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Judges who decided the case wus not drawo bo the inapplicability
of the presumptions and doctrines us to panalties therein relied on
to cases of forfeiture of deposits, and their decision il it proceeds
zolely on these docteines ocannot, as imcomsistent with the well
eatablished view of the law on the point, be followed.

The appesl is dismissed with costs.

Meeses. Orr, David & Brightwell— Attorneys for regpondent.

APPELLATE CIVIL.
Before My, Justice Davies and Mr. Justice Benson.

MANICEKAM PILLATI (PLAINTIFF), APPELLANT,
v,
RAMALINGA PILLAI AnD OTHERS (DEFENDANTS Nos, 2 AND 3),
RESPONDENTS.®

Hindu Law~— Reversionary right, nature of—Transfer of Proparty Acl
IV of 1882, 5. 6.

The right of a presumptive reversionary heir under Hindu Law is no more
than a spes successionis or expectancy of suzoeeding to the property. Buch
expecuancy cannot be sransterred under seotion 6 of the Transfer of Proparty
Act.

STUIT to recover lands. The lands were purchased by the plaintiff,
{rom the nearest presumptive reversioner, whilgs they were in the
possession of the widow of the last male owper. The first icsue
was, whether the plaintiff acquired any right under the sile.

Both the lower Courts dismissed the plaintiff's suit.
Plaintitf preferred this second appeal.
B, Kuppuswams dyyar for appellant.

K. S Ramaswami Sastri for respondents,

JUDGMERT.—The reversioner had nothing to sell. The right
of a presumptive reversionary heir under the Hindu law is no more
than a spes successionss or expectancy of succeeding to the property.
This bas been clearly ruled by the Privy Council in Bahadur Singh

¥ Beoond Appeal No. 404 of 1903, presented against the decree of M.R.Ry.
P. 8¢ Gurumuarti, Bubordinate Judge of Eumbakonam, in Appeal Suis No, 2¢0 of
1902, precented agaipst the decree of Syed Tojuddin Sahib, Distriot Munsit of
Negapatsm, in Original Buit No, 413 of 1900,
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v. Mohar Singh (1), Such an exspestancy cannot be transferred MaNICEAM

under gecbion 6 of the Transfer of Property Aet [Na.rqsimham v, Plﬁ‘ml_h
M i3y RAMALINGA
adavar ayulu (2)], e
We dismiss the second appeal with costs.
APPELLATE CIVIL.
Before Sor 8. Subrahmania dyyar, Officiating Chief Justice,
and Mr, Justice Sankaran Nair.
RAJAMMA (PRTITIONER), APPRLLANTS, 1905
. August 16.
RAMAKRISHNAYYA AND ANOTAER (RESPONDENTS),
RESPONDENTS.*

H; du Law-Acquisitions out of salary, prima facie separate proper(y~-Succession
Ceriificate Act VII of 1889, s. 19— Discretion of Court in granting certificate,

Money connected with insurance, the premia for which are paid out of the
salary of a deceased Hindun, is prima facie his separate property,

Mahadeva Pandia v. Rama Narayang Pandia, (13 M.L.J., 75), followed,

Where an application for a succession certificate wnder Act VII of 1888 by
the widow of the deceased in respect of sush money is opposed by his brother on
the sole ground that the deceased was aducatied at the fa.mlly expense, tha carti-
ficate ought to issue in favour of the widow.

APPLICATION under Act VII of 1889 by the widow of a deceased
Hindu for & coertificate to enable her to collect the monies due on
policies of ingurance standing in the name of the deceased, as his
heir as well ag legatee under his last wxll and besbamenb

The hrother of the deceased opposed bhe a.ppbcmmou on fthe
ground thab the policies were joint family property $o which he
wag entitled by survivorahip. He prayed for a eertificate in favour
of himself. '

The District Judge granted the cerbificate to the brother.

The wid »w preferred this appeal to the High Court.

(1 TL.R, 24 AllL, 94, (2) 13 M,L.J., 322,

* Civil Miscellaneous Appeal Nos, 7 and 8 of 1905, presented agmnst the
order of H. 0. D; Harding, Bsq., District Judge of S8outh Cannra, dated the 11th
and 15th November 1804, in Original Petitions Nos, 113 and 139 of 1904,
reepectively.
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