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- actions with a distinet bias in Sornathammal’s favom more and more after

Harding’s fair name his personal re]ationshlp with the parties in his court may be
termmated by an admlmstratwe order at an early date. ¥ ; 2

 January 1909 leaving 2 only natural born dat

~ Mudaliar brothers-in-law of the deceased, by the Revenue . authorities on behalf
~ of the said Vedavalh A.mmal,and it was mal?ageq on her bahalf foi' about 107.. i

fmonths £ L

" Guardian and Wards
; pertltmner and the said/

' bdy by
LN in increasing the corpus of the Tstate ¢ S0 that n 414 years the annual

i mters&of the“aén!@ml set up and for the relxef of the petitioner's

1 i Wl
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3
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b L % ¢
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evidence.
5 Such allegation*about Mr. Harding is incredible, but there is not the i
least doubt that Sornathamml and her rowdy partisans unphmﬂy believe :)t S
on account of, his relationship as a tenant under her, what wa@ "1 appear to be .00 ry,

his personal interest in her success, and a large series of his ofneial and judicial =

¥
s

the Kstate has been decreed against her.

© 6. The humble prayer of the petitioner isthat in the interests of law ana
justice, in the interest of the parties engaged in litigation in his Court, in the
interest of public peace and order, and none the less in the interest of Mr. |

7. For a proper understanding of the case a brief account of the origm and"t i
progress of the htlgatlon in questlon is mdlspensablo

8. One D. Balasubramanya Mudaliar of Andur Street Tmcbmopoly dwd e
Zhter who was then a mhwr ami i
orphan as his wife pred eased him, and an esf ate fetchmg about Rs. 1000 a momh il
More than half of this Estate belong to charifable, religious and other

ments. “The Estate was plamﬂ in charge of the petitioner and one P, Thangas el

?

9. Afew months fter the death of th!!‘ lald Balasubrahmanya Mudadia
one Somathammal wrf of his d’evidet! W#hei setup an adoption on behakf o
on of her minor second son, Rajaratnam Mudaliar, an
3 of 1909 in the Dﬁsfﬂct Court Trichinopoly under the
tn and the petmon mrdered wi’ohout opposltion.‘ *T%

-

preeentéd 0. P.No. 3

property and Sornath mal the guard;an of t e xmnor.

valli Any w.l The sertting up pf the adoptnon.Was considered by relations as an [ i
arrangement advantageous to both Vedavalli Ammal and the sons of Sornatha

mal the sext reversioners, for certain reasons wlnch appeared sound an

the p‘e.titx\ was not opposed. i

¥ the fact of t:laeléﬁeutnoners appmntment as ;nardian on
Dmtnct Court, he became plodgod to manage the Estate in
he appﬁed the movabl

interests of the boy. During his management, |

12 However, such management graduallv mvolved the pemm, _
| , of a serious nature to the said ’V edavalh Amma! in the‘ event

13 A settlemenibetween Vedav‘alh Ammal after her majority, ami ﬁhe!“’
rdtans on hehalf of the boy became more: and more necessary both 4in tbe

v

4 dlmu-dm%.d"h !“ -.

ly tvdigussidsrBEEY m‘l

, salli al
8§ 15, Thangavelu Mudaliar who had a scheme to m‘{]”);; &;\(:{:ﬁll;q:%(;:}:lof
3 to his son stoutly obstructed any settlement with Vedavalll 1‘;nwnh his wife to
; the boy as regards the Estata. He came to Trichy on ek

]  perform the betrothal of Vedavalli Ammal to his son.

i 3 om Vedavalli

16,  Faaring that such union without even a release de t‘dlft”'r"\l \'idamlli

Amnial, would soon tand to sst aside the adoption, %Olndﬂ;:fn“;:t:r :ith his wife

Ammal on 16-8-13 to the quarters of the pP?EVedaVilh /\m:ml and @6thavea” the

"\ Thiallammel. who is also the pxxtemakﬂﬁnt i ; ble. He however deéclined
pehtlonel o nmﬁ"rv»ﬁ'lgdava}h .Amma,l to dVOld all trouble.

10T his own reasons.

T o
‘m,_»“', ,ym.u_‘!‘t

17. Tha next day Sorn nhammal decided o give Vedav alh Ammal' to her
step-brother one Vdmdam]a Mudaly, whom she’ sreated as an - outcast till then(i
and who has been described by Vedavalli Aminal in her deposition as a k"Pf‘T an
drunkard, and asked Vedayalli Ammal to go back’ to her (Sornathammal’s) quar-
ters. Vedavalli Ammal declined and appodled iy pitious torms to her paternal

remain even as a maiden with Thailammal till her death rather than marrying
either Varadaraja Mudaly or Thangavelu Mudaly § son,

position as guardian on behalf of the boy and 'the personal liabilities he had |;11-
advertantly incurred on behalf of the boy needed u release deed from Vedavz;] i
Ammal, but the joint guardian would not allow one to be taken at all. In this

complications than to propose to marry Vedavalli Ammal and probably in her
desperation she readily accepted the proposal, and a betrothal ceremony was
performed so that Thangavclu Mudaliar and Varadaraja Mudaly might give up
their scheme.

19. At this time a. potltlon (. M, P. No. 421 of ]913) for a sanction of Rs.
15,000 for the marriage expenses of Vedavalli Ammal was pending in the District
Oourt, but as the petitioner’s sense of honour demanded that no part of the
Estate funds should 0 to what may appear to be his direct or indirect benifit he
na Btatement m follows -

e “m—mdm]utnt’ Zo't‘fze pwsenmtmn of tkzs pétition the drmghm of the
deceaeed exerc tsed her choice in favour of the second petitioner and enter m] tnto
“a betrothal with T, the second petitioner is mthlhng to put the Ilstafe to any
expediture on account of the marriage.”

and got the Df‘tltlon dismissed. The petitioner decided under the circumstances

tocompenszgte Vedavalli Ammal from his own assets for the wmni.s she had
suﬁered

l‘
20 Thangavelu Mudaliar and Varadraja. Mudaly then ]omed Somafhammal
revenge both on the petitioner for their failure to get hold of Vedcwalh Ammal

“and on. Somgthamma.l herself who detested Thangavalu Mudalier for his obstroc-
tion in gettui a releam from Vedavalli Ammal, and who detested Varadraja

nvtmes.

21 Numerous abortive actions were tak fby* them merely. to annoy the
' petitioner and Vedavalli Ammal. ' For instance, an injunction suit No. 332 of 1913

(T i e ot

3

Nature of
evidence.

aunt Thailammal not to drive her out to certain ?uin and tlmt she would prefer to -

18. Humanity demanded protection to the orphan girl, and ﬂw PP““O““T“ :

‘Mudaly as a scamp. Varadraja Mudaly is now harboured by Sornathammal
far mere dread of his defaming her unmarrxe(} daughtcr Py furthex‘ pnnted"

was filed in the District Munsiff's Court alhging that \ved-t\d“l Ammul Wils
e

Ccu-
mentary.

Do,

Do.

critical stage of the affairs the petitioner found no other possible 1emedy . for the

m mxs]eadmg her to suicidal actions probably with the motive of wreeking their ‘

Oral and
docu-
mentary.

Docu-
mentarys e
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fild i e it Natureo’ 4
.!".‘ ev1dehce :
a minor and 0. P No. 440 ot 1913 m the Dlstnmt Cauitfor the custody of Vedavalli i il

tion of Ml.

, ca.) ‘Ihe bunglow \mder the occupa

h was originally reckoned, to be that of Minor
athammal, a ward under ‘the controé ezf thl(;i‘
heen decreed to Lo the property of Vedavar ot : n the bmld- ’ :
have the control over, or a voice in, fixing ‘1 ?w%hg&?:; olt except for Docu-
he will not allow any large sums of, maner e eI t she has only & life mentary.
eep in' a habitable conditiom, first for the reasdit "l‘?a;hse oprietor as per .
the property, and next that the primary’ il 1 :dows who are not
of 1892, will Japse with the death of t_WC; V:’;{:n'“ RN Hard--
pxovokmg questions. The risk the adoption Wassubmrtnxgﬁ to live: Iny tveahtmg tl;e proper(;);:; s gh the Tﬁmpﬁn- ie

, T settle L s the entirve sco'pe-so't?' his will to spen | : rson& in

"at by hun wheu he d(,posed I settled to marr_y ?mr 16 Wil i LU o e such v off pe "

the minor. ' ' ‘ 33 il G A i
¢ M 0 . i LA i g | : s ﬂmat his am)omtment may prolong. i

wudesrved annoyances and avmded dlscl”gmrlg the fa#(,t t;h‘-- the
& social arrafigement 0 This” depositions, ﬁ{lﬁw i ,h

ha Temporary Custodmn in h1s Jattor No 29 da ‘
op wted among other things that, “The lﬂd .
und and: wanted to provide a kitchen &
‘ tation that I would attend ito ur,
costs Rs. 800 and I have, gwe.# '

one. Veerappa Mmstry with direct
u's approval.”a dapphed for perm

'which was accepted The petmoner was dlucharged and the socumy boréd “he ‘
had given was cancelled. One K. Subrahmanya Muda]y wa& appomted Temphmry
Custodian of the Estate by the District Court

23. An ill- advise notlce of Sornathammal sant throwgh the pm_ ,
‘to Vedavalli Ammal & October 1913 WOke her up m what had ham)en &o{ o
Estate and she filed Q. 8. No. 114 of wu;; '
possessmn of her propertles. i

and courbs that took a worng view of the ssime were the Very ag‘enclen b
the adoptwn came to be set aside, I

’ w;th Thailammal w}ulst Sornathammal continued to occnpy
~ After the petitioner was discharged from guardi W ) he. M _
his original rented quarters and went to live with his wi e
in the possession  of Vedavalli Ammal particularly because%@m wathar
her partisans began to threaten the life of Vedavalli Amm sayir
Vedavalli Ammal were done away with, the Estate would autor
to Sornathammal’s sons, and alsobecause humanity demanded
orphan gu‘l ‘who got into these troubles for no fault of hers. 1
also socially and momlly bound to protect her life and honour a ,

wuth him.

iabynnthine passage in the gmunmorwhua any crime can be comxmt
Sm'nathammals partlsans thhout possibility of easy pro ﬁ%mm e

.5“wa;wu
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fnr sanchon of all expenditure which wa
Vedavalli Ammal, hood winking that court
under its orders, but meanwhile went 0
for Mr. Harding’s residence, and also i incuri
. Bornathammal but wasteful to the estate a
t’ormed the grounds of the apph(,atlon fo

28, Mr Harding's extra JLdl(‘laL and piivate touch wnth the party to a Jiti-
- gation in his court cannot but create serious apprehensions in the mind of the
~Opposite party as to the fairness.of justice at his hands, The greatest practical
i difficulty for the litigant parties lies in the dread of witnesses to speak bhefore any
" Court in Trichinopoly such truths w;\ich mayibe adverse to the party believed
. under circumstances to be in the tavour af Mr,. Hardxgg the D:stnct Judge and in
i their endevour to avmd gwmg evndence a]togvther

re not hkely to be objectad to by
to believe that he was entirely actmg.
n expending ‘on new constructions

nd irrespective of the fac,t that they i
r'a neutral re(,elver. il

(¢) While three quarters of the s ne
1914 for ome building and that not for
. income out of which building being less than

all bulldmgs of the Estate, another bungolow v fetching a lugher reuta] otaver"v
Rs. 1000/ & year viz, * The Mess House'" wasi goi. '

ng to ruins as will be apparant
from the enclosure dated 3-9 14 to the tenants requlsmon, an extract fmm whmh
is below, -

O mspectmg the roofing I Jind that it i,

tioned Rs. 2000, was bemg spent tlll Juiy' il
work in the nature of salvage, the
1/10th of total monthly receipts from -

. Oa account of the above tdct Vedavalli Ammal in her suxtO S. (I;lo 11‘: e 3
of 1913, was much handicapped in getting witwesseés to appear at all H:n ;Uf:. Owal et oA
been for the fact that the truths revealed by ther opponent’s thm:sz)é?ﬁ S Wova doctg;
examination and some unquestionable records feom some (xovemmvn he would mentary.
more than abundantly sufficient for the case to be dec ided in her favour, s
1£tve been placed ut a very great disadvantage.

i l - I fact Out of the small nitbber of Vednvall Ammall 3 7 V;tlt';?:’;v é 1?191:.;
‘ S in adi apzdrzted condctton and 1 5 had to prove their own records and hence could n ‘
ey fot gy e A i {0 Mol L) i ztg:}:tllzewgt?« :rus %Zdavalll Ammal herself, another a family priest of very anci- Docu-
. The tentant had to vacate the. building causing great loss to théfrev‘ruﬁ " e B ent lineage whase piety and habits obliged hini to speak the truth, 2 others, Se{" mentary.
This is a bmldmg in which the propri : a 0. : vants of the Estate who had to prove their re"ords mostly and one more temple
No.!00f1892 i ol MR
b The Jhumble petxtmner does not wan& tdr
! instrumental to the neglet of this
', . impress that the neglet, whose go ev
gatory mlationshxp of Mr. Harding

|

insinuwte that Mr.

q e wmlld not appear at aIl
1mportant em

i ﬂ' i !{:rr 'H?.as it v;rlll be seen from
vwere qulfp right in ﬁhe appyehensions “
‘t'the 2 Tstate s yants above mentioned as well as one who«set na::z Do,
ace in the list of Vedavalli Ammalis witnesses in the above suit w .
""Pmmg fmm Estabe~servwe wnh h{r Hardmgb sanctwn passe

¥
§

interest to please Mr. Harding by doing al works f
o detrlmemt of emergent repan's, for athsr m&g

ei

% H
ahi mimﬁif
r,‘u.% TRl

out by “Wl that .‘.ﬂomathammal ha(k mmﬁnal and K. S“bmhmm’ya
was shown against other building

d theh & "1
g8, ry frequent private interviews with Mr. and Mrs. Harding an
. There is neither certainty that ﬂ:ﬁt ! m’rg?“‘””m’dw \Were obtained personally by the said. Suhzahml?eny e e
Gl obligatory relatwnslﬂ&beﬁween ﬁlﬂ.‘r residence .Mr Hardxmeven without the previous i i i g
it apmebenmns. i ‘ it ik ‘ rou «ﬂ‘ice i i it “ LA B it |
' i ‘ i : i j i it iRk, be even . .. i
| The rent of ! o BT Born;athammml mervww Wil,ln be diﬁm)lt to' prove or, may i i ,
. addiignﬁlbonstrugt" as per accounts, but. w-lﬁﬁ" ‘ B e ¢ bu‘; that of Subrahmanya Mudaly  who represents Sornathammal’s and g |
. whom and'on what d: i iicabace Haw b ddla :i aval!able ahmﬁu i R R n's mterests and who alone is conducting her xlttgatlon in all courts cannot
i plisiges Tikariat o f 1 l&« e A in A - th -  4 = i ! . be unq‘uestmnab]y ‘true, . rSubrahx:nanya Mudaly had car
lance willbetqolitﬂeﬁo v_’r : ‘ B R opiii o e

ed ouf. egttevsl\;ff:.,ﬁ"doc’ uﬂ:]d

"Fhould have had MeRtary.
: " lcast once written that the : ‘
“and Ml“ Hardmg) wanted certam works. 3 :
Oﬁ(land odderaT T f . s ] |

‘works in th@ compound and residence of Mr. Hm'dmg fori'MI”
/he had been in charge of the Estate during

naturplly xg’}Jumerous interviews, and b '
- “Lady and genfleman" (rﬁiarrmg £0,.
- costzw Rs. 1

building is
per month and the petltionar himself is | m
-rent for a pqmd of 3 years for hk famﬂy to Tes

wo éﬁmt that durmg the vaoatwn the sald Subrahmanya Mndaly
Ftzﬁ“c iccalls from Mr, Harding to see him in the Nilgiris, that Subrah-
3 v responded to the call and dlm g the interview, matters of great

alli Am 1 were decided with ve%aﬁs;llﬁ&
g

ML . -
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is to pay S%:iao;?::r: salxd . bé féi; m‘sm”‘k theé estate for a Targe sam, a second Ty
third to pay Sorn athma. sums from the estate funds for performing charities, a-
or sue somebod ywh;?::;?::p::m 3 sum on some excuse, a forth to prosecuté
_ OROMRY, WO N red in the list of witnesses ~ | i
a fif * the (YT i, O Witny i . ;
wﬁ?&fﬁ‘.‘:}”f“f?’r°f]-?°m°*mlﬁlfvrﬁcw§; ﬁllpwame'w.,‘sz{;:;ﬁ:;ﬂ] ﬁ?ﬁﬁ!’\ . = b1 In theabove suit Sornathammal gave evidence and perjurred at every
bears a ratio f? R h;mm"mi'-?mmﬂdﬁﬂwﬂ”f-'Haﬂ'dhig's sanction alroadl?y : : step. She stated that even the name Vedavalli is not genuine and the person is
 estate house ?m::‘ iﬁ%ff@the,net : ""-a.*!»‘xth':Wﬁlet.&)"mafhmm'l‘ Hva invthﬁe; verifiab : - ' " another. though Sornathammal gave the name of the girl as Vedavalli in preyious
¢ . i g she was 1 o 143 b’ # b % 4 itk % 4 . » il 1 2 i
s b L S ot . pcontings Foort o s e o th Dt st Savdon, o, DOl S

i - a regular suit, a seventh ei t : j
b L IR ORA Sty s nin it of Al ings,) Bonin o BRI Tl i od 6he
“iehriog the bumble petitioner, ineth of a similar nature, and the tenth for periury WaSiappiled, 1o A8 r. i . :
le petitioner summarily under some penal tiro‘;iéion so that VQJ;‘.)' | / ~;!:;r,;ithoutt .eve't; ! ‘no;:t;;rtb(; s::rcxlit’};;:;:;aﬁl tha; “‘he 8 not prepared to sanction
jib rosecution or @ mMOu i :

valli Ammz the decree holder
i i e Tee holder wh i i |
petitioner’s y e-ﬁﬁﬁ:hﬁf{;ﬁn&?ﬁi‘%izgsfeﬁ ity of life by the residence of the [ ! : T i Al
1l e iy : - To call Sornathammal as mother of Vedavalli Ammal is not only opposed
to fact but is ironical when applied to a person with the most villanous and murder-

<der§ce m‘éy‘ Beiﬂg;md ‘of the piatitiohriin? her resi- |
i { . R AT (
| ous motives and attempts on the life of Vedayalli Ammal. = ©

T TR PR
The High court has admitted the appé;!'ééainﬁf the above order and et e

 pénding disposal. il il T
’;‘ { \ -’ . , i i g : + 'g P U ";' ’},' ",'he ’hpper’ﬂoor

| () The petitioner went to reside tgmpqranﬁg with his lfe‘m.! t orfloor
of the liouse v;v)hich has been and isin the possession of Vedava li Agtfmm;al. aftqr.:;lﬁiq iy
. complete discharge from guardianship; but on Sornathmﬁmﬁig V,mpﬂipril | u; e
| Harding passed proceedings No. 98/ 6 1—1914 directing the ﬁg‘m‘?" o wac ‘8‘]‘*’» g
i ..;%Wﬁgﬂf,whw‘iibewag not in possesslonantih@ round | il ger Wﬂsg’:ﬁ ‘ h:“g:d it iy
M ayardian, the very ground, ik ths udg ~consid eq.t e
g@jurisdiqbidﬁ over the,petitioner un@;ur e Guardian and ¥ .MtA remon:

‘strance that the helples girl’s life was at serious stake ot no b

@ The pefitioner howa above said ordsr by removing himsclf

o another house, leaving the fem: A rvants te at the mercy of the e
I A i KB growid Moo, | B the sctis B A B ults and serious intimi oo

j i | i | || ALHars continpauslyt ept 1p by Beruattauiwsis MERELTE LG e, Youbioner & oniasy. | |
..... rty opposed to the Zamindax wids. for, tho, 3 | i || Wite and Viedavalli Ammal had serious Rervous Preet HEG A e Boctor, G, |
ht be dis i i Court wh : Al ‘attended wmw;to;the petitioner that his wife ﬁﬁgﬁ?'jim%.cum'at gfa;tevof Bea:lth \
| The petitioner thereupon paid a visit to Vedavalli Ammal’s residence on

AT poly, Tt e P tha mmal’s partisans. honked the petitioner in _and. caused much Docu-
J;Q;e’g dence for over 4 ikt rﬁaﬁdég;w hemwecwma and went away 4m?ydi‘ng that the | matter of dis- mentary.{
ot d ' 11 i iy Wt i ' o sl {1 { n(«»u, '_‘Nm!-!.‘ »Iigll;tm‘dated 30-1'19145 Mr. ~Harding pa&d Elﬁparte
Zawindar papers T A L i i o it a L4 for qroiyecution~fw.ﬁrg‘epa§s. it

Order Mr, Hafd»imk restored the injuncsion declining to go into the mirits and trans-
 ferred the suit to another court. The other conrt after trial _-decided in faveur of

the petitioner with costs.

Docu-
mentary.

: The last item of 4 T > et il i
:g the beﬁﬁoneécfefweﬁ?vf h;“; been igmea.i’mly verified by the receipt Wi
- 3 : i ! m e,x + w; E HBETE L L L i / ! fis {3

¢ middle of the vacation, calling the Detitioné?“td ,:;05 t:::’eg :ﬁ%ﬂe dwﬂi’ﬂﬂihm
fi HERNEH it o b » ) mee i ‘

‘:”_{;_ for contémpt of
‘ el ,ﬁé‘f ¢ passed and duly executed

ni L

-

i

i ; e i : : w ] i+ i R . i h it i
| o - e T . c R A The peﬁt.jonerfand_ Vedavalli Ammal’s whole establishmeut were prose-
. from Trichi ‘ "No. 93 of 1914, After Mr. Harding's orders to prosecute, the Police.
. hunting excurs attitude and charged all the aceused. The Sub Magistrate had to” .
) e prosecution, and after a protracted enquiry discHarged all the 3

il

A Tdee ey or ey ok b wime i e R i U i & adavalli Ammal's right for resid
v ? or may not be biased by such familiari L, A g . : e main ground that so long as Vedavalli Amma s right for residence
':’tﬂher fact;remamz that the opposing party will be seriously prejudiced thepel gl e i \ sed no person who went to her residence without any objection on
e o . Harding’s actions are humbl ‘ i
L T AT eno&??t
. fwouro partics with whom he has obligatory relationship as aforesaid,
. interest to an appreciable extent and undue familiarity and frequent e il s
# pl'l“aitq” wqch’ + 1 § {111 ’ Bt it st - 91‘1'& Jnd, m

10, S, No. 332 of 1913 in the Di;e;;’ét bty Sl adaima b

the first time, discovered from the evideice of . .
°F wa admitted by the complainant himself and yet  Do. -
¢ available to the Magistrate to throw ‘out the

mi' A ke ‘ W 1‘1‘.‘"""" ) ¥ Mot i

1713 was ted for g ‘ over the rowdies and 1t was ghoived Wi disposal. though the complaixt :
The uﬂn&ié‘mmgﬁsﬁ?&d ;lfo:;'a, Yemporary, injunef ‘ : prosecution evidence in C. €. 93/14 clearly admitted their aggression and he Do,
L ring e‘mwrmnti idenc Jocking up of the petitioner and others in the house, - ;

P "\M i L gy 3l yhriaib 4 4‘ f - ‘. ik e
injunction by an order paering ma " I appoat ng i v. iy | il il ,
|;. | .l‘ . it e i i L iEi i 4 \ ‘ N i ‘ \ % 5 d 1 ) i F !

iy
Wl% 1“\ h,ﬁl i

b




to be recovered from Subrahmanya Mudaly

i ’gtands in contrast and contradiction with the three orders quoted ah‘eady

T'he Minor is still owner of the propert
‘ y under this court Ll possessio
handed over and no tllegal mterferenoe with him will be lolerfted W w Zegally

b wch gecree pronounced ina mgular!mn

§.
I.

I

{1;3 Nature of
3 (i 1
(f) After the appointment of the receiver in O. S. No. 114 of 1913 in the i enc:zi

Sub Court became known to Mr. Harding on 9214 and till the decree in the i
said suit was pronounced in the Sub Court in favour of Vedavalli Ammal recognising i }‘
her title to the estate on 21—12--1914, theré was a lull in the one sided proceedings i
of Mr. Harding as will be evident from the following orders. i

1. Order on Temporary Custodian’s letter No. 45 of 9--2--14 il

" The Tempo; ary Custodian is infor nml that I
! e showld acoept the a )
as Receiver.” i it

ii. Order dated 23--3--14.

“ The matter is in the. hands of the bdx)ulma{c W
2 Judge of T
has appointed the Temporary Custodian as Receiver.” s o

iii.  Order in C. M. P. No. 215 of 1914.

“ T will pass no more orders in this matter. It is before the Subordinate

Jur]qus Court of Trichinopoly in a
s ' poLy regulal ‘sun‘ and all dmputes are being wttled

bTbe guccessful party Vedavalli Ammal -
2 presented an apphcatlon i
beginning of January 1915 in the Sub Court Trichinopoly for the mmosalthe;
K. Subrahmanya Mudaly from Receiver and for recovery of several th d b
rupees from him for the waste out of the mesne proﬁts of the Estate 2::::!81;);’

Subrahmanya Mudaly’s acting upon Mr. Hardm
g's orders wl ;
under the Sub Court and that such orders were ultra vires, g s

The large expenses incurred in Ml Harding’s resxdence were also soughf
¥

It seems that the Sub Judge percelved for tl |

he first ti
in judgment over certain actions of hm own ofﬁcml supelrril:)?- t&a ’ }g had tosit
respect of the above matters. » Mr. Harding, in

Whatever may be the cause, after the

3 8b0VC lic >
sudden change of policy in Mr. Harding and an endeavouip:nlzzzmn r:h(;e h e
Judge to free himself from the awkward position. [t may be obsré?'wdo ttilaet s&::

petitioner has no concern and causus belli in these
mitted that the immediate weight of Mr. mateens by e huibly Atk
‘humble petitioner.

The following order of Mr Harding dated 17- 1 i
191

Mudaly's letior No. 116 of 13-1-491, thatis, after 'the decr{:a: nl:( fa?ggra ffn:?t:lya

valli Ammal and before the discharge of Subrahmanya Mudaly from Receew:;

“ Order:— The Temporary Custodmn of the Mi il
inor's pr erte
that pnsztwn till the successtul plaintiff evecutes her decree aud gazfs z;/o.s::::)r l

. That Mr. Harding who had' control of th

e property in

proceedings under the Guardian and Wardi; Act which too had ce:;:;e a'f)::;t:zz |
ngomtment of the Receiver, should. have paased such orders in favour of the
efeated party even after the passing of a regular decree instead of respecting

"'ﬁ*f"‘“’d original suit speaku for. itsélf. ik

il

Hardmg‘i wrath 13 d“lﬂM 931 “&e ‘iﬁ.t:,:r‘.

‘: () In January 1915 Sornathammal and her ‘partisans  had been

expressing that Mr. Harding, not approving the Judgm
a personal talk with him in a private interview and that he had sent to the ngh

Court an unfavourable annuval qualification report about the Sub Judge. All ‘this
talk is too silly to be noticed but the fact that Sornathammal and her party
should have room to use Mr, Hardlng 8 na,me 80 farmharlv even in their threats

| is worthy of consideration.

() In compliance with an ordel' of the Sub Court passed in Execution
proceedings the upper floor of the house. had to be vacated by Vedavall Ammal.
| Most of the things had been removed on the 93rd and 24th January. On the 25th
f partisans collected about a bundred rowdies, made a sudder}
moving the things and sermusly assaulted one of Vedavall
d the further removal of things and the erowd armed
with sticks and sabers (called blchvas) attempted to storm Vedavalli Ammals
Q\mrtem and came up the steps leading to the upper floor.  On be m‘g W an:led that
the consequences will be too serjous if they rushed in, they had the prudence to

Btog f.her& but did not dlqperse for several hours,

] 'Sornathammal 8
' attack on the men r¢
Ammal’s servants stoppe

For many days crowds of varying strength were collecting in the road-

" " ) and all possible” com-
¥ and common, (passage in the ground floor; an

,Mth wxfandqm “ﬂbﬁmﬁﬂr oritios fwere thereby cut off and the occupants of the

';ier ﬂoor were utterly helpless. The | Police and the Subordmate Magistracy

n spim of the open anﬂ,un ottered lawlessness and breach

i evaded action entirely ir
i Qf the peace on the part of Sornathammals partisans, | Sdmatbammal g partiséns

t The petitioner
. openly said, that they, had Mr. Harding's sancmon for ‘the ac
&) ble)hevis that this allegation whether true or fa‘lse with the antecedents sufficiently

wexplmnb the evaslve attltude of the Police and the bubordmate Megistracy.

(;) In‘the course of the 'Lbove rowdysm on t}{»e 2&&:11 and when they failed in
their attempt to do violence to the petitioner and others, a terrible noise of break-
“ing doors in the ground floor and a yell and cry that the petitioner had broken
- the head of somebody, was heard to the dismay of the petitioner who was c:«mﬁm::?i
‘V?wu‘hm the strongholds of the uppor floor consoling the ladies in hysterics; z()in

f * sdoh after, the breken door shutters were taken out to the road and there dis-
played for sevéeral hours as the . ‘gpoil of the pemuoners house breaking but it
 seemed the scheme of implicating the petitioner availed only’ till the inanimate
“doors were broken but no broken head was forthcomming. [t is a matter for
her they would have acted. s0 recklessly in broad day light

| consideration whet
‘ %'?Y\ntg; immunity in the principal street of a town, had they not counted rightly or
(mg'ly on the tavour of Mr. Hardmg

il "n

e restored to their places. The humble
mal’s partisans proclaiming that they
Harding and got the usual exparte

i Evantually the broken shutters wer
, tﬂwnar subsequently heard Sornathamma
\ave repOrted against the petmoner _‘_*‘..;, Mr.
. sanction of Rs 50 for p%mm ) fresh

ifnm the mtr% ~ " it

1T

181

) On Qomathammal’s report dated 27-1-15 to the effect ﬂut the petitioner
d  the '{hmgs reﬁerred to in sub para (h) above from ‘ﬂw upper floor
) ’saad the usu.al oxparte order dated 1-2-15 for prosedumm and

T Lael

The petitionet has 1

¢ i persooal interviews said to have taken place between ‘Mr. Harding and the Sub-

1ent of the Sub Judge, had .

’ _'.‘:.‘;'I%u,ai:.fbffm%t;oni has to be veiified

% Judge in couuechon with the above, The pe’hhonel now sees that Mr. Harding

R L i @

F)

Nature of
evidence,

u-
meptary.

e

Ora_l.

Oral and
docu-
mentary.

Docu-
mentary.

E}’( baen pmaemutgd on this count for some un-
reason which may be‘rovehleﬂ from t’hg subject of the correspondence and Oral and

docu-
mentary,



ng. ' . Nature of
: e evidence.
has taken the club in his own hands and h as issued notice to the petitioner under i %
proceedings for contempt of ¢ourt which will be reverted to lateron. M
(k) Mr. Harding’s intermeddlings with the control of the Estate by the Sub Don%- e i

Court ended in the passing of a labour order staying execution by Vedavalli menvt',
Ammal, and the transfer of the Estate ftself to the control ol the District " Court
on behalf of the defeated party.

() On the 29th January 1915 or thereabout% that is a few days after the
rowdysm already referred to in sub para (k) Moulvi Syed Marthuza Sahib Bahadur,
the Vice Presidant of ‘the Trichinopoly Talug Board, and a late member of the
Madras Legislative Council came with half a dozen Mahamedan gentlemen to
_gee the petitioner to consult about the Islamiah School buildings with which O:fl m_ld
subjezt the petitioner once dealt with in his "official ‘capacity, atabout 5 P. M. meg(;:yt
and departed after a couple of hours, Bome time after they left, a head cons-
table and three more constables entered the ' upper floor of the house' as stealﬁ-
thily as cats and their pressnceé  was' peresived by a thundering call in Tamil,
“ All persons stop still in their places” with the natural results in a quiet home.

They then made a search of all the ‘nooks and corners of the upper fioor
and finally told the petitioner that the Station Officer received an urgent telephone
message from the Superintendent of Police to the effect that he received an urgent
wire from Sornathammal's party stating that tha' petitioner hid mustered 100, et
rowdies in the upper floor and unless they ‘were arrested at once mm&ers were
apprehended.  The search found two servants wHo' were known to the Police to be
in the service of Vedavalli Ammal for oyer a year whereas in the ground floor .
verandah there were a number of sturdy. *ﬂ‘elkgpwa who slippad out one after another
on the appearance of the Police, The md:g:mty of the search in a house where
wonten observe a sort of gosha system was little bifore the actual attempt ; at
murder by Sornathammal’s men. | One of them it ssems visited Mr. Marthuza
Sahib the next morning and told about thel'seheme to murder the petitioner and “
Vedavalli Ammal and Mr. Marthuza Sahib’s letter of warhing received by the  Dos
petitioner quoted hereunder will show the dastardly projects of Sornathammal’s
party and how much use they make of Mr) Harding's' name. probably in view to
cow down the minor authorities and to muster rowdies round their banner. En ity
both they have indisputably sueceeded immensely but not in the accomplishment
of murder yet for the reason that the humble petitioner, seeing that all instruments
of law and order will be quite inert unlegq and until Mr. Harding ceases to
have the obligatory relationship he has with Sornathammal's party and the
control of the Estate is out of his hands, had decided to remain entxre]y mdmm
till the matter is taken up by the HighQourt and for nearly 5 months till now "
he has not stirred out of the house, All this time one Ramasapapathy Mudaly
a near relation of Sornathammal and a Process server in the District Court,
known as ‘The Andar Street Phayilwan’ a rowdy charecter took leave from his
office and is at the threshold of the house in question assembling other row&leb.
Mr. Marthuza Sahib’s letter runs thus:— | iy

“ The next day after mv interview wtth yaw Varmla;
came to me and asked me ({3#0 what had. brought me to you. T tbmz%?fdw
lad been to you in connection with the proposed building of our Sehool. Tﬁi% g
Le biegan to use highly: vbjectionable e'cpre.ss’&ons against you and the lady (his own
wiece) adding that the District Jndge was on his side and if you would not act up,
to the terms dictated by him, the lady and yourself had no other alternative il
but to be doomed. He further remarked that but for my presence in your
plice on the previous night there would have been serious consequences. lmdmg
to fatality. I pacified him saying that ke should not take law into his
hands because he had the official support' but thc best course for 7nm t‘o
o wsoat lo wey[t i : i i

L

N i ?v~,, i

7“@3 LR v : - Nature of
ba ik T evidence.,
4 «« Phough I Tave my own doubt abwlt the trathfullness of his statenmat: :

‘such as your lives being in danger, yet I deem it desirable that both of you should
be cautious en,ougk Because Saadi the well lnown Persian writer says that the
o enemy however powsrless he may. e skould never: be. ljl&()w(] Please therefore
AV alwaﬁ on the alert,” N R R LR

Seveml uthers have also warned the petm:mel to the samé ffect, and

| some threa.temng p“steﬂ communications, the ‘hand writing in whlch

Aﬁable lrrespaetive of an attempt to alter, have be»en recewed
‘ ;»" bR stretqh of reasoning of even th soraly injured i GF ki petitioner.
‘ c,a»n‘ make ltself believe that Mr. Hardmg could at his worst associate himself with

:'I‘eﬁs of murder and 1mphcat10n in serious cases, but he believs there is solid

| twv‘

il .’ship as tenant, and the very lat‘ge number of unfortunatelv partial orderghe has

{ ‘ ; ’pamd to use his name indiscretely for the purpose of cowing down minor a,utho~
f;:‘-mties and makmg bold to soheme murderq |

(m) The servwm,of Vedavalh-Ammal who was,aqsaulted by a number of
-}‘.men and wasserwusﬂy-' m‘t presenstedgcomplamt hefore the same Sub Magis-
‘viras not a,»tmlable in the case mentxoned

1 ‘in pﬁra 31 (d)a" 1§
i C thcm& W'ﬂmd b_»f::

':’hw‘!!éﬂs”werg in fa 6ux‘ of So athamma

nberos‘t is mé( f "”m' the ,{tenth d:spoml which

arther the petitioner’

mp&;.were ordared by Ilus court ,m ,afgrguarw 191;4:to, vacute the Estate
you have dpaabeyed that ordery you are. hereby dzrectal to show
: the reoper hzg of the Court i, e. 21-6-1915 why you should not be punished
mr -cotemptvaf mwb Gwen under my hand and qeul of lhe Lourt the 29th day of

identic Do.

Docu-
in Sornathammal’s party taking undue advantage of Mr. Harding’s relapon- mr@mztry‘

Docu-
mentary.

atm ion while the de ored stands agmhst 'hiﬁ'”‘wmd need not be Lommented Do,

| ,
i May 19157 i

N o rinal _‘del‘ as state(i in ‘para 31 (r') was that the petltlonex should va-

oate the upper floo Whlle Vedavalli Ammal was in possession. He did vacate and

Mx. Harding recoy ised moro than once that the order had been obeyed. His

most distinct recognition of the petitioner’s having obeyed the said order will be Do,

. seenin the followmg order passed by him in C M. P. No. 215 of 1914 dealing
thh the same sub;éﬁ‘li once before.

i “Respondent kas been {ransferred to Madras, so he has vacated the house
now— zf not before. Nm orders ars wqmrerl Srom this court now.”

The followwg pomts are subxmtted for beuign consuieratmn. i

g  But after the decree against Sornathaxpmal ‘on the presentation of a |
third petition on the very same subject Mr. Hardmg’*nm i A e 8 Seste T
swch a notm as qunted already. ! e

..



14 ' Nature of
: i + evidence.

ii. There was apparently no great emergency to constitute a. vacation court '
at Nilgirie in respect of a petition pertaining to Trichinopoly. i il

iii. It is certain that Sornathammal did not make the special motion in persgn

at Nilgiris and 1t seems also that no advocate appeare on her behulf Oral.

iv. It is learnt that some tolegraphlo wmmumratmn passed between Mr. .. and
Harding and K. Subrahmanya Mudaly and that the latter thereafter proeeeded  ddcu- -
to Nilgiris. It seemsfirther that it was K. Bubrahmanya Mudaly who is not a mentary..
licensed advocate, who made the special motion for notice on behalf of Sor natham-~' '
mal in the matter of the above petition,

v. The notice was issued through Registered post on H. M. 8. as a very Docu- =+
special case in the middle of vacation contrary to the usual means of servige, - mentary.

vi.  There was ‘not apparently any public interest at serions stake by the .
petitioner’s presence in the house which is in the recognised and lawful po«&‘ablon .
of Vedavalli Ammal to call for exceptlonal proot duxe

vii, Fvidently there was neither any jmvuto interest at stake to warrant
suc h oxceptional procedure during the vacatxon.

' yiii. The extreme bias of Mr. Harding ‘axhlblts melt not only in the above
bat in the body of the notice itself. O a petition apparently making allegations,
that the petitioner had disobeyed the DigtrietCourt’s ovders passed one and a half
years ago, the watural course for an unbidsed judge would be first to proceed with Do,
the enquiry to satisfy himself whether the allegation is true dr not, but  the notice .
asserts that the order had been disobeyed and dire(tly pr oceeds 1o the extreme
step of pumshmg for contempt of court. j*‘{»

ix. The administration of tbe Estatgwas transforred by the %b Judge it
the District Court on 27-3-15 in a stay order which will ‘expire on the filing of an
appeal by Sornathammal in the High Oourt agamst the decree of the Sub Court

e i

and the last day for filing the appeal is so. mly as the 12th July 1915, There- i

after it is a matter for the ngh Court to decide whether the decree holder Veda-
yalli Ammal should. get possession of the Estate at once and if not with whom the
_ control of the Estate should lie. At all events, after the filing of the appeal, the

_ High Court. will automatwally become the sup eme authomty in the matter of

" the admirﬁstratxon of the ]!htaﬁe ‘In the vdzir‘ tort space of time left before the

12tk July S&mwﬁh&mma is trying through ﬂ&e agency of the District Court ta

make hay while the su shines as the favour of Mr. Harding could be of m gwﬁi‘[' 5*» it
 after the High Court takes up the matter 1qto ws hands it il

S T ROt Jeosetaty

x. The immediate effect of this notice on ﬂomathammal'a"mrty wkn»‘ thut Oral and
| #hey became elated enough to post their rowdies agofu atthe threshold to obstruct  docu-
at random aﬁy body and everybody gomg to'bhﬁ o R e mentamy. s

}
i

All business people who have to ¢ome to the upper floor Wﬁm‘ eﬁ’mﬁve; Ui

stopped ; Vedavalli Ammal’s agent who conduct’s her litigation was stop e I ‘

. petty assaults were committed on Vedavalli Ammal’s servants and agents; ﬁhe

Gumastha of Vedavalli Ammal's Vakil. who called on Court business was ' ,

stopped ; and finally last week VedavahlAmmal's Vakil Mr, Krishnasamy Iyengar = ‘

who came with his Clerk to settle mattersas the courts were to re-open shortly was 1

also stopped at the threshold. However one of Vadavalli Ammal’s servants who

went down to escort the Vakil succeeded in bringing him upstairs after some Do.

tustle with Sornathammal’s men ; but after the Vakil left the place and when o

'~ that servant was returning to the uppor floor he was assaulted severely at. the

ntmnce with a heavy stick so that he came upstaigwith a ghastly wound near
i yog d blood splashed all over his face qand flowing, and with some other

ies. a complaint w rong ‘mmd; uyﬁ'aom., : .via i

e it

,!5

32,1 n oo;}olusxon the petmoner humbly beg‘s to state that he has suﬁicxently
Shown i i i e i;\, bk \1“. i 5 L

”N"

i. How Mr. Hardmg‘s stmp]e relaﬁonshﬁmf a tena.nt to one of the p&rtxes in his court,
gradually developed persbnal m“hegests in hamvﬁ ki . ! , :

. How he med hls judicial ymmrs to. sanctiomlarge expenses fbr carrying out new
véorlm in hmmwdom to the detriment of more impm@tam works of the nature of salvage to
other ‘bunlehngs, loverlooking the fact that he is anthorzzipg expenses fora bulldlng the L
pmpmtor i tlﬂB to which wvuld not warrapt stich emmnses . » o

L .,..;-4 r"“*"'

iii, How an uudae extra Judwml and“privaw to,; ol ~ ‘wﬁéﬂ ‘ﬁit Hammgr axisd the party

l"31?\‘)\{t~tcad therehy,_ R ":“"» il i o 7:m,

e

i Ll How even after *he tranfer of tl‘m tate t&the admnmtratxon of the Bub: court,
works \Nre carried out in Mr, I{ardmg 8 reélde‘hcé“ out the sanction or knowledge of the
Sub courﬁ, fo the purpose of earnmg Mr Handlng S favour for Sornathammal s party £

v. How fM? He rding, who, after the appog;mre‘nt of Recewer in the Suh Oourt went on
directing to the Sub ( on&,t all complaints received in his court till the deoreé was pronounced,
changed his policy lmmechately after Vedavalh Ammal putin a petition in the Sub Court for
the removal of the Receiveriand for the recovery of thousands of rupees wasted out of the
mesne profits on account, of M mmdlng (] mt;ermddlmg including, the large amounts spent
for Mr. Harding’s residence, and issued administrative orders showing his mind to treat the
. Jstate as under the control of his court and thus oﬁ‘eotwoly staying executmn for pomess:on
by Vedavalli Ammal ; Hig LoREE

‘vi. How the Sub Judge to get hlmself out of the akward sntuatxon of havmg to sit in
judgement over the actions of his own official superior,Mr. Harding,had to pass an order
transferring the Estaje regularly to the admmls‘mmon of the Distriet Court on behalf of the

defeated par@r B

b I—lowwn the ery short 1nterval befow the ﬁhng of an appeal in the H:gh Court &
Madras due on 12715 (the last date for filing) a crop of ten disposals of great consequente
‘affecting the interests of the "petitioner and the decree holder was rush-‘d in during the

,,,,

vacation frustrating. all DOSSlblhtleS of tlmely remedy ;

viii  How a very long and unbroken S .of one sided and exparte or'ders affecting the
oet:uoner and Vedavalli Ammal has been passeﬂ, hy Mr. Harding with a d]stu)ct bias in

, favour of Sornathammal’s party;. Al Mm‘,;,“;;;mmm

Th
et r-(‘. 3

ix How Mr. Harding’s unjustifiable and extreme blas agamst the p@%e, and in
favour of Sornathammal resulted in the consummate endevours to bring the p\hﬁmer to
dlsgrace by eriminal astions, while the petttloner hi 1l along maintained a pazmve
attitude, first by sanctioning prosecution by Sornothammal 's party for. trespass for the-
petitioners visit to Vedavalli Ammal's residence, a very unique procedure in any clime, next
by suggesting to the Sub Judge by an administrative order to prosecute the petitioner for
‘theft of articles which were in the possession of Vedavalli Ammal whlch were deereed in
her favour and whwh she removed to another piﬂoe in pursuance of an order of the Sub Court,

petition f '”',.,Eh &a subordmate

e




T,

account of Mr. Harding’s name bemg A} s

them and the petitioner and others onl‘%&;; :

Cwill bear testimony.

- more W,ﬁcmpula  may be introduced in the rules mulatmg the condwet of pubﬁa,

Vedavalli Ammal using freely for all theﬂe purposes and for cowmg down the Police and t;he
Subordinate Magistracy the name. of Mt' Harding as their support; evidencing their state-
ment by quoting his partial disposals 80 fmourable to Sornathammal’s party as was detri.
wental to the petitioner and Vedavalli Ammal i i , ‘

d Hieg

%i. How the instruments of law éh i

‘Mder entitze!y clogged and failed to operato on

8 hurt went. umatbed even without a nqﬁce to
ed ‘murder or irbphcapon in any serious ox:iminal
ng up with all tmublm and insults and confining
_tch. the lﬁgh and low of tw tov'ﬂ

and xii. How perpitrators of serio

case Hill now hy patiently and prudent

""" It

themselves within the house'! Tor. bou‘x

fb@th' ’ ths‘as tm,w,

33.. The humble pev e same pntwnce tned 10 avmd omnylnining

against Mr. Harding’s relationshi e parties in his Court, for the whole time; hoping
and praying for the approach of the time viz the 12th July 1915 when thmnsguv h Court
will take up the whole affair in its hands, #iid trusting in the unfailing jwecice dealt out

universally to all parties by that court, ‘foi* hgelief in the umal eoume o’ :
L LR ‘t' i '_’;’

tioner will be free trom such molestat\om } 4 |

34. In the meanhm;m whd ' pe
for m‘hef in the High Court, Mr. Harding's notice i Ve _
holt from the blue and hence he has been dmm Mwﬁm s wm w |
submntm *nimttbr w the wuﬁboﬁt{m,‘..., T‘ ;

when. _the peti—‘

1 ﬁmay bzf terminated by an_administrative i
order in the in w and justice, ifi the intevests of parties engaged in litigation in
his court, in the_ of; t\m& er, and none the less in the interests of Mr.

Harding’s fair Qm, (39 a detailed enquiry into the matter may be instituted and (3) that

migmx;y mlatmuhi:w QJ udze and Mes in the

in%m. of th‘ ﬁdmi-

with the actions of Boranathammal’s purty. A

Shepmtlly ol Wik T e dem'b 7

?\'\‘lr:

| a«‘"
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