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Addition o f Parties—A p p sa l-A ct X  o f 1577 (C iv il Proredure Code), ss. 32, 6S8-~ 
-AatX ifo/1879, s. 90(2 ).

An order refusing an [ipplication, ixtuler s 3 2 o f Act %. of 1877, by a poraon to 

1)2 ftided as a defeudant ia a aait is not appe.alable.

O n e  Kai’riian Bibi and certain otlaer persona applied, under s. 32 
oF Act X  of 1877, to bo joined as defendants in a suit brought 
by one Misri Lai which was pendini  ̂ in the Court of the 
Subordinate Judge of Azamgarh. The Subordinate Judge refilled 
this application, holding that the rights and interests of tha apph‘- 
cants could not ba dealt with in the suit, and that if they were 
made defendants, there might be a misjoinder of parties, and the 
phiintiff in tha suit would ba unnecessarily burdened with costs.

Karman Bibi and the other applicauts appealed against this 
ordtr to the High Ccmrt.

Mir Akba7' FLimin, for the appellants.

Lahi Lalta Prmai^ for the respondent.

The judgment of the Goarfc ( P e a k s o h , J., and O l d f ie l d , J.j) 
wag delivered liy

P e a k s o k , J.~‘Under s. 588, Act X  of 1877, as amended by 
Ai;t X If of 1S79, orders under s. ;-'32 striking out or adding th(! 
name of any person as plaintiff or defendant are appealable j but 
the onlor which is the subjoet of the present appeal is not an order 
of the kind above mentioned. It is an order refusing to make ̂ 
the appellants defendants in the suit; and there is no provision in
the law fur an appeal from such an order. The appeal is therefor©
disallowed with costs.

Appeal dismissed.

* First Aiipf;;il, No. 43  of ISSO from an order '>f Kai Bltag\vau Frasati. Subor- 
dmate Jadge o£ Axaffigarh, dated tlie 6tli March, 1883.


