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l" l')u.‘dﬂ
Court
ment, dated 10th Octol

Sk,
1. Circumstances having tr;mspircd in the ordinary course of the Jud
1 tend to throw some licht on the orig isf
tween the Civil Judge of Cuddapah and a numero

l“vrtvd by some of the Court servants, [ am direct

Sudr Udalut, whic in of the unse

for some months past have existed be

Huential party in the district, who are sup

le information of the Government.

port the same for th
» suit (No. 1 of 18 9) was instituted in the Civil C
lthy merchant of t

Ly the Judges to re
52

In the year 1852, ¢
amily of the late Garabiah Chetty, a wea

by the widows in the fa
Rupees out of the family estate.

1
1
1

1at

recover from their relations nearly five lacs of
he litigant parties, must under an}

he p()sititm in life of t
latterly to have acguirce

f public potice ; butitseems
hat Mr. H, Faure de T delair, an intimate
lings with the plaintiffs, an

3. The suit was one which, from t
cireumstances ha attracted some degree 0
ositive notoriety from the fact hecoming known t

friend of the Judge who was to decide the case, had
was deeply interested in the issue.
v Mr. Elliot, on the 3rd May 1856,

e widows, in order t yLtain pa

entered into dea

. Judoment was delivered b and, only two days after-

wards, an action Wi
.t to him of one-fifth of the amoun

.s brought by Mr. Fondelair against two of t
t awarded by the Civil Judge to the 1th plaintiff.
In his plaint in original suit N Mr. Fondclair, that the foun
original suit No. 1o from him, and, ¢
he 10th September 1855, had given hima bond for Rupees 40,000 but that
4¢h plaintiffs had become alone responsible for the amount, by executing to him
d 12th February 1856, in which they bound themselves to make over to hin
_fifth of such sum as might be awarded them in the said suit; ant
Rupees 96,810-7-8, being one-fifth of the

o. 1 of 1856, it was stated by
f 1852, had borrowed money, &c.,

9

widows, plzaimi.ﬁ’s n 1t
settlement made on t
the 3rd and
stamped bond, date
in liquidation of the debt, one
that the decree having been given, he sued to recoy
sum awarded to the 4th plaintiff.

swer (15th July 1856,) acknowledg

6. On the same day that the 1st defendant filed her ‘
sle until execution of the de-

the debt but pleading that not more than Rupees 40,000 was pa}
1 of 1852, had been carried out, Mr. Fondclair put
off the file, as the matter had been compr
third of the amount decreed to herin original sui
against the widows under the bond for Rupet

onths before tli

C in original suit No. in a motion piz
that his suit (No. 1 of 1§ 56,) might be struck
and the Ist defendant had assi red to him one-
No. 1 of 1852. My, Fondelair’s claim, therefore,
10.000, dated 10th September 1855, had on the 12th February 1856, or three n
creased to Rupees 96,840-7-8, or more than double, and on the 15th July 185

of the decision, had risen to Rupees 161,400-2-7, i. e. more than fc

ni1scdd

lecision, in
vo months after the date
he demand as it stood about ten months previously.

he back of the decree, that, in conformity with the
-inal suit No. 1 of 1852

iy

{imes the amount of t

7. It appears from an endorsement on t
v the successful phdntii}' in or

a motion filed on the same date b}
e-third of the sum awarded her, the CivilJ udge direct

terms of

who admitted Mr. Fondelair’s claim to on
pees 40,000 realized in execution should be paid to Mr. Fondelair.

ords of the Sudder Udalut, and th

1 the face of them to account for the feeling ot

od that the first Ru
3 All these matters are foundj upon the public rec
ler that there is quite enough upor
hich has been for some time prevalent in the native mind at Cuddapah.
ing any extra-judicial opinion on the nature of Mr. Fondelair’s dealing:
the Judges feel perfectly at liberty to state that, not having beci
explicable to give risc to the impres
of a respected Hindoo family wa

Judees col
discontent W
9,  Without expr
with the widows in question,
vied by any public enquiry, they were sufficiently in
cized the native mind, that the valuable estate
any corresponding benefit aceruing to its members.
hat the Civil Judge's order
the suit, was particularly injudicious an!
Courts, and caleulated, in the pre

are in the circumstances which had caused the disaffec

elucid:
sion which has
being dissipated, without
10. 'The Judges are of opinion t
ho was no party to
neral practice of the

allowing the transfer of a {rad

tional part of the decree to onew
m\jc(-tionuhh\, as being contrary to the ge

sent instance, to involve him in some M




Fort St. George, Judicial Consultation, 29th October 1857,
the Civil Judge's intimacy with M. Fondclair continues as before and the litigation under notice

is not closed, Government can feel no assurance that a display of dissatisfaction and discontent on

the part of the native community will not be repeated,
(Rigned) E. MALTBY,
Acting Chief Sctretary
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