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APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Sir drthur J. H. Collins, Kt., Olicf ;fustict’, and
My, Justice Davies,

PONNAYVA GOUNDAN (PrANtirr), APPELLANY,
v.

MUTTU GOUNDAN axp aworuer (Drrmvpawes), RespoNvenes,®

Sule of tmnovable p:‘opc;1iy;]‘)'¢r}zs;fb;' of Property Aet—det IV of 1882, s, hd—
Effect of veyistration of sale-deed.

Registration of a sale-deed constitutes a sullicient delivory of the deed to pass
thé interest in lund contained thercin. Namrain Chunder Chuckerbulty v, Dataram(l)
followed.

Secowp APPEAL against the decrce of L. A. Campbell, District
Judge of Coimbatore, in appeal suit No. 62 of 1892, reversing
the deoree of the Court-of the Distvict Munsif of Ud&m&lpet
in original suit No. 136 of 1891.

The plaintift sued for a decres establishing his right to certain
immovable property and for the possession thereof; for the recovery
of o sale-deed executed and registered by the first defendant
in respect of the said property, and for the cancellation and deli-
very to the plaintiff of a sale-deed executed and giveh by the
first defendant to the second defendant. The plaintiff having
agreed to purchase ecertain immovable property of the first
defendant, paid to him Rs. 60 for earnest money and expenses,
and it was agreed between them that the fivst defendant should
write the sale-deed and get it registered on that very day and
deliver it to the plamtlff within five ‘days, upon which the balance
of the purchase money .should he pmd Defendant oxecuted and
got the document registered on the day agreed upon, and there-
upon he proceeded to sell the property to the second defendant,
and executed and vegistered a sale-deed in respect of the socond
sale.

The District'.Munsif decreed the cancellation of the second
sale-deed and specific pexformance of the contract to sell tho, pro-

perty to the plaintiff,

¥ SecondvA?peul No. 22 of 1893, (1) LI.R.’8 Cala., 597.
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The Districh Judge set aside the decree of the Lower Court
and dismissed the suit, on the ground that the plaintiff had failed
to perform his part of the contract, inasmuch as he neither
tendered nor paid the balance of the purchase money on the
exeoution and registration of the document.

The plaintiff preferred this appeal:

Bhashyam dAyyangar for appellant.

Kothandaramayyar for respondents.

JupemeNT.—We are of opinion that the registration of the
sale-deed to plaintiff effected a transfer of the property to him hy
virtue of section 54 of the Transfer of Property Act. It has
been held in Narain Chunder Chuckerbuitty v. Dataram(l) that a
registered transfer without delivery of possession will pass any
interest in land, and we consider that registration constitutes a

- sufficient delivery of the deed to pass such interest, otherwise the
object of registration would be defeated, that object being to let
all the world know in whom the title to property lies. We must
therefore reverse the decree of the District Judge and vestore that
of the Munsif, the plaintiff still being liable for the balance of the

_unpaid purchase money. The defendants must pay the plainbiff’s
costs in this and in the Lower Appellate Court.

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Sir dvrthur J. H. Coltins, IKt., Chief Justice, and
My, Justice Shephard.

UHOCKALINGA PILLAI (DureNpaNT), APPELLANT,
2

NATESA AYYAR axp avormEr (Prarnrirres), REspoNpENTS. *

Letiors of admi;zistratiou—-Prom‘ssmg/ note given to a firm consisting of two undivided
Hindu brothers—Deccase of the brothers—=Suit on note by their sons without taking
out letters.

Two brothers, members of an undivided Hindu family, who traded as ¢ T.

Iyavier and Brother, bécame the holders of a promissory note given to the firm,

The elder brother having died, his son joined the firm in his place, and he and

n ~I.L.R., 5 QCalc., B97. # Appeal No. 19 of 1892.
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