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own neighbonrhood for satisfaction of the debt. This consideration
iz too insignificant to stamp the gift with frand. We decree
the appeal and reverse the decree of the lower appellate Court and

restore thut of the frst Court and dismiss the suit with all costs.

Appeal allowed.

Refore My, Justice Pearvson cad Mr. Justice Oldfield.
RAM BARAN RAM (Prarsarer) » SALIG RAM SINGH (Derenpant),®
Landholder and Tenant—Drees.
Feld that trees accede to the soil and pass to the landholder with the land on
the termination of 2 tenancy, and uniess the tenant uses, during the ferm of his

tenancey, his privilege, where he hag it, of removing the trees, he cannot dv so after-
wards ; e would then be decmed a trespasser.

Fleld also that, whera a tennnt has been ejected in the execution of the deeree
of a Hevenue Court for arrcars of rent from the land forming his holding, his tea~
aney then terminates, and with it all right in the irees standing on such Jand or
power of dealing with them. A person, therefore, who purchases the rights and
interests of o tenant ufter his ejectment in the exceution of snch a decree, cannot
waintain o suit for the possession of the trevs standing on the tenant’s holding,

Tae plaintiff in this snit claimed the possession of certain trees
as laving belonged to the defendant Harakh Rai, whose rights
and interests had been purchased by the plaintiff at an execution
sale. Harakh Rai bad been the tenant with a right of occupaney
of the land on which such trees were standing, but had been ejected,
previonsly to plaintiff's auction-purchase of such trees, in the
exeéntion of a decree for arvears of rent obtained against bhim by
the defendant Salig Ram Singh the landholder. The Court of first
instanee gave the plaintiff a decree on the ground that a tenant
did not lose bis right to the trees standing on his holding, by reason
that ke had been ejected from his holding in the execution of a
decree for arrears of rent.  On appeal by the defendant Salig
Ram Singh, the lower appellate Court held that Harakh Rai had
lost his right to the trees by reason of his ejectinent from his hold-
ing, and disinissed the plaintif’s suit,
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The plaintiff appealed to the High Court.

Munshi Honwman Prased-and Lala Lalta Pracad, for the appel-
ank,

Munshi Sulh Ram, for the respondent.

The judgment of the Court (Psamsox, J., and Ouorizin, J..)
was delivered by

Ouprizep, J.—The law may be stated to be that trecs aceada
to the soil and pass to the landlord with the land, and unless tha
tenant uses, during the term of Lis tenaney, Lis privilege, where he
has it, to remove the trees, he cannot do so alterwards; he would
then be deemed a trespasser.

In this easo the tenant had been ejected by his landlord in exe-
cution of a Revenue Court decree for arrears of rent from the land
on which the irees stand, forming part of his tenant-holding ; his
tenaney then terminated and with it all right in the trees or power
of dealing with them. The plaintifl’ bought the fenant’s rights
and interests after his eviction and cannot maintain this snit for
possession of the trees.

‘We cannot allow the contention of the plaintiff’s pleader thut a
tenant in this country has any right in trees standing on the laud
of his holding as something distinet from and independent of the
tenant-right by which he holds the land, so that eviction from the
lnud will not affeet his vight in the trees, It is difficult to see how
he could after evietion assert any such right without being deerned
a trespasser. - No snch right to trees iy reserved by the Rent” Act
to'an ejected tenant, the only rights'reserved are by s, 42a." to- the
growing erops or other ungathered products of the eaxth belonging
to the tenant, and growing on the land at the fime of his ejectment,
and the right to use the lund for the purpose. of tending and gather=
ing in such crops or other products paying adequate rent therefor,
The appeal is dismissed with costs,

Appeal dismissed.
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