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APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before 8if A.rthu)' J. -H". ColHns, Ki., Chiof JusU.ce, iiwl 
Mr. Justice Danes.

1893. PONNAYYA QOXJNDAN (Plmntib]?), A ppellant,
Septem'bex 25.

M U T T U  Q-OU N D AN ' an d  another  (D efen d an ts), E espon'ubots.'̂ '

BaU of .immomhle property—Transfer of PropeHy Act—Aei I F  of 1882, 4\ W— 
Bfect of Tetjistration of sak-deed.

Eegistration of a aale-deed conetitutes a eufficiont dolivory of tlio deed to paH« 
the i n t e r e s t  iu land contained theroin. Naram Qhmdcr Ohudkei'huity v. Data!ram[\) 
followed.

Sbcosd a p p e a l  against the decroe of L. A. Campbell, District. 
Judge of Coimbatore, in appeal suit No. ,62 of 1893, reversing 
tlie decree of tlie Court-of the Distriot' Miiusif of Udamalpet 
in original suit No. 136 of 1891.

The plaintii? sued for a decree establishing his right to certain 
immovable property and for the possession thereof; for tb̂ e recovery? 
of a sale-deed executed and registered by tho first defendant 
in respect of the said property, and for the cancellation and deli­
very to the plaintiff of a sale-deed executed' and given by the 
first defendant to the second defendant. The plaintiff having 
agreed to purchase certain immovable property of the llret 
defendant, paid to him Es. 60 for earnest money and expenses, 
and it was agreed between them that the first defendant should 
write the sale-deed and get it registered on that very day and 
deliver it to the plaintiff within five days, upon which the balance 
of the purchase money *should be paid. Defendant executed, 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 registered a sale-deed in respect of tho second 
sale.

The District' Munsif decreed the oaneellation of the second 
sale-deed and specific performance of the contract to sell tho, pro­
perty to the plaintiff.

Second Appeal No. 22 of 1893, [1) IX.R .,18 Calc,, 607.
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TKe District Judge set aside the decree of tlie Lower Oonrfc 
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 
execution and registration of the document.

The plaintiff preferred this appeal.
Bhashyam Ayyangar for appellant.
Kothandammayyar for respondents,
JUDGMBNT.—We are of opinion that the registration of the 

sale-deed to plaintiff effected a. transfer of the property to Mm hy 
virtue of section 54 of the Transfer of Property Act. It has 
been held in Narain Ghunder Ohuckerhutty v. l)atarani(V) that a 
registered transfer without delivery of possession will pass any 
interest in landj and we consider that registration constitutes a 
sufficient delivery of the deed to pass such interest, otherwise the 
ohject of registi’ation would he defeated, that ohjeot "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 restore that 
of the Munsif, the plaintiff still "being liable for the balance of the 
unpaid purchase money. The defendants must pay the plaintiff’s 
coats in this and in the Loyrer Appellate Opurt,
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APPELLATE OIYIL.

Before Sir Arthur J. H. Collins, Ki., Chief Justice, and 
Mr, Justice Shephard.

OHOOKALHSTQ-A PILLAI (Dee'Endj^nt), A ppellant, 1893. 
July H, l i .

NATESA AYTAE a n d  a n o t h e r  (P l a i n t i f f s ) ,  E e s p o n d e n t s .'*

Letters o f admmistratimh—PromBsory note ffivcn to a firm oonshting of two mdividml 
Kmdu brothm—BecoasR of tlw Irothers— Buit on note bij their sons mtlmit taUng 
out letters.

Two brotlierB, mem'bers oi an undivided Hindu family, traded as ‘ T. 
lyavier and Brother,' became tHe liolders of a promissory note given to the firm. 
The elder hrather having died, his eon Joined'the firm in his place, and he and

(1 ) I.L.R., 5 Calc., 597. « Appeal ITo. 19 of 1892'.

21


