte of dif
ued: diemlsbing: our olient Xrom.the’ For‘ce‘ under
Irerent pretext,and on: wiichyin'view ot b,i

at:s gr Jmerit: rrom ‘the va:iqun ~_Q\£r1—'cgra. quar';yho' e hag o
- B s Y '/ s e oo i
,p\ tb \be b ::l.ao v&ﬁuui
ol mpan" theiy. tp:
e, Who

pensionable 0ffice and-we
Jusﬁ.fin 300







LRSS A L MRS S L LS 2N

.+ UHairobi,
I3th July 1927,

s

-

lepsrs. Daly & Fiasis. e e

iAdyGontes, . =, L T -
Ho.iro'bi. _— * ) * C !

. X have the honour #eo nclm\\vlgdxe the

<

1etter aated 1?/9/..7 on the a.bove subject _and. to 1n£o::ﬁx yp ap’

i : +
: i Spicer: ﬂnm}_nmnner or Police px-.lor to hie depux- T”:
":mg éma on"the 4th Juiy 1907 e.nd after per,um all m,a

'ouf of & cuna of lytns a :ralse charge um!ex; 8
‘ ',c.at }tombasa. in laxch lost year.ineued an’ ox;dar \t.ha.t t
L. 4 s,

tﬁ.cient Poli.ca Officer umxer nection 34, uub 360-
! - .
. Cap.as.of the Lawp of” Kenya .prnvx by

»

R The departmentul enquiry bap rum been raceived and

dinclouen nothins to cause me to alter ur.Bpicer'a deciuon.q.n I am
N, ot qpenion thin Sub-Innpector ean no longer be/ emplﬂ.‘re.d in any-pos~ -
ﬁ:.ion of tnmt auch ap his attena.unt on & Sub-Innpector of Police.

e

- ¥ would be pleassd 10 1ntervlew kr.l?igsls if he
will make an- pppointment. o= 4

84, J.M.Lumley.
Acting Gommisaioner of Polio
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%t a Juestion put b thg Cours addingi- n I told Gurbux Singh Hhab Ahdd
,sné' n;y on ° guty" when Taj Din passgd. Nevertuless Gurbux Singh told "

e to call Abdi. I téld Gurbux Singh that Hussain was on duty waen th e
oyéle possed®. Hers ugain arises the puzzle as fo way Abdi and not
Hussain should be sent for. Hussain contradicts vmolots evidence when
he says " Omolo never spoke to me about the case I.did not know Tajdin
before. peeiny aia in Court,0molo never spoke to me" about the cane
elther before ur after the occurence." I will now consider the lnstru-
ctions sald to nave been given Ly Sultan Knan 0 Umolo := Sultan Khan
says = I saii to Omolo,if you do not know Taj Din you are to stale the
number on which ne is riding and take it to tae P lice Station."” If he
{8 riding tee/number given by Ham Chand it was all right." Omolo was to
take any nwiber as an- excuse Lo .o and " see Taj Din *.I take tais to
mean in the first plece that 1f a cyele No.403pensed ugolo wes to report
the fect «qd that 1f Toy Din pessed on &« vehieclg wita adifferent number
he wapg to report that fact. This latter presupposed tnak Omolo knew
Taj Din's.appearance. ow could Omolo wnow Taj Din?. His own evidence
was taat he knew nirk by slgnt and bad so knovn nim sinoe his garage Wt
burnt,bat that the first time he knew Bis name was the day Sultan Khan
spoke Lo nim. Fow Sultan Khan's gvidence is that " I told him"(Omolo)
that If Tej Pin pemsed in & maker car or eyele to -Lakeé the number and
report to elther Ram Chand or Gurbux Singh - no one else. Rem Chand
would muke o case against Ta) Bin.Tne conatable peld he knew Taj Din
singe tae time nip gorsge wos burnt” . Here ir Burke argued tnere iy no
evidence of Sultan Khon taving in oay. way described Tej Din to Lmolo
who sald he leamned nis name for the first time when Sultan Xuan spoke
t¢ aim,but taking the evibdence of both witnesses on the points,one nay .
reasonably say that Umolo -knowing a,nv;mg;l:qp.whoaé Earage was burni was
tdld by Sultan Khan that Taj Din wagn HLo wdmswy rdinaril this would be
pore reasonable constiuction tnan saying that Omolo was mearly told to
arrest an Indien named Yaj Vin.lMr Burke's point..hoquer,adi vndexsiand -
it,is that tue Whole stoxry including tae instruction of Omolo, belgg a -

t rumped up story ,the omission in Lue evidence of any deseriptiongf Ted

Din is plt £330 into which tae witnesnses have fellen. Having regardied to
the nature of tae cherge tnere is somgihing in nis point, Now to leal
with Umole's interview with Gurbux Cinga-hen he-returned io follce
Statlon with the information as to Taj iin paving -passed, Omolo in sayin
-g that he recognised the first iuformation report to wilcn ne awd sub-
peribed his slgnatures soys :-" I asked Cupbux Singn what ae nad written
after I hod signed".l asked him what I snould say in taé Codrt. tuxbux
singh told me® at L2.20 you amay Taj bin passing” you took his narber
and re.ortedytotiesrolice Biation,” Tne point-uade by sr Burke .iere 1o
deserving n-cosideration,but Curbux singn teld*umclo to nuy Court i
uselesn _from the foint of view of securing a conviction, Pasaing on a’
cycle T6 ro offence and an 4x Burke conténded is. it likel- taui, LS there
were serious designs of naving Yay uin convicted,Umolo sh:ii} not have

been tutured %o ssy sometting containing tue slerents of an offence ™"

Letter in nie evidence 1e repeated  all I wes teld was to go to bhe
Court and say I nad seen tue cycle-papgeéd ab 12,3 ° . Then he goes on to
oay that he was told to ¢all Abdi,as point on which'I nave already
cormented, '

The evidence of Inspector Bugden had been rejecied by ine
Magistrate and Counsel for tne defence hes argued very strongly that
this evidonce is not only worthy of hellef when taken hy itself,but
taat 1f ip corroborated by legitimnte inference to be drawm frorn the
evidence of Hussain, There is no suggestion of Bugden knowingiy having
given felee evidence. Crown Counpal made that point clear to e, 1t wag
suggented that in as ruch as twe Police Of{tisers who worked under
Bugden are involved that he mey unconciesly aave favoured tiems In the
first place there is no evidence es to now long tnose Officers had wor-
ked under Inspector Bugden, in the necond place although Bugden cannot
rénember which of thé R,Es.d.A.A.Askarl went to the Folloe Ctation it is
egtabliuheg vy other evidence for the prosecution that it whs Kussain
who went., Bugden's evidence is:- I had o conversation wita (urbux Singa
over it.Later I sew police constable Omolo.l cannot remember vhat date
it wap the first part of June. At the same time I saw the N EilaAhorple-
ari= my impression wac it was the one 4bdi but I am nt sure. v conver-
aation with Omolo was to the effect that Omolo was Tt orting againat the
ReEs.AsAshlAokari, Lhot the latter had scen Taj Din riding and now refused
to give avidence. Omolo accused the R.E.A.’ JA.Askarl of naving been
bribed by Tal Pin, I was busy and told Gurbux Singh to get-on with the
caBe. I an sure ay impressions glven are correct®, As I have said it is
_established that Hussein is the only R.E.A.A.A.Askari who went to the
Police Statlon. How slthough Husgain states that ne did dot ‘see Omolo,

BNk

-
P
et AT e A
Ayl fadc i iy

AT




> Btatlonddn fact
nin’ thore. Hugsain o
Rat he' remembary’ Om
‘Tedngat’ the. Polis
Imoloand

giving the hour ot 4o

:4+4b, Bbzgastion wo
thio book 16 100RBLy kept,but thoy mes

/produced b; ~the: progecution; it igyml

relioble thon orel evidences I. coutd. noth

mede an innrx'nz}‘utadehtry‘ and at the4ic
“reliable. Hov could-Jodn Singli have:

. . aid’st &30 vhon: the: Qdcurance ‘bdok:

. o ned until 4.4

- -Ho sayppe!

i renbiber vaethet he wio,
gﬁttcnlu time®,Waen the Vogurance bo
Lon'Khan loft-the Police Sthbion A

ons at ‘a1l it .mint have been pent to S
-/ 'Bt411 this witnest io 1xa_utg;m1%f;3;uat y
. thu'-‘IQ.th-Jme.:,tv.jg‘\,cn:;pugﬁaune’that
» ‘onother hoktard,no.askari; e
.. Ukelo*n-evidence),.0kelo niyn
returned nlons;but héw tuen

= * ‘all returned® i

-be: foun

' . e |
1.0 told him £0 Bayiw i
‘Ram : Chand: ftilu'mr KD

i
am “hand surely. the. R.E.A.A
bontrqéled‘ ths: mo Y

Bald-after otathng that he-did not kmow i
1y -exclude bio knowing hin by 'afgnt sayn 4|
t the-mntter &t 4.P.N. For-what purpose
?eHuosain Similarly oeid he aid not know Taj-
o Geand oy, I S Gouzt, M
cand Tod-1in aving

11T mot him

BuAt Jodh Singhls entry in fhe umming byok in. -y
ultan Khan at the Ralitay

“thit he xepoi odh’
oo 1t cante- about tha Jq

sturn to the évidei_:ge’ﬁ‘, Suit
p his hand to ;,ntof
& ofla NOKI

d gave si.h.ng-l g

50y 0molo. wap N0t there.Omolo ewes
By hp -sav Inepector Bugden there
016 and Askarl ( ‘R.E.A.AvAe) which

e Stotion.Readonable inference to = ° :
Hussain were at. the Pollce Station g
inquention ond that Bugden wap |

ury and
8tation’

and’ returne
110% - abour:
' retienhert. the clroumstan
shoughi0kelo wan tgld %
o ke HULEGh Eatty

rted to'Jodn

in.Khan e

ibuk.Tad Din did-not stop
“and not Omglo oxdinaxi .
.Uy -ahouldihe in<co
dis6¥epenoy-worthy o men
%0Xd 0molo - tni:Ren:Chind

okar,




il

% “ip the’ conspirecy; and that s
:n hntablexﬁl(;.golo af. Yo whot he wngs 40 do in,
s S&.t’n’nmibu was undoubtedly ob-cocomplice

- -an importont: factor, in-the cage, .t @ progecut
: ,smﬂh.f;_,pm roq!djivust:the,zz‘oint',-n,tt;e::oj.m.w
~ . Omolo:states that noving hod Angt

. . irmediately he:pnoged,he went to
P tont ond io fixed the tine: in
- ‘=sthe agcuracy.of: his

- ~aourious fagt t

he-oalllle f"g:;gufo cer
-when X ooy 0molo on: iy
mdtef,drtvar» adked "

12.30 agcoxrding to Qg

of ;.&hg' fnfomationft.b&t
tos0molo, took plan;q’.‘mgk Sultan:¥non’ vin onfran
ction he paidi=*Then X enquized os 'to the ‘tims- [:2 9

XY dq’,’,_v'u.n

L xrel - 3 at IlJ/o.m; by another nokard who runt hove been - )
L L Rusandn, 0rolo ango et ?men.—sutnn;mmnvhad;civenm {9 atxuctions-T- R i
- went Bfif" told * AbAl Thin, wag. acjxé;;,tnxnk_; althouzh X Lt no wotohy, . |
- e (rhaf;nat:;unttqnuyglvghfby;mltunx X ‘shnl have accasion: to. Tefer to: |
Lluleter: «Barlier he ‘Baybi=Gultan Ehan: cometo ‘me about I, a.n.that: ame. !
7day and gavea: ne dnatruotions® Yon Ourbux ‘Singh:told me to eoll Apdd c ., B
wge A I had ‘Re‘{ ABDX) ‘wan-on-duty. when ‘Sulton Kuan cons” 8 ;
charabterze-1t an nbsurd that Abdt .ghould
hian -incldent gald to-hny, en plade’ at. .

L Lowill
o by tLi'two R.E.A,

S ne g ! ;yas-vanted-at- the Policy otation in conne=
- ot 0N withs that -evidénos Q‘E’dt&h : ';enw&'.a X080 o

;. Begses - to prove that ang

nd*mag t0ld 1t wan 12,30,1 replied that at
ne hotad ana 7 ‘@In‘ﬁ,i.vﬁa‘?px:ggnt;gn%&

B -he ‘hod-no- per
-Din A4 pnos tha:polht®, How 6o
,hls,vm;lnf&he%hotnl—.:wttk__t;?%g( - I2.30;7)
Onolo- and gven 1£.- 1£-could:be:ahown ‘that, Tojdin
Loz 40 11.30.6ultns thn.;‘nenzpkmo,mgsatozh#.nneu-m;dapan-\
Omolo for the infdrmmtion,and How. to tury to Tal'Din'e’ avidence |
thia'p Mt‘ﬁqt;ftlmeihe'»Qm$—'lf'mnn§by‘10.'30'Or'10,45;,&) Iissens,
-pusstd Kulteavay's:cormetr once only on June X ont.0 moter:c S8 ¢
L ho .;.p‘a,og‘:dnfw%ot&#fﬂremola!&;w ng cngq 1nvtheyre’m—uuggca,glon_ 0L
. . unsertainty ;ungﬂ,zmnﬂ' 0L thoso. 3 vwitnoggen 4n: Tixing - the time;in ‘Lot
“tuo of-theriplye'g denga‘as: to How they' 4. fix ting.That thore in o
Monaréenent 107 an Arportant ‘matter £0x. the dofence, R
111 now-contxing 'tha :avidende’ 0L P,C.0molo with that' given
A¢-Ankories Abdl and Huspain.onolo: staten thit Abad

. wos relleved from duf

0" having apoker to - -
3,80 t0 una ond agoin at 8,P.M. T did not-. .
r poeaston;about: ‘this r.mtter.rrheenrut;tme'O;npl.o'
uis natter wnw.at 2,80-PiM, X left duty® ot I1%,"Ana.
oo ‘.fm,i!ueé,tlonf'ntth(nn_eweht.;nlddéd by Ocoloe 8t 12,30 the following
~poiinage in.Ab !5 evidence 19 Nluninnting 1= *; ¥hen Omolo caze to ngg .
BT 2430 48 told‘ma *

ning at 33,80 and * that if T d1d » §
t ool , 2 "ot ans 611 bs *8a1d".%wo pointa Here yo .
L ry:pmgcny:atmodfar,hd defence hero.Firotly the contradiotion ap
't the tims ot-a¥aak1ng.‘:f8acond1z,,_thqcp,trn‘ngeﬁrgogdm;'ot asking o' - et
person o £o to the Police Stntlon far £ha: purpdas. of mhking o states
mentin sonsthing that happened when hs .¥98 off duty.Did the
,conspirators decids to * square*:ths n.x.a.‘.'A.A.AnkarL) T {he
: f‘:’f,*nnpportiﬂ&tha'chnrco.thay surely would ave asnt fox the ankari wio wao
~.on:duty at ths tica the ingident happened, Hr Burke x
nuagag%ﬂg whnt o’ olunsy. ognopiracy -waa attxibuted to Rem' Chond ond
<, Gurbux Bingh, In regard -ta -Nuseain,Omolo poya ® 1 told Hussein that nime .
L ber 403 woa wanted. at the Police qiatiqn" and he wao.to tell me 4f hp s
".oaw 1t panny He rofuns Thip gang ‘angyer he:




aingt Taj Din snd -gave.hip~direction
aving tutired Omolo to -

rougnly unxolipbles The charg
alos onorgesih 15 AAgntl

iy

i Jouoph

Bheridan, < s
dge'.:.’ RN




(a) X first. fuformation report vas .pent from

the Police at Mombase by Sub-Inapector

Gurbux Singh (referrred«to by the Petitioner)
o - to the Resident Migistrate on the 11th: Jume,
e T 1928, satting out @ breach of the Motor

n. The Pullce

ir&fﬂc Ordinanoe by one Ta.j

e

later




“the’ rorce-
(d)‘ A re-trial wo urd.ered in the Pétitioner'a cane :
" and: the mgistmte'a aonviction ms quuhad, ths g
re-trial’ Tudge aoquitting Run Chand op the ¥
grnund that tho conﬂidt of-‘evidence wag such ‘
thnt a conuotion wou.ld ba unsafe, but reoordin,g ?
, hin opinion ora.uy that probably noma of tlw

nuagntlona againnt him nm tme. z




EXRIPR AT

of Police by the Petitioner'a advocates for hise

reinsta.tement Meanwhile two other serioue ch.a.rges

were reported to ths Superintemdent of Police, }.{omba.sa,
,a;gainat the Petitinner. A further enquiry wae hald., .
@ but definite ev-idenoe, howaver, couldmot be fonnd

to aharge him in Court.

6. It waB on pemsal ‘of this enqunfy’ that. the
) . iy aozmnissioner issued hia order that -

- (3

(&) The Petitioner having ‘been e.cquitted 'by
the Court, the dienﬂ.saa.l Ord.er passed as,
a reault of his original conviction - be

withdra.wn, an

(b) That the 'petitioner be d:l.scha.rged from the
Police Foroe as "Unlikely to become an -
PR efficient Police Officerwn,
7. The Petitioner, through h1.8 ndvocates, then

appealed to the Guvemor and, as. a reault or

discussi ons between thane advocatea and the chernmant

era concerned, the. comiaaioner wﬂ"uthoriaed :

o) Write him & final letter on the lines et out in

. the Commissionerts letter No. -P.118/127 of- tne 18th

Octo'ber 1927, a copy of uhioh accomps.niqa the
petition.

8. The Petitioner ultimtely tenderéd hie

resignnti}:n. All sums dus, totalling £223.1.5, ‘were

paid to him and it was explained to hifh that as he had -
no‘t completed the minimum period, he was neithar
eligible for pension nor could the questiod of granting
him a gratuity be considered.

9. In October 1927 Ram Chand petitioned the
Governor asking that his case might be x considered

with a view to the transfeyr of his sex ’to some

. other Department or the granting to him of 6oma

compenssation




th&t e ‘had ree:lgned voluntnrily on ce::tain tem . “.: )

an “thR hj.a renigna.tion and the terms uyon which it
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mdtter Tej Din and 'Police,r.liomfasé,.

A B Patet' arrlved at S. $.0ffice Wlth
.these two affidavite vhich conurenceo tHe enqulry. i
- .H.8.T. o.r.

Junction where

id again from & pemi to

I renl1eu “1

"&8 ‘not Pl‘e"ezt arig that I could not tell 1ies®. . There- -
e
opom he 101G .8 tnat»he was sent Jay th € Suo—;nspectzr

Pnlme to do so becmuse the Su‘n Inspector had =ome tr uble ,%

with Tay*D1n and the said uub-InS;‘JE,L-tc_r«.‘.is}.ud.‘to prauec

the mgn. I eaid '7'1 ax sorry, I cenn't tell lies".
Taj ﬁin met me 2t about ¢ p.m. when he waé‘,gcing to
" Kilindini in a Tr-‘xi»and I told Liw the v!:hole atory.
3. The said Omolo again vi‘a{ited_ Ly place at ab_oru.t';‘ »
8.30 p.m. and requested me to give false evidenée ﬁo the

“facts Btated above and I K‘eplxed that I.¢ould not‘do

This 12‘t‘h da& of T
Before Murray Jacke-
Dy\net.?,ist &T.




A2t 12.50 pii. that day and

iged to db sour

20 Right thumb’ mark of
Hussein bin elim,
















| place after
“6p.m.12.6,2
clage-went  to




KENYA PCLICE C P.
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‘40 -charge-himsss "

“was mveatigatlng a .char
. - orehe lefty- T
T opportun:uty

found it tTues - ion
that. % e,c}large 1@ in Faot: and: BUb~
- #tgnce true &nd te.ke a serlous .
it, ., The'Bomplaint was” lalgi; ‘
ister Patel tof Mea.on béhalf

Pplice case.

C.P.
Thig matter can oniy
be gone into in. Homba
1 05.P. should Haye
; “ delayed -this S, and i 3 -
b el ‘»ccmplated'his enqu:lry. N " Lo
R R . : .
Bl 28/6. ... . :
8 st iny
%
i
i .
‘H .
T R
e
sty o ol S G

WL L
it

v - of his'.¢lient Ta;j Dm accused ‘in our ..

(sd) E:k. E.ulllva.n Tailyour. A




: 1‘ inquiry,
vidence, finding and

e h omplo.inant and:.
: ‘reprenentative achadge~of being: present at

.GLB Spiuer
_comussiomn, KEIVA. mmcn










o it

‘used 4o 66 ybu pasing. %
Znawgrie I have aot boen requssted to tako anyodd
clpo's vusber by this E£.1,

Byxl;t- ' .

Yhon tho &.1. caxe at 7 pexm. what.eleg &id ho.-

Omoly would sed¢ hims

-

f

- N g .:_ .
t ) Ag{gxto Ho ssid that I (Abdi) vwould pee him and < -

l :

{sa) E.h.Bullivean Toilyour.

A.byI. Gurbux Eingh stutement read to neo‘un.ed.
A.8.1. 0.5, prosent pags 8.

Ho questions to cak.

- By coie N f;,{»-.:f» .

! . .3 aic pot thiik there was any\hing suspicious
i 13.0.26. about she 'case st first. Aftervards when the
betore TaB.AsAohe TETUNGS %0 oonio $8 1 go% susplodous.
Eourt. 1 know thers was a_aivil cdane hotweeh o, 1.

. E.Chand and Taj Dine  From the-uivil.gape I knew

- {hey woreo not % on good ferms. v T o =

1 did nod atop the. propaguticn of the gase, nor'j

did : take ony steps to stcp this case going to

court. . . .

. ) {24} B.R.Sudldvan Tallyoux.e

&

4.6, Etatement of 6026 3 /Or. Omolo resd out. -
- i+Ce Cmolo present. ’

4o ¥.C.Lultan rhon $0ld ce if 1 ¢ou o 403 p
‘ E:“P way Write down the numbsr ond bring it to
[ ] [

vertified true 1 asxed wny to F.0.Cultan Khan and 7.0, |
V. Tuitan said the case cencerns kan Chand.

« 1 was not told the reason of this “onde
aocnoeryns las Chand,”
mxg?p 1 took the report to the ¢/F at 1Z.30
hsn 1 saw him pass (Ta§ Din).
’ ORD. 171340 d 54 !Ilnd::l :;I go ux:n -~ gn ordipary pace
Ansuarie nos sto
f'/g at 1L.38.

Answerje 1 got to the
2nexaxie 1 made tho report to A.3.1. Q.Ciogh

ASot Ankwsrie I was told to put oy signoture the A.B.I.
: 1024 ms thienis &,1. Jam Chand's case but ss I had
brought the charge I was o sign.
emm = 1 dont kngw what 1 pus sy signature to.
% was not resd to ms. I was told by the A.L.1.
1o say et what tize I brought the number to the F/8.
Angwart= Tdid not see himat.the F/C that day.
ﬁ%‘ AL B pems I saw 8.1, R.Chand and A.8. 1
. as xy paing, - P
‘%".ﬁ‘" Thoe L.EcAdAcA. man AMALTEAlism was 2o} ,
[} s« TS OLEEE HeSsAsAihs man wal tharo, . :
yo -3 Hever told you that Tad Din-had -epoken |

Y %50 the NeEiA.AcAs E6n AR4. An gonsoguenas thay had
i : :xme&iq.dv.t‘jovuuu.u IRt PRI . o

[




-

’ ﬂwno 832"
Angver:- ever told me'by - "Sun tan Knan

1926

ed Wit RIE.A.A.A. man before

-7aaked about: the case by I.P.i/c
+ tell:I.P.i/c that' Taj Din had

: g;the JRLEB. AcAGA. man.,
,Angerx- ; 5 - eay 1 brought, this number only
‘becauge P.0. ‘Sultan Khan:told me t0.:

: Yon never said ‘anything tg me about thie

I do. not knov Ta.j Din and the R E.A. A.A. ot

i i.z;iends.‘
)4 did ‘not pes Ta.,j Din going\to the

p art-~" ~7 Taj Din’ ue‘ver apoke to me.. . |

-é_n_smg- I did not see Taj Din speak to the |
CR.UBGACAGAL man. |
* Anoaerie 1 heard Taj Din ask the short RE:A.AL
where thé’ -house of Abdi was the other R. EoAcAA. . |
Answers- ' I'saw Taj. Din going along the anpital Rd \
‘I.dont know where he’ ‘went. |
.?_DM" H)e ‘pade”in the direstion of Abdi's house’ }
s : ave... : ] y_ conversation with any
of i3 - out this oase.

Pagh. on llth I was relieved and went
Np/s to réport oﬂ' a.nd then, 'A.8.1. G.Singh
Y “demkxim man as

R

Rt I
5 th

t
evidenoe.
JAngwerss. I told Abdi B B.A.A.A. that he was a :
witness- in this casas . Abdl said I wont g0 an witneaa
I'diadt ses. Rim (Taj Din) -
* I don*$ know whether S. I. Ram -Chand “and
8] Din werse friends or notl I™m dont know Indian -
8. Hor do I know about a civil cnse.
exs~ I aid not tell Abdi (R.E.A.A.A.) that the -
and Ta § Din had quarrelled. B
ri~. I was told by P.C/8udtan Khan at 11 a.m.
11th to get this cycle Ho.

.Angwert~ The tall man Abdi R.E.A,A.A. w43 relleved
. *4gto11 A.I. OF Very sdom after. W

%en- Abdi and myself wére present when P.C. -

thn Khan told me. '
Annger:- The short 'R.B.A.A.A. man was not present. =
. ,An ers- It was.after 11 a.m, a little.
Answgrs- I was told by the A.8.I, Gerbux Bingh to
¢all, the tall man (R.E.A. AAL)

oo By me: gt
. . ' I called the tall man (R.E.A.A.A.) as”

. witnass altho' he wasn't prasent because he was
present uhon P.C.Bultan Khan told me just after 1l a.m
Answer:- thought it wasn't a true case at the
time.

SWers - I found the short R.E.A.A.A. man at the
P?B. I noever called him as my witness.

sweri= I never told Inspt.i/c that I thought this
‘was a fake case bacause: vhat are my superiors doing. .
Ite’their concern.
Angweri-: I was sent to Court as a witness.
Anewers~ I wag.fold by A:8.1. G.8ingh to give
e'ridenue at what: tixne saw the qu
Gourt.




£

Améwerx- You and A.8:Tv

_Anbwer:- What I mean
* .. the Inspector I wag e gnmblers
n vhen
" you told me about. this, caseg :
I.

ASST. COMMISSION ER.

‘. T.wag: told by S.

. He.was alone whenihe told

cans to Sl  pifice.
tell “the I. B.ife. I told the

ught ‘mé .%o say anythmg I gaid 7 -
Her Ay $SJPY .

(sd) 5. S\iil tvan Tai:’L’f/o(url

wes told by Jou'"
formation to P.C. Omolo '
&1, Gerbux Singh was present,
Gerbux Singh was present
¢.0mold.. -

my s'batement. 4

~A$ 10.30 a. w T1lth I, ,told B
b

“Answeli~
Knsgers- I Baid o P.Ce Orolo® g Yyne:No. of
.8 1.Raly 3 gy ants it

Taj Din if he p:.sses.’
Answers- ~ Tou tokd me no oi‘fen‘

Ro‘ e,nd we will make an o*‘fe

Gopring ‘the
1. 1. G.Smgh

n R told..
¢ B/S..
~a.s not true bu‘b I got

Livh
‘/{

frions ‘ 3
1. know Ta.j Din for © years. { JQ
7 )

Accualntance ‘not a friend.
. you and Taj Din together often‘

“‘"is a friend we have not quarrelled._ -
u‘msw’er, “T7did huk tell Taj Din this was a ﬂnse case

L, gfrald of mote "laneno".
I was told by you to go and give evide ae

+. and’ "I refused.

3\ I did ot tell I.P.i/p because I was :

freaid of Apitnat if T told him:you: would have fixed:

1% up. with the S.E. M
by fJ..tna is that wher I.P.Boy

s case of gamblin(, and "“1‘told

Fes here T brought

Angwer:~ I am quite. sure it . was ¢ pem. 10t}

Answers-- No one 156" WaB ‘Ehere except A.S.

Gy8ingh and .yous . . N
‘Answery- at the /8 Ysa near it not 1nsiue T

Answers:
Ansgert-*'I was gomg-tq the tea‘shop &t 4 p.m.

when-yow saw e«
Anpwers~ -1 wmeént to.my house at 3.3C p.u. I did

net g0 t0 the RLy ‘Station.
v (sd) E.R R.Sulliven T&llycur

b me after guestions read over t-
I, Ra.m Chand: on the 1lth to bring
ase 'in” the Court after it is finished,
me I was xxmm told on

uta.tement mu.de t
news . oi’ the ¢

Salim Road at B a.ms

(sd) D.R.Sulliva.n TOIle\u“
- S.P.




on 134h 1 went on. d.m‘.y.
1 went to the P/.

lare’ nearﬂ ea.ch othe 5
Answert-_ -1 dont remem‘ber

- . Ansder: I°g :
g uthe Court from the 2/S & reation.

hnswerz
) - e 1 police man. S

i md Ty e ©Answers~ I can't recorlect what- the 1’o:l.‘\
gertified tTue  LETERap the E.E.AA.A. had seen Tej Din vavang hd

copy. ' motor ¢
yele and that the RaBY 4. refused to Ziv
- 1/4/51‘ e\ridence. >
* Answer:~ - I don¥’ kno ,’@.. g
in once on that de.y

L. - ‘understood’he hacI -ggen Ta
AL Answers- I was. d(ung BUIVH
~of noise and I.toXd A:E0T.Gurbw: ulngh t9 shud them '
N T Lo . Uupe ™1 cant remember.themw’brought before me., They
ABST. COMMISSIONER. might; have been: brought: vefoze me ox ‘it might hayve

TR yeen 1-spoke to. thein. 7
Ancwesr~  FHe told meg that the! B..J.ﬁ..mﬁ../had knew o5
. about: offence L 'ing been oommitted but refused to
. give” eyidence. . i 5

< Answeri- The R { a.id he ‘hee .ceen. no offence'

Ansyexi- The agkard ,Omolc sazd fthat Tzj Dinthad been '
to the R.E.A. AJAL meny ; ) I

R Bx me R '

.Bee ehatement
vma .aome B
. 1.

iIlees... There Was &- 1o!;

I

e_cs.se went to Gourt there

“on ~the 12th bef






X‘Thls must e
“ “Altered. - All

together.
®E.R.E.T.

- TN

e g Dl
- . " B/7/26

o
[P

BN u].t'm Khen cid or di. not got ileave.

Re 0.5 32/10/6/56

T call 1/C T.C. Ckello Qlfegh who ie entele.
'S v otption duty ks witi

Tv.0.Sulten Khen at .15 p.m. a2né coming ’

'off dutv at, 4.45 TG o

I dont rememuer ite long .0 but if its

wri‘bten in. the’ bpuh I-enty 1 *e,ﬁ ted tl*é}
‘‘others pass cn. I rerorted thiw

Wheén we 5o on duty. we all ~'e*mrt by uut th
1/¢ reports off duty.

befure his time 1‘ up.

- T 8.P,
5.I. Rem Chend asks the opinien on the |
deameanpur of FP.C.8ultan Kk:m when he: tock

o8

should report off If an askari goes off duty Iwould renart, -

(d) T.B.Sulll an Teil your. -

his stetemernt. ., :
A renllee T tanought' h- gratement was
straight: forward. I ruestio hip in it

to meke thinga‘gulte nls “He shewed
n3 hes LA on:ipnd. wn.u-el,ed wne stral; zvtL;,.

w(..d ZoR.ESulliven T2ilyour.

2.r.

on- thst 4ay e
to ucxvc e_nl -0t leave
CrelloCliech. P.¢.0kelio Cliech
\!.9!3 1ong s(0 ane sannot remerber vhe

P.G...ul,tan. n zerves nrooess v Indiong

at the B/,

2

22

R ll)‘]—ﬁD{L‘ﬂ&ﬂCLu.‘at 2015 .. i
corpleted RE 7,45 pom I econmider it
more satipf: selery woth to ace. ond wortics
doncerned. Lo - finicH an enquiry of thiz
n‘.tq,za et omo sitting if poessille. Lol
2.Chard czlled 21l the witne

ne the wnswers ,,lvexA nre Ep
Theee by e

sencer: ed
to £

(B el liv s 7 2l

gnd oxLgeed
‘;ét‘!.&.'ﬁ wn vr.

t

Finding
this ie op ern ulry

an Indian Cicle aud

in wnich he ststes he )

with riding 2 eyele 400 tu the danger

tiie public by the Pulxqe at the investi o-

tion of pceused C.I. Ram Chund. We wne

in faoct clf'azgeu wnd the caue sept to Court,
B R T - but -

.
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uertiﬁed tzrue copy

1/ 4y31

W“my«i

36
&.‘.0
8
th

I

“/ABST COMMIBBIONER

"~

& Co

and T.C.
n belorg
/< flars

g
B o

=

L thid BT,

" rare oceurrence; thingeslie at the back of

It’ has been ny du‘ty

‘ot whether trls case was felde.gnd: b
th,e 1nvestigator 8.I,R.Chand. The eviuence ¥
given by the t¥ro P.;..;.A.A. men' g 204
are cledr atatemsita gnd. unshalcen An my

‘I appevently tried to crove: that-they

vere “brived S by cdomplt TE‘L Din to do’ whet
be,/ond TRy cb'mrehenslon. ‘They said Yhat
theyisayw and hee.rd .and thelv den eenog;
‘before me tnder:” Qroaa exaizination ¥ }n o 4
their favour, I-Ean generally tell yvhen o
native is lying, I-Ha¥c hedy too much to g ;4
with ;5ifting’ fruth from lies in this” count, .
S6 ‘much-for tnese two witnesses.
Te Din's statement tierely refers to his
ciyil cape egeinst the 'S.I. and he confined.
himself to this. He has apparently hed- %
gome difficulty in getting money' owed him
by the SII. and ‘the xrelationship is
=trqined. . Finslly a civil CReE WRE tske
oGty VWan this enough ‘to; dnake -S4

- riek thi&
T .regret:

he is- perfaotl; ‘éerablie of (it}
The witnepses: P,C." Cmalo and P.c...ultan
Khen I ef2BBnvinced were telling me 'the .
truth. 1t is quite Exxtewnx.- evident th
were agents of 8.IVR.Chand- for neither.
P.C. E&ulten.Xhan who. is frie!"dlj with Taj
Din or P.C, Cmolo would heve any.resion-fo
meking 2 cate unless instructed to do £0,°
Cne polnt rust be digcussed here, P.Cy
Cultan/Khen says he sew S.I. Rem Chand on
»10th" at 4 p.nv when he ghould have becn
‘the Rly Stptiun. . I’.u.bultan Xhens
ezzlenation ip given,- P.C.oultan fhan’
cortainly used. te serve proceaa on Irdiam,
tnfoxrtunntely T.C.0kello Cliry . connnot help
us ae itz e wmonth azo. He nlciaben Lpowdhiys)
to leave the RI¥'8tation on thip duty” before.
I now eome to the statenent of -A.2. L. ‘
S.ooingh _He is_Wot crpee exanined by
“el. HeChand, T px afraid nle evmencf.
ziver me a etiong sucpicion,third he -
particiyrte, with S.1.3.Ghand sud T opm v‘,ry
eorry tu see 1t. Thic . C.37. glves every
f Teing useful in the Folige and

promise of
this ecnly et the thorou.h wad

inflaence . #.Chond nad over the sinlf
nore. WVhen yoo get on Ao l. influenced,
thc."e 1c 1ittle chenge .1 ..‘.‘.“txn ¥hen,

wpbhe Indian eokari aud F.O. Guolo uanp&ng
Isspt.Bugden’s evidence {: of little volue
to the defence. Tt serely choved he
buey wt the Liu.e eng lef't the ca
G.Singh. A good Ingy
lenrn thc ‘I:tlc vyt of 8,18 and “hien «
African witnecs. refuneo r.s come to Ceourt, =

it which vant gelng. intowswThe weight ofthe
ovidencc‘provea to me Ahati8/¥. Ren Chend o0
. out ‘of Bpite folsely:-tharged by’ 1z.atigntiun ' ‘
LD.J Din, mu cnuenvoured, rnirly t
. S cucceeefully




W

i "Ev‘ind.‘iné.:and_*se;qtenqe" .
‘o Po ¥bER confirmad.

N

vertified true
147880




0.

- 6harg
‘and advise t

ent _Ta
L1

91ye.

‘A Police Ankar

01: @I

Sougt of
blyv!\ L 0 ity

. ons.uae tam of ‘opin: un
n’;‘ the ﬁian Penal Code."

Thi uliue Ordinaqqe provid.es for .
mental trial 1nsrp:pqu1fxor offenisa againset

3 brd.inary Courts, .o i

: may.

ntally Tor striking his~Superior otricer
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Ballway station’for the purpose of recc]fing .
:instructions as {o-tha darrying out of the plot.
~agrre with -Counsgel for the defencs that there was no

reason for such an.aotion, for the instructions could

vbave .been given-at any ‘time and--particularly 8o when-
Bultan.and Bam Ghand happened to ba off duty. - There
being no reason for thé motion it must Wo-my mind be
sonsidered ‘improbable.  Being: ipprobable stronge .
“avidence &a:is necessary to establiah it as proved
“faots" . The ogourrence-book was produced in the
< Liower Court and-it- shows that BSultan Xhan and Okole
1oft:-for duty at-the Railway ntatfon‘on 10th;Juns ot
3.28.  True thias entry is in.the hand writing of the
accuned ‘but theiyr return from the Railway station 1s
in the hand writing of Sub Inspector Jodh 8ingh a
Orown. witness who eéndorsed that *All returned® giving
“ihe hour at '4.45 suggestions were mafe by the Crown
Counsel that'thin'boo‘k is.loosely kept, dut they muat
‘be disregarded. ' The book is produced” by 'the SV
-prosecution, it is an offioiak record and at least
"more-reliable than oral evidende. I oculd not
be asked to. hold that Jodh Singh iisde an’inacourxte
entry and at the same’time hold thkt his svidenns was
‘rolinble. : ;How could Jodh Singh have given summons
0 Bulian Khan, as he says he 4id," at . 4.30 when the-
.,-sagourrence book ahows that latter not to.have raturned
until 4,45, . A8 regards: the &th.June Jodh Bingh' :
ageuy a8 teated. - He says 1= inot’ ¥










