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that there is nothing on&é.
pullah Sattanah is othai‘ﬂi*

3. Itis further observed in the Register’s letter
Sudr bdﬂut to lead the Judges to conclude that Sare

for the office of Gov ernment Plcader.
4. Under these circumstances, the Government conmder that Snmpunah

ught under notice does mot warrant his removal ﬁm h
accordingly direct his restoration.

5. In his letter of the 4th April, the Acting Judge states that on several
Sarepullah Sattanah is disqualified for the duties of this office, butas the Sunn
was recently conferred on him after he had acted in the office for 5 years, lf
and with the concurrence of the Collector of the District, M
not sanction his removal without some marked misconduct or mcapuc‘dy :
subsequent to his appointment, or without facts coming to light, which M
known when he was nominated to the Pleadevship. i
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No. 41. Read the fdiwhgi

der Udalut; to E
29th May w;

Sir,

I Iha;’yﬂum

~ sultation, under date ﬁ ﬂ

Smo:r Judge ';fw
ment Vakeel -
duet of the Vakeel an W‘“‘* _
2. Iam limua 1!]"!&" Iges
in which the Gm‘mlt L “
which would have M
reported by Morley. '
3. The case referred &b
briefly this, (as gathered ﬁp
Vakeel of the Furruckbad
tion of perjury and forgery, the docus
Client's claim knowing it to be mi;
dant in the suit ; the witnesses he had
of wilful perjury; the Vakeel 'Ik
cerned in thoi m

4. In the present case, the Gove
directly from Rednum Dll; ﬂ
Plaintiff, the Government Vakeel threw up
forthcprosecutunmthmlthtmﬂ,

it to be forged, nor d)&the Acting M X
warded to this Court, express any opinion as to the
roydoo, in uttering the forged document.
5. Under these circumstances, the Court of mﬂ '
that the Acting Session Judge was justified in removing the Govern
more particularly as there is nothmg on the records of this CM! b ’

No. 42. OrpER THEREON, No. 670 ; dated 9th June 1857.

In Minutes of Consultation, dated the 4th May, Government referred for the opinion ',
of the Sudr Udalut the papers relating to the dismissal of Sarepullah Sattanah from his office of .
Government Vakeel in the Zillah Court of Rajahmundry. The present letter states the view
taken of the case by the Sudr Judges. i

2. The direct cause assigned by the Acting Judge of Rajahmundry for taking away Sarepul-
lah Sattanah’s Sunnud of appointment, was his having acted as Pleader for a notorious charaeter,
Rednum Dhurmaroydoo, in a suit where Rednum Dhurmaroydoo produced a forged document, for
which offence he was placed on his trial, and sentenced to punishment. But it appears that the
Government Vakeel who presented the forged document in Court did not receive it directly from
Rednum Dhurmareydoo, and that as soon as the document was objected to by the opposite party,
he threw up his Vakalutnamah, that he was then examined as a witness for the prosecution in
the trial that ensued, and that there was nothing in the evidence given oy him to lead the Court
of Foujdaree Udalut to suppose that he had presented the document knowing it to be forged,

. nor did the Acting Session Judge in his remarkson the trial express any opinion as to the

Vakeel's complicity with Rednum Dhurmaroydoo in uttering the forged document.
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