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TYr.iiEi,!;, J.—I concur in tlio views c.xprrssod bv my Iirotlirr 
Sti-ai"}:U;aiul with tlio cxfeption of the d ic tu m  in the Fujl'^ Deiuji 

bur.EEi.ix iti(lgnxi>ri in In. the mnUer o f  the petition, o j 3.l(it/ira Par.ihad (1),
tlint, s. 1') of tlie Charter Act nppears to confer admiiiistfiitivcj 

i'A'iiMA jiutiiorifcv and not jiiJiciiil pov.-cr?,” Vi’hicli may not be of tho ossejico
of that judgment, 1 think that jndgmont does not necensarilj pre-.
chid© an affirmativo answer to tho qnoslioii referred to us, whilo 
tho terms of tho section are sufficiently largo to jnstify such an 
answer.
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/ ’tforc Sir John F.('.g~, K k , Chi f  Mr. Jvstica Slraig'if, Mr. Ju.tli-e
iV„ e,.Ae» 19. ; .

L I  f i n d ,  J i u t i c e  h ’r o r l .K u r .i t ,  a n  I M r .  J u s H c s  T y r r e l l .

.Tl̂ VÂ  ̂ AI-I IJi'.G v .  BA3A MALANn otiihrs (I’l.AfNTipps.)

A.I III  of 1S77 (_lieyist-'(i:io7i .-id), s. 17 (i) —M<irtgagc-bond—Imiorse-
meals of pari-p-.tvmiui Rcccipt—Hegi.shalian.

The strictest eoiiMmsiion sho-.i’d bs placsd on tlio prohibitory and penal sec
tions o'  the Kogistr.ition Att, which inipoao sciiou3 liisqualifications fo,^ou-ob- 
BfTvanse of re>;istratioii.

All iiiR.'riimont to como v.-itlvin p. T7 (6) ot tho Registration Act ( I II  nf 
3S77) must in itself ptn-pnrt ov o. cratc t'l cr^ati’, deoliire, assign, limit, or c.'ctin- 
fuiph soiiio ri!;ht, title, or interest o£ iho vUue of lii. 100 or up.vards in imui'ivc- 
able property. To cone wiiliiu s. i7(c), it mnat be on the face of it nn aciinaw- 
liiiiirinent of tho rec eipt '>c piiynietit oC some eoiisi(lcxal4<wi--TTini'c, oimt of the 
trillion, (leolaration, assignment, liinitiition, or cxtiiiigulshr.ieut of such a right, 
title, or iui,eri.-st.

In a snit by a ninrti'irjca f >r the sale .if im:nOTCab'e property m o rtgaged  itj 
rcrtuin siinplo mn; tijiig j i)ornls for iiinii'.iiits s.-ver xlly ccceo ling Rs. 100, tha 
(I'/rt-Tiilint p'ei'Je l tha' he !in i mi.l.) oertaiii payments in respect of the boii'I.-f, 
iiHii in si!; poit of li:; pl-.'.a rcli-.nl o:i i:iiiorsemeiits of piiynicnt upon them, one of 
■h1i:c]i ivas as follows ; - i’a-,) on the 2Ui; iJecember, Us, 3,')00.” Tlie other
inilorscmi'nts wore in similiir terms.

f l e h l  by the Ful l  Bcnch (SriiAMtiT, ,T , donbting) tliat the indorsements, even 
if  assiinie.l to i)s receipt", d.d not fall wiihiii 9.17 (6) of the Registraiion Act, 
inasmnch as a receipt, unless so fiame 1 anil worJed as to ptifpoi t (»c*prosslyto 
limit or extinguish an interest in immoveable property (vvHiCh the indorsements 
did n t), could not come within the section, and what ordinarily operated to limit 
or txtiri. uish a morts;agee’s interest in tha mortgaged property was not the paper

• receipt, but the actual part-payinent of the mortgage-debt.

IJeld also that the indorsoments did not fall within 3. 17 (c) o j the Act, 
iifflstnnch as taken by_ themselves they were merely memorandi made by the*

"■ f 'i r i t  Appc.'ilN'o 13S of ISS.t, from a decree of M aulrl Zainul-abMiii, 5 
ordiuiitc J;idi:e of Mortidabnd, d'lted the 16th A pril, 1SS5.

.  \  Cl) I. L. 1 All. 200.
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m-iTtCix'rco, nnd coulJ not bo traatetl as acknou-Icd-'meiUa, nor, oven i f  r.SBiuncd LSSO
to t  e.i did Ihey show, iip.)t5 ilioir face, tiiafc they were rtcknan’leilgmcnts of the -------------

or 2>n.3’’tnt;nt of a,i)y coiiiidoration for tho rr,nir,:i.fcii>!i or exJingiiishmeat of JiWA'f \ l i  
r.ny interest af the m-)ftg!igee in the ni:irtg:igR I property.

fie/ri tliorefora th'it tlio iml irsement^ dul not req^iire to b“ rcgistereil in Bas.v MaI. 
oriler to make them admissible La evidence o£ tlic p.iymencs to whi;li tlijy  
,re‘.ii'e  I. ’

M d h a i h i j i  V .  I ' y a n h a j i  G . n ' l n d  (1 ') ,  B a n a t a i v .  K a l k n p ' i  ( 2 > ,  F a k i r .  K h s t : i  (  t ) ,

Wdmi n R'j'.n C undra r. !)h‘)ui!i’)a K ritk ’̂ nji (-I), Fiittcli C/iUml Si:h lU T; Lr'chi-inb  ̂r 
Sifiih  iui'l Im dai Hus ‘in v. Tu6-(t.iduJt Mf.s.iiiL (̂ C), disthignUhai, J) ilip
S'ingh V. L'u -ija Prasad {I) ,  rel(;nn\ t o ,

Tfin; phiiaLiai sn^ l tlio dijfen la n t for R?. 11.93)-? ilui-b on ctM*-'
‘“au'n- bonrls, claim ing fcho salj of tJii iiuiii >VG.ibfo p ro p ‘r ty  morfc- 
g;igoi'i tlTorein. Aniontf theso bon.'If? wero bonils. dated Uio Isfe 
M arch. 1877, foi- Hs. 5,00), fclie for Us. -300, nnd
thti> 21st I, fur Ur5. 2,033. Tue.’SQ fclirao bon Is Bovonilly
contained sijiiplo mortgncref? of iininnveable property. Tho doftMul- 
an t plBiidod. tha t he had paid !ls. 5,700 in respocfc of these bnndstj 
th a t is to s.iy, iis. 3,500 ia  respect of the first in Deceuiherj 18fcVlj 
l is . 700 in vc^poc,t of tha seaoitd in i^laroh, 1833, an 1 Rs. ?,500 ia 
respect of. the 3rd in July,. 18^2, Iu aiipjO'trt of this plea relied 
on certain indorscin'cnts of ,payment on tlia bondrf. Tho irulursc-. 
n ient on the bond dated tho Lst '\Iart;h, 1877^ was in thess tonii.s i —̂

[’aid on the "21st Decenibur, 1831, M'S. 3,500.’’ Tho ii'dorsem ent 
on tliG bond d:itcd th,?. S iih  J'lna^ 1879, was ia  theso te rm s :—
‘‘ Paid Oil the 25ih Slarch, 183‘5, Ii->. 70*'>.'’ Tho iu lo rsen ien t on 
tho third bond wa? in siiniiar tonus. Tho lowii* Court giivo the 
j)hTiutitrs a deorco as claimed, hoKiing th a t the defeudaafc had not 
proved the paym ent of iis. 5j7uO.

The defendant appealed i> the Goiirfc, contending th a t he
liad proved such paym ent. On belialf o f  tlic plaintilf:i-rcspo!id-«
&nts it V as eontBudGd th a t the iadorseaients set out above wer© 
instrum ents within tiie m eaning of s. 17, Aot H I  of 1877j whicii 
required registration, and not being registered were inadmissiblo 
in evidence. Tho Court (^TRAiGHr, 0 % .  0. J . and’ M ahml-od, J )

. referred the question raised by 'th is  contentian to the F id  I Bench.

(1 ) I. L. B ., 1 Bora 197, Cf>) M'oo. I. A, ,1-20.
(2) L L. K., 2 Bofii. iSS>. ' ((>) L. B..
(M) L L. U„ 4 Bvi,vn. ojH). ,, (7) I. L/U.,, I, ;AU» ii2.
( i )  L L . l i , - i  Bom. riO%

V OL. !X.] A L L A H A B A D  SEiiIRS, | q q '



flW.vN A LI 
BiiU

Tlie rion. T. Conlaii aiitl Llie fio ii. Paiulifc Ajn-dhia Nath, fov 
tluj njtpollanL

Mr. 6\ / / ,  //(./', Muuslii ILiniimaii Fmsad.) and Mir Zdhur.
UsA Mat- i7;/sai«, for tlu) respoiulont.s.

E dge, C. J . —In  tliir? cai>ie the queslion arisoa wliefclior certain 
entries, v/liich ni)pe;ir{3,l on thii mortgau^o-honds in suit, could he 
ydinithed in ovidc'iicc, ni)f; having bL’cu registered, it b«ing coti- 
teiided tlvit tlioflo oiitricH or indorsonu'.nts ci'Jii) w ithin tho [jrovi- 
siini.s of claiisds [/>) and («) of s. 17 of thV) U!>igistration Act '( I il)  of 
1877, and wore docninonts which aluiuted iniinovoiible property 
coniprisod in tho hojids witliiii tho inoaniitg ot s, 4D oi' tfiafe' 
wnd that tho object t)f teaduring theai in ovldcn-o was fc'o idleofc 
imn\ovenble projicr'i}^

Now, firstly, it may bo obsBrvod tliat there arc only two of sncdi 
enli’tGd or inih)rriO!iu>uts sot out in tlio prititnd book, iind they aro . 
£ot out at pago 17, and read as follows Paid on tho 
Doeeniljdr, 1881, 11s. o ,5 J0 .” “ Faid on tho 25th Marchj 1853,, 
Ks. 700,”

1 infer that tho third en try  or in(h)rsomont was in ainiihir tcrn;,‘?.

These indor.'^:ethenls were fonnd wi-itten upon tlio niorigafije- 
bonds, wliicli were proihiced and fil(>,d by tlio [)Iairaiff. Ch.iarly 
they wore not instrm nenti', recciipts or ackuowhido-nionts given, or 
iiittiudod to bo given, to the m ortgagor. Taken by thoinsidvos, they 
Cl idd bo nothing more thnn cntrie.-i by tho niortgngeo as to pay
ments of money from tim e to time.

U nder these circumstancoa llio first question is M’hether theso 
(I wish to eail them by a iicutrid name) en tries or indoisennonts 
come w ithin s. 17, sub-suction th a t is, v\ra they “ non^testameu-^ 
k ry  instrum ents which purport or oporato tocroato , doftkire,,%-isigaj., 
limit;, or extinguish, whether ia  present or iu future, any  right, 
title or interest, w hether vested or contingeufc, of the value of 
ils . 100 and upw ards, to or in  iminoveablo propbvty.”

I t  appears to mo that even i f  one looks a t these indorsem ents 
as receipts, and even jf  they were receipts handed to tlio m ortgu" 
gor, it coaid noti,b0 successfully oonteudod tha t they wero wAthia 
the terms of suh”5sctiou (6). A recoipt m ay  <!ertamly bo fram ed"

110 T H E  INDIAN L A W  EKPORTS. [VOL. IX.



VOL. IX.] ALLAHABAD SERIJSS* m

and w orded so as to pi'ofess or pn rpo rt expressly to lim it or es1:in“ 
g-uish a r ig h t or in terest in Immovable j>ropertj, in u’Lich case it 
^Vouid be regarded as coming w ithin the  section. Bot unless^ on 
the /ace of them , receipts operate or p u rpo rt to create, declare^ 
assign, lim it, or extinguish , in present or fu tu re , some rig h t, title, 
or in terest, vested or contingent, of the vulue of Rs. 1 0 0  and 
upw ards, to or in immovable propertj", they, in  niy opinion, nould 
not come w ithin sub-section (b) of s. 17. The entries in the  p re 
sen t ease, assum ing fcheni to be receipts, as it is contended the*' are , 
do notj in my opinion, purport or operate to lim it any such ri^h t, 
title , or in terest. I t  is not contended tlia t they p u rp o rfo r  operate

create, declare, assign, or extinguish  any such right, title, or 
intoresil

Now, w hat is a receipt o rd inarily  beyond an  acknowledgmerifc 
o f a paym ent. A receipt is no t the paym ent. I t  is the actual 
part-pa_vmenfc of the m ortgage-debt, nnd no t tlio paper receipt, 
-which operates to lim it the in terest <>f the m ortgagee in the  fjro- 
p erty  in m ortgage. I  come therefore to i,ho conclusion th a t these 
indorsem ents do n o t come w ith in  sub-section {!)) o f s. 17 of the 
A ct.

T hen wo have to consider w hether, sub-section (<?) applies to  
these indorsem ents, th a t is to  say, w hether they  are  ‘‘ non -testa - 
m entary  instrum ents which acknowledge the receipt or paym ent of 
any consideration on account of the lim itation or extinction o f any  
such  rig h t, title , or in terest.”  in  support of the  contention th a t 
th ey  come w ithin subrsection of s. 17 of the Act, five uutliorities, 
a p a rt from those d.ecided by this Court, luivc been cited which £ 
propose to cou.sider seriatim. The  first is JIaliadaji v. Vyankaji 
Goviud (1^. There it  was held that the docfmient in that case d id 
com e .w ith iij the section. A lthough the  docnm cat is no t set out, 
wa have the re p o rte rs  statem ent as to its na tu re  and description a t 
p age  198. As to it, S ir M ichael W estropp, G, J . ,  in hiti J u d g 
m ent, sa y s :— “ W e are clearly of opinion tha t ISMlubit 17 &Hs 
-within clauses 2  and 3 of th is 17th sea tiun— ivithia clause, 
becaa»«e it purports to extinguish the  right^ titloj and in terest o f Qaai 
l iu h a n n m d  in  the hmd-—aud w-ithin elausc 3, beeauio it ackiiQW--^

JiNYAN A3
Bko

V

Mai

1S86

(1) I, L. R., 1 Bom, 107.
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loJt^es til0 receipt of Rs. 350 as considoratiori on aeoount of the 
extiuction of his title, and intorcst in tlio laufl.”

1  should diavo thou^^ht ir, would fr.iV(*. Uhou iinpiussille to have 
decided otherwise it Lho docuunetit ,vas as it is doscrihed.

This is voi'y different to a rei^eipt ol’ iiidoi'samcnts such as 
those ia the caso now being considorod.

... Ttio next caso is that of Da-'̂ aw i v. K alkapa  (1 ). It i 5̂ siilhcient
to say ill r(»^ai\i U ihis aiithfti-itj' tlunt the doouin'Mit, thoun-h not set 
out, is stilted in th (\iiidg ineu t to liavo heiiii toiiderod ia  (ividv.noi^ to 
provo that a inortg-a^n had boon ludon/M) 1, aud th a t i t  was oxpr*>3sed 
to th a t cl’f.!c;l;, so that, i t  was iji t i n t  oasu oxp'rcssly oii tliu faco a'Ph 
a rcdoase! of in ie ro st In i\iHnaveaUlo p ro p y rly .

N e x t  '■■''0 G'jiu'i to  the  tw o  eas.is r o p o r te d  i n  t ! io  ' i th  v o l i i n i3  o f  thn  

BomV):i_y Sn-i('S, la v l ia u  L a w  lu ^ p orts ,  a t  pp .  12(» a n d  51)1). I  w i l l  

de:d Hrst w i t h  th o  h i s t  o f  thf.vio caso-:, n a i n e l j ,  F a k i  w  K h o i u  { 'I ).  

A t  t h e  bt)ttoin o f  p.'i,2;o 5 ' )2 ,  t h e  i n s t r - .u n e n t  o r  i t s  m a te r ia l  p.-iri^ 

tiro s o t  o u t .  T h o  d o o u n io n t  a p p e a r s  t o  h a v e  b e e n  a ro i io i i i t ,  a n d  

u lso  a n  a c k a o w l o d ^ . a o n t  t h a t  m v th i t ig  n io r o  vea n a in ed  d n o  it i  r o s -  

p;^ot o f  th e  p r o J a e o  o f  t.h'3 fudda ; a t  a n y  rat'>, i t  in  (!X])rn?^a t o r n i s  

roiforred to  an intoru^st in  i n i i u o v c a b l o  pi-optivty, a n d  mi,i;'ht b o  h id d  

to  b o  n d oc l i ira t ion  o f  a, viglu , o r  intorc->t Hiich p ro p cr tV j  a n d  w a s  

a t o ta l ly  d i t fo r c n t  d o c i u u o n t  iVoiii th o  i n d o r d e i u c u t s  Of c n t r i o s  isi, 

tlHi ca.su n o w  b e f o r e  ua, '

Tho Avurds “ your Holds aro entered in my name * '* * I 
•\vi'd cause tho afvivesa’id two ih'lds to ho ontorod in your nan>o. 
INothinfj; vomnin.s duo, &c,,”  show plainly \\hy  the doouniont W'Xi 
given, and bvouglit it within tho tcrmtj of s. 17, whoa used iw ovi- 
deuce of title.

The othor ease is that of Wama}i Ram Chandra r /D h o tid ih ii  
(;>), and rofor.-5 to tho admissibility in ovidonco' of u ir

• imregistemd document whiohj as sot out a t pago 136, was as 
follows:—

“ Bombay,,27tli May, 1874., Reoeiv’od from Dlipndiba Crust- 
iTajl Vatol the, sum of Ks. 1,000  only, being in part, payw ent.ijf tho 
smif'of iis. 14,000, the amount for wliich tho said Dhondiba C rust-

(1) I. L. n., 2;Bom‘ 4s:). , <2) 1, h. \l,, i  Dom., 590,
{o) I, U  II., -1 Bom. 12!).
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Maji F ata l has agrded to purchase the Hafiz Bagli E state at Jiinnar ISS® 
o f’the widow and adm inistratrix  of the late Mr. J .  0 .  Dickinson. ” T' JlWAH Xlit
deceased.—Ilearn , Cleveland^ and Peile.'’’ Be«.

Vr
I should have thought that there could be no doubt th a t this 

receipt was an  aekaowledgment within the term s of sub-section 

!«)•
l a  Fiituli Chund Sahoo v, Leelumher Singh D obs (1 ) decided by 

the ir Lordships of H er M ajesty’s P rivy Coimci!, the document 
then in question, as far as can be ascertained from that report, 
was in  fact an agreem ent for the sale of iniraoveable property.

^;-'--'^’hen there is a casd decided by this Court (D nthoit and 
Mahmood, J J .) , on the ^th May, 1884— Im dad Basain  y. Tasndduk 
IJusain [2), which iny brother Tyrrell informs me, after looking 
into the record, was very different from the one we are considering-, 
iuasm uch as the document theii tendered in  evidence came clearly 
•within the purview of s. 17, as it in fact purported  to extinguish 
an in terest in immoveable property.

Such being, with the exception of the case to which I  shall 
presently refer, the reported cases cited by Mr. S i l l  on behalf of 
the respondents, I  th ink it is clear that in  each o f those cases the 
documents held to be iaadniissible in  evidence, because of their 
being unregistered, were very unlike the indorsements in the 
present ease, and I hold that they do not affect and do not apply 
to the present ease.

H aving said so ranch as to the above-mentioned authorities 
which have been cited by Mr. H ill, and which I consider to be 
inapplicable to the present case, I come to the^case of Dalip Ssuqk 
V. Diirga P m m d  (3). I t  is difficult , to say , w hether that case 
applies or n')t, as the document then in question is not set out, iiud 
l i im  uila!;4 e ta  surmise what were the reasons of the learned Jad g es  
for holding that the, doeument, or acknowledgm ent referred to, by 
them was not adtt'i.ssibie in, evidence by reason of its being 
unregistered. I f  it was an indorsem ent or entry such as is described 
in the present case, which, so far as I  can gather, i t  ittiglxt htiYQ 
"beerij tl?3n 1  m ust declare my dissent from th a t ruling*

(1) 14 Moo. T. A. 129. „ (2) I. L . B., 6 All,
(3) I .  L.. B ., 1, A.11, 442,

'1 5 ' . ' '
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18S6 Now wliivi oonstrnotioii slionkl be placed on tlieso proliilntory
‘“ ‘■'’’■“”**7*^ I hip-hly poniil soct.ion.s. wliich iinpoao such serious dirtnuulifica-
.JSWA.fSA.hS o  ./ 1 . . .  . , rm 1

16ho tiooB for non~obs(!rvaiif!e of reg istra tion?  ih o  only proper answer^
Basâ Maj« to  my raiiiMj is that wo m usi see tl'iafc tho strictest constiniction be

placed ou tlioui, and tliiit the dociimont objoeled to comes witliin
tlio four comers of tiieso provisions^

I have said tha t (dicao indorsenioiits aro not, in m y  opinion^
within tho term s of s. 17, clauses (/>) and (o), and if I  nright deal
with the qriestion as to what the instnioiontwliould contain^ in order 
to be within the scction, I should say that, in  m y judgm ent, aa 
instraincufc to come within sub-section (6) m ust in itse lf purpgg^ o r  
operate to creat(3, dechire, arisi,:2;n, lim it, or extinguish  sqmo ri^h tj 
title, or interest of tho value of Rs. lUO or upw ards in immoveable 
p ro p e rty ; and to eorno within sub-section  (o;, it m ust be on the 
face of it an acknowledgm ent of tho receipt or paym ent of somo 
consideration ou- account of the creation, declaration, assignnicnty 
Muiitation, or eKtitiguishnieiit of such an in terest aa is reforred to.

I t  is perfectly obvions th a t tho niortgan^eo who niiulij these 
entries or indoraoment.s did so ju s t as any one would, who w;ia ma.kiug 
an entry in his private memoraridum books. Ta-ken by themselves, 
theao indorsements arc memoranda^ and cannot bo treated as 
acknowledgments^ Hor do they, if they come within the m eaning 
of aeknor/Ied^y^raents, show tiiat they are acknowledgmoiits of the 
3*eecipt or paym ent of any consideration for the Hmitatlon or extiiv  
guialmient of any in terest of the m ortgagee in Ihe property in 
inertguge.

In  these eases I  should bo inclined to hold that the doeomenl 
sought to bo exohu]<>d must ahow itself th a t it, comes w ith in  tho 
prin«3i}ile of the decision of H er Majesty’s F rivy  Council referred 
to aboTe, and, I eannot believe th a t it was the intention of the 
Legislature to make compulsory the registratioij of mei.noraada "or 
indorsements such as those in th is case. Take the case whioli 
has beeii put to las in tha course of tho argum ent by the learned 
Pandit, and, which has been elaborated by my brother S tra ig h t: say 
the  entries or indorsements are made in tho raortgagpo’'s own 
accouut-books. Is every e n l r j  to be considered an  instranieiit' 
w ithin the mtspiiihg„'of s, 17, and, ,of bo yalae .as,, 6yid0nc,e'"witho«,i;, 
registration, although .the mortgagog mad© the entries Mmself as

3 1 4  INDIAN LAW KSl'POUTS'. [?0L» IJ,



m em oranda? I  cauiiot tliink it vfas intended tlmt entries m id e  ^=35

aisnply to serve as iiiemorauda should , be treated as falling w ithia 
s?17  ot the Act, and reqiiring regi strati on before being used in 
evidence. How, in such a case, is the mortga,gorj whose in terest it Basa Miu 
m ight be to put Bucb entries in  evidence, to g e t the custody of the 
m ortgagee’s books in. order to have the ent-’ies Ee^

'probably  would not evea liQow of sntL eau-ies until he cbiaiaed 
diseovery in an action. These iudorsements are notj in my 
opinion, within tlie four corners of s. 17, and therefore cannot be 
objected to on the ground that registration wo.s necessary befoi'e 
they could be adm itted in evidence.

' ' ’’*0StraighTj J .™  I  cannot say I  am altogether w ithout doubt in 
regard  to the question put by this reference and to what the 
ansY?er to it should be. B ut as it has been very fully threshed out ia  
the course of the arguments, and as the rest of tlie Court are quite 
clear upon the point, no useful purpose vrould be served by my 
delaying a reply to the referencej ia  order to eoable me further 
to consider the m atter.

O l d f ie l d , J . — I  concur w ith the learned Chief Justice in  hold
in g  th a t the indorsements referred to are not siicli as required to 
be reg istered , ia  order to make tlieni adaiissible in  evidence.

B r o d h u e s t ,  J .— I  concur with tlia  learned  C hief Justice  in the 
answer he has given to this reference.

T yerell , J .— I am of the same opinion as the learned Chief 
Justice.

IX.] ALLAHABAD SERIES. I j g -

B e f o r e  S i r  J o h n  Edge ,  K t . f  C h ie f  Just ice ,  M r .  J u s t i c e  S tra igh t ,  Mr. J  usticc O lJ fw ld ,  0^
, M r. Justice Brodhursti cind Mfr, Justiae Tyrrell, .

S A U B x i T  R 'A M  ( D e 1'EN0a n t )  s .  H A E N A M  D A S  ( P lA in t ip i? ) . ’*'

,A p p e a l ’m d e r  s ? 1 0 . L e t t e r s P a t e r d ~ L m i t a t i o n ~ - E u k s  r f  prncUce o f  H ig h  C m r t .

. I t  must be assumed tliat Rule I  of t h e  of Prfw^fica adopted b j the
Higli Court for the NortU-Western P iw in c fs  o u t k e 2 1 a t  Ma\% lS73j  regarding 
tlie adnaissioii ot appeals under s. 10 o£ the Lettevs P atent/’ Vviiich provides thilfe 
such appeals must be presented to the AssisUuit Registrar witliin nmety daj ŝ of 
the judgment appealed frum, bad. a legal origin^ and was uQi. ultra vires p£ the 
Courfc.

’* A.,ppeal No. 2 of 188S under s.


