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FULL BENCH.

Before Str Joha Edge, Kt., Chief Justice, M. Justice Straight, M. Justice Makmood
and M. Justice Enox.,

MUHAMMAD NAIM-UL-LAH KHAN (Deresoast) o. IHSAN-ULLAH KHAN

(PLAINTIFF).

Oivil Procedure Code, ss. 206, 582, 588, 801— Letters Patent, North-Western DPro-
vinees, s. 10— dmendment of decree—Grder of o Single Judge of the High
Court ameading an appeilate decrce—dppeal from such order.

Whether an order made hy o single Judge of the Iigh Court directing the

amendmont of 4 decree passed in appeal by o Division Bench of which he had been a

mnembey is an order made wnder 5. 206 vead with ss. 382 and 632 of the Code of

Civil Procedure, ov by virtue of the inhevent power which the High Court has in

the excreise of ity appollute eivil jurisdiction to amond its own deereos, ibis one to
whick the provisions of (hapter NLIL of the Clode of Civil Procedure are appli-
cable, snd from sneh order no appenal under s. 10 of the Letters Patent will lie,
Furiish Chunder Chowdbiy v. Kallsenderi Debiz (1) diseussed,

This was a reference made by Bdge, CJ., and Straight, J.,
to o Bench of four Judges, The plaintiffs-appellants in the Letters
Patent appeal out of which this reference arose, had brought »
suit in the Court of the Bubodinate Judge of Sahiranpur for the
reeovory of certain propexty defailed in schedules marked A, B, C,
and D attached to thely plaint. Before o defence was filed or
issues framed the plaintiffs applied to De allowed to amend their
plaint by making certain additions to the property detailed in
schedules A and B. This application was granted, and a note
was made in the plaint of the increase in the amount claimed ;
but the list of the property so added was inadvertently omitted to
be attached to the piaint. The plaintiffs’ suit was in part decreed
and in part dismissed by the Subordinate Judge, and the plaintiffs
n consequence appealed to the High Coort. In that appeal a
decree was passed by consent modifying the decree of the Court
of first instance. Subsequently to the decision of that appeal the
plaintiffs applied to the Court of first instance for amendment of
ite decree by inserting a detail of the property added on the peti-
tion for amendment of plaint, which application was granted.

(1) L. B 10, . A 4; 8, G. L L. B, 9 Cale,, 452,
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From the order on that application, however, an appeal was pre-
ferred to the High Court by the delendants, and this appeal was
decreed on the ground that after an appeal had been preferred and
decided, the Court of first instance had no jurisdiction to pass any
order under s. 206 of the Code of Civil Procedure. The plaintiffs,
herefore, applied to the High Court for amendment of ivs deerce
in the manner previously prayed for in the Conrt of first instance.
That application cama2 befoie Tyerdll, §., as the remaining Judge
of the Bench which had passel the decree, aud was granted Ly
him, Trom that orvder the defendants appealed under s, 10 of
the Letters Patent, and on the appeal cowing on for hearing the
plaintiffs-respondents took a preliminary objection that ihe appeal
did not lie.

Pandit Sunder Lal, for the appellants.
The Hon., G. 1. 8pankie and Munshi Rumw Prasad, for the

respondents,

Evag, C, J.~This Latters Patent appeal came on to he heard
by a Bench of two Judges, when an objection was taken on Lehalf
of the respondent to the appeal that no appeal lay. It was miged,
on the otber haud, that au appeal lay, The Bench was referred
to a casze decided by their Lordships of the Privy Counecil and to
certain decisions of this Court and the High Courtof Caleutta.
Therenpon the question as to whather the appeal lny was referved
to a Bench of four Judges.

The appeal was brought from an order of onr brother Tyl
by which he amendel a decree of this Conrt on an appeal, so as
to bring it into accordance with the judgiment which had been
delivered in the case. The Judges who were pacties to that
judgment wete Siv Comer Petheram, the then Chief Justice of
this Court, and our hrother Tyrrell. At the time when the appli-
cation to amend the decvee was made, Sir Comer Petheram had
ceased to be a member of this Court, and, following tle usual
practice of this Comrt, the application was heard by the Judge
who was a party to the judgment, and was slill a member of
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1892 the Court, and he made the order which was questioned in this

MUEAMAAD appeal.
M‘ﬁgﬁ“‘“ The question which we have to decide depends upon the cone

THSAN- D25 sideration of s, 10 of our Letters Patent, the statutes relating to
K AN, the legislative powers of the Governor-General of India in
Couneil, and of the Code of Civil Procedure, as amended. The
Letters Patent applying to this Court were issued on the 11th
June 1866, and consequently long prior to the Code of Civil
Procedure with which we have to deal. It is not contested, and
indeed it could not be, that the Governor-General in Council has
power to make laws which this Court is bound to carry out and
to observe, Thatis provided for Ly s. 22 of 24 and 25 Victoria,
chapter 67, and by subsequent legislation, and that power of the
Governor-General in  Council is in terms reserved by s. 5 of our
Letters Patent. The right of appeal is a right which is created by
statute, or, as in this case, Lietters Patent—the Letters Patent
being an authority having the force of law. Bys. 10 of those
Letters Patent, so far as we need consider them in this case, a
right of appeal to the Court from the judgment, not being a
sentence or order passed or made in any crimuinal trial of one
Judge of the Court, was given. The question is whether that
right of appeal has been curtailed or limited by subsequent legis-
lation of the Governor-Gteneral of India in Council. In my
opinion the judgment referred to ins. 10 of the Letters Patent

is the express decision of a Judge of the Court which leads ap to
and originates an order or decree.

Oar brother Tyrrell, in making the order for the amendment
of the appellate decree of this Courtin the case, was acting in
the exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of the Court, and, as I
think, under s. 206 coupled with ss. 582 and 632 of the Code of
Civil Procedure (Act No. XIV of 1882). It is true that the
High Court of Bombay has held that s. 206 of the Code of Civil
Procedure does not apply to a High Court on its original side or
on its appellate side. That it does not apply to a Iigh Court onits
original side is manifest from s, 638, which excludes the application
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of that section to a High Coart in the exercise of its original civil
jurisdiction. But, having regavd to ss. 582 and 632, I must regard
s. 206 as applicable to a High Court on its appellate side, as I regard
those sections as practically extending to the appellate side of the
Court the earlier provisions, so far as they are applicable to a High
Court on its appellate side, It appeavs to me that if the Legisla-
ture had intended that s, 206 should not, so far as may he by
reason of ss, 632 and 6382, be applicable to a High Court on its
appellate side, it would, when excluding by s, 638, s. 206 from
application o a High Court on its original side, have likewise
excluded the application of s. 206 to a High Court on its appellate
side, I may be wrong in the effect which I attribute to ss, 582
and 632 of the Code of Civil Procedure, but I think I am correct
in saying that it is the duty of the Legislature when dealing with
procedure to lay down in specific and clear language what such

procedure shall be, and not to leave Courts and litigants in doubt

as to what it intends the procedure to be. Ss. 532, 587 and 647
of the Code of Civil Procedure are fair examples of a method of
drafting and legislation which should be avoided, unless the Legis~
lature desives to create coufusion and uncertainty, and to leave it
in doubt as to whether it or its advisers knew what was the proce-
dure requirved.

Tt is not very material in the present case to decide whether s,
206 applies or not. If it does not apply, the Court which has to
exercise appellate civil jurisdiction must have an inherent jurisdie-
tion to bring its decrees into accordance with its judgments, and

our brother Tyrrell in that event passed his order in the exercise

of the appellate jurisdiction of the Court within the meaning of s.
591 of the Code, The question hefore us really turns on the effoet
of the sections contained in chapter XLIII of the Code of Civil
Procedure, 8, 588 of the Code commences by enacting—*“an
appeal shall lie from the following orders under this Code and from
no other such orders.”” 8. 591 provides that, “ except as provided
in this chapber no appeal shall lie from any order passed by any
Court in the exercise of its original or appellate jurisdiction, but,
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if any decree be appealed against, any error, defect or irregularity
in any such order affecting the decision of the case may he set forth
as o ground of objection in the memorandum of appeal.”’

In the case of Hurrish Chunder Chowdiry v. Kali Sunderi
Debia (1), their Lordships of the Privy Council, at page 17, said +—
[t ouly remains to ohbserve thab their Lordships do not think that
s. 538 of Act X of 1877, which has the effect of vestricting certain
appeals, applies to such a case as this where the appeal is from one
of the Judges of the Court to the full Court.,” I have had ocea-
sion to comment on that decision, and to examineto the best of my
abiliby its bearing, in the case of Bunno Bibi v. Mehdi Husain (21,
Whether the view which I then took of the meaning of their Lord-
ships of the Privy Couneil was correct or not T am not now going to
diseuss, Onlooking again at that case it has strack me further that if
Mr. Justice Pontifex in that case was acting or assuming to act nunder
s. 244 of the then Code of Civil Procedure, an appeal undoubtedly lay.
Itis not necessary o consider whether he had any jurisdiction in
that particular case to nct anders. 244, It has also struck me that
if he was not supposed to be acting under s. 244, then he must be
supposed to have been acting nnder some power which he conceived
he had under chapter XLV, which relates to appeals to Her Ma-
jesty in Council, and this leads up to what I am now going to say,

It appears to me that the Code of Civil Procedure (Act No,
XIV of 1852), as did Aet No. X of 1877, contemplates a High
Court in two aspects, It contemplatesa High Court doing the
ordinary work of a Court of original and appellate jurisdiction,
having the necessary powers of review and revision In eertain cases,
and certain other powers such as are generally found vested in the
Courts of the importance of High Courts. It also contemplates
that the High Courts in India should, in certain matters relating
to appeals to Her Majesty in Counecil, act for and on behalf of Her
Majesty in Couneil, exercising powers more in the nature of minig-
terial powers than in the nature of judicial powers, Whatever
those powers may be, it is quite clear to my mind that the powers
@)L R.IOL A 4; I L, R, 9 Cale, 482, () 1. L. R. 11 AlL, 875.
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conferred on & High Court under Chapter XLV of the Code of
Civil Procedure are special powers and entirely distinet from the
ordinary powers required by the High Court in the carmying on of
its ordinary judicial business. It would be impossible to read
Chapters XLITT and XLV together, If the sections contained in
Chapter XLIIT were to bhe applied to matters coming under
Chapter XLV, that is, to matters arising in appeals to Her Majesty
in Council, n difficulty would at once avise; for, although s, 588
Jimits appeals from ovders under the Code to the orders specified in
g, 588, welind on turning to Chapter XUV that, by ss. 601 and 811,
for example, an appeal is given from cerfain orders made in India in
cases falling under that chapter, and those orders are not orders
which ave included as ovders from which an appeal may lie wuder s,
538. 8. 611 provides a procedure by reference for the appenls from
the ordets referred to in that section. That section enacts :—< The
orders made by “the Couxt which enforces or executes the order of Her
Majesty in Council, relating to such enforcement or execution, shall
be appealable in the same manver and subject to the samerules as
the orders of such Cowrt relating to the enforcementor execution of
its own decrees.”

I have consequently come to the conclusion that Chaptn XLIT1
eannot be applied to orders madein appeals in cases which are under
appeal to Her Majesty in Council. If that view be correct, an
appeal in the case which went tothe Privy Council from the High
Court of Calentta would apparently have lain from the order of
Mr. Justice Pontifex, whether he had or had not jurisdiction to
make that order. ’ B

Tt may be said that there may be other matters in the Code of
Civil Procedure—orders other than orders made in ecases falling
under Chapter XLV to which the sections in Chapter XLIII do
not apply., It may be said, for instance, that they do mnot apply
to an ovder made on an application for review of judgment under
section 623, 'With regard to that, even assuming for a moment,
I am not going to decide it, that Chapter XLIII does not apply
at all to applications for review of judgment, we find that section
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629 provides that where the Court makes an order rejecting the
application that order shall be final, and where the Court admits
the application, an immediate appeal is given by the same section
against the order admitting the application. With regard to
orders made in reviston under section 622 of the Code of Civil Pro-
cedure (Act No. XIV of 1882), it appears to me that, whether
Chapter XLIII of the Code applies or not, it could not have been
contemplated by the Legislature that there should be any appeal
against an ovder made under section 622 of the Code. Section
622 can only be applied by a High Court in cases in which no
appeal lies to the High Court. It is a section which has been
always treated and always considered, by this Court at any rate,
as giving purely discretionary power to the High Court to enter-
fere or not. It was asection which obviously was not intended to
create or he the foundation of appeals in cases in which no appeal
had lain, and, looking at the object of that section and the cases
to which that section would apply, that is, cases in which no
appeal lay to the Iigh Court, T cannot believe that such an anomaly
was intended as would exist if, from the orders passed under section
622 in revision, a party has a right of appeal when no appeal lay
in the original case to this Court. However, to come back to the
subject in hand, T do not think it necessary to refer to the other
decisions which have been passed with regard to the rights of
appeal under section 10 of our Letters Patent and the corresponding
sections of the Letters Patent of other High Courts. They have
frequently been referred to; but I may confine myself to saying,
in conclusion, that I think the order which was passed by our
brother Tyrrell when he decided to amend the decree in the case,
was an order from which an appeal is excluded by Chapter XLITI
of the Code of Civil Procedure. It was an order passed by a Judge
not on an appeal, but in the mabter of an appeal in this Court, and
in the exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of this Court,

I would answer this reference by saying that an appeal did not
lie under section 10 of the Letters Patent from the ouler of our
brother Tyrrell,
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Srratant, J-—Tam entively of the same opinion as the leained 1892
Chicl Justice, and T huve nothing 4o add. : M EIAMY

N - ‘ i
Mamyoon, J—This »®wence assumes significance, because 1
think, though limited to this partienlar order of my b.otnel Tyrrall, v
THSAN-TL-LIH

dated the 21st Tiecember 1589, it 1s
learned counsel for the parties

g, as the argument of the Kiax,

has shown, some important questions

of prineiple——important not only as questions of law, hut also as
guestions relating to the practice of this Court and the practical
working thercof,

It is in this view that I desive to deliver a separate jundgment
by saying as the fivst observation therein, that I agree in the cons
clusion arrived at and the answer given by the learned Chief
Justice and my brother Straight to the guestion referred to the
Full Beneh,

That question is simply this :—T7 hether when a Judge of {his
Court, namely, a chartered Iligh Court, acting under section 206
of the Code of Civil Procedure, as that section is rendered appli<
eable, by dint not only of section 5382 of the Code in appeals but
also by reason of 5. 632 of thie Code of Civil Procedure, makes an
order, rightly or wrongly, with jurisdiction, an erder of that chur-
acter is one which can be mads the subject of an apperl under sees
tion 10 of the Letters Patent ?

It must be said, and indeed there can scarcely be any doub'-
that section 22 of statute 24 and 23, Victoria, Chupter 67, usually
called the India Councils Act, gives ample power to the Grovu'nor
General in Council to legislate for India, and those powers are so
broad and extensive that thr'y have quite recently been made the
snl)JeLt of consideration by the whole of this Court, where they
were considered in the ease of 4bdulla v, Mokan Gir (1),

The next enactment is again an Act of Parliament, 24 and
25 Victoria, Chapter 104 wherein the powers of the Governm‘
Gieneral in Couneil to Iegxsla.te for India, which were given to hin
tmder the earlier enactments; have been preserved,

(1) 1. L. R, 11, AW, 490,
34
(3]
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l'"l

Next come the Lietters Patent under which this Conrt has beems
estallished, and section 28, and more fully seetion 35 of those
Fetters Patent; not only preserve the power of the Governor-Gen-
eral in Council to legislute, but direct us as Her Majesty’s Judges
to alide by such legislation and earry out its mandates,

T have dwels upon these preliminary matters in order to give
the answer which T am goiny to give, and limiting it to the case now
Lelore me without expressing any opinion as to amy other class of
orders made by a Judge of this Court, either in the exercise of
original civil ox appellate jurisdiction, The ovder of my brother
Tyrrell was undoubtediy made, as it seems fo me, under section
206 of the Code. Itis clear that an order such as that, when
made by a Court 1 the Mofussil, is not appealable, because it is
excluded by section 583 of the Code of Civil Procedure. It must
be taken to be an wnappealable ovder, and it was indecd upon this
groend that in the two Full Bench cases referred to in the
referring order, namely, the case of Surie v. Ganga (1) and Rughuin-
aath Das v, Boj Kumar (2) where my judgments were upheld by
the whole Court, the twrning point was that an order under sec-
tion 206 being an umappealable ovder ean be made the subject of
the visitatorial fenctions of this Court under section 622 of the
Code of Civil Procedure. When these cuses were before the Divi-
sion Bench, T had the misfortune of differing upon this point, asto
the mon-appealability of the orders made under seetion 2046,
because, if those orders can be made appealable to this Court, this
Court, under the express prohibition of section 622, had ne power
to interfere In revision.

If orders under s, 206, such as were coucerned r the two eases
referred to, whon made either by Courts of original or appellate
jurisdiction in the districts, are not appeaiable, it becomes necessary
to investigate whethier, asis contended by Pandit Sundar Lal, the
order of my brother Tyrrell, which is now under consideration, is

“1o be rendered appealable, The leavned vakil las of course relied

npon the solitary ground which ke could urge, wme]y, the.some-
(1) L L. R. 7, AlL, 873, (2 L L. B. 7, All, 876,
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what broad and general provisions of . 10 of the Letters Paient,
and he was quite within his rights when he contended that, when-
ever under the law a right of appeal is distinctly given, that right
isnot to be taken away, unless there is express legislation or
authority which can abrogate the vight so conferred. The proposi-
tion thus put is simply the converse of the other well-known rule,
that no right of appeal exists unlessit is given by statute or by any
other authority which would be binding upon the Court,

Whilst conceding the soundness of this part of the argument
1 hold, as the learned Chief Juslice has explained, that the provi-
sions of 5. 10 of the Letters Patent have been co amply modified Ly
the various provisions of the enactments puseed Ly the Governor-
General in Couneil under the authority of the Indian Councils
Act, resulting in this last enactment, namely, the Code of Civil
Procedure (Act No, XIV of 1882), that we are bound to take into
aceount the provisions of that enaciment and to refer back to s. 10
of the Letters Patent to sce whether those general provisions haye
or have not been abrogated or modificd,

I am of opinion that they have heen modified, so far as the
guestion arising in this case is concerncd. 8. 588 of the Code of
Civil Procedure limits the right of appeal foa certain class of
orders, and declares that none other than those contuined within
the four corners of that section are appealable. There are varivus
other sections of the Code also which render decrees and orders non-
appealable, and I may, by way of illustration, refer to the last
part of s, 522 as to arbitrabion decrees and also to s. 825 of the
Code of Civil Procedure, which is nearer in connection with the:
facts of this case, because here also a decree was passed upon a
compromise,

To hold then that where this statute of owrs, namsly, our
present Code of Civil Procadure, declares a decrce or order non-
appealable, such decrec or order can bs made the subject of consia

deration by the whole of this Court under the Letters Patent, is to

Lold that wherever no appeal lies to this Conrt the ceremony of
presenting it to this Court to a single Judge of this Court, wha
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would undoubtedly reject the appeal, makesit the subject of con-
sideration Iy a Dench of the Court. It seems to me that it wounld
he defeating the whole policy of the statute as to the finality of
decisions.

T vefrain from referring to the various rulings which have heen
cited in the cowse of the argnment, I am anxious to avoid refer-
ring to them, notonly because it would lengthen my jndgment,
Lut also because, so far as my own view in this case is concerned,
it proceeds upon what I have said, and it is independent of the ralzo
adopted in those cases,

To hold that an  erroncous order passed by a Judge of this
Court, whether in the exercise of orviginal clivil jurisdiction or in
the exercise of appellate civil jurisdiction under s. 206,1is non-
appealable to the whole of this Court, may appear at first sight to
be a hardship; but it is not so. This Counrt under the Code of
Civil Procedure iz the Court of hishest appeal in this part of the
eountry, and it is as such a Couart, and i no other capacity, that it
exercises its powers of revision such as those contemplated by s. 622
of the Cede and s. 25 of the Provineial Small Cause Courts Act,
These powers can he exercised only hy a Court of higher jurisdie-
tion than the Court which made the crronecus order within the
meaning of those sections,

A Judge of this Comrt when acting ervoneously under s, 206,
may be so acting, but his action cannot be made subject of revi-
sional jurisdiction by this Court, because that jurisdiction does not
exist, any more than if exists in cases where an erroneous decres
1s passed by a Benchol two Judges, which decree, eve: if erroncous
cannot be made the subject of appeal under s, 10 of the Letters
Putent, The remedy, if any, lies by invoking the power of IHer
Majesty in Council ag the higher tribunal. I think that to main-
tain that the whole of this Court has revisional jurisdiction unon
a decree made by a Judge of thix Court, is to hold that orders and
decrees which are distinctly rendered finul and non-appealable by
the Code of Civil Procedure hecome non-final and appealable by ding’
of & 10 of the Lellers Pubent, .
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I wish to add one more observation, and that is this: thatin
the two Full Bench cases to which I have referved, reported in the
Tth volume of the Allahabad Reports, the point now under con-
sideration was not raised, and also having carefully considered what
was ruled by the learned Chief Justice and my brethren Straight
and Tyrrell in Nowbat Ram v, Harnem Das (1), and again by the
learned Chict Justice and my brother Tyrrell in Bauno Bibi v.
Mehdis Husain (2), T consider that nothing which has fullen from
bis Lordship the Chiet Justice to-day is inconsistent with {he
ratio upon which those cases proceeded, and those two rulings are
wholly eonsistent with each other,

My answer to the reference, therefore, is the same as that given
by the learned Chicf Justice,

Kxox, J.—In the case before us the prayer addressed to this
Cowrt was that the Court might be pleased to rectify a mistake
which, it was alleged, had found its way into a deerce passed Ly
the Court on the 12th January 1886, MMy brother Tyrrell con-
sidered that the decree as frawed needed amendment, and passed
accordingly his order amending the decrce so as to carry out the
intention of the Court which passel that decree, There is nothing
on the record, so far as I can see, which shows that this ovrder
made by him was an order passed under s, 206, as rendered appli-
cable by ss. 532 and 632 of the Code of Civil Procedure, It may
or may not have been so. I am satisfied that, indeperdently of
these sectiong, this Court has power to amend its decrees. I am
nobt free from some doubts whether s, 208, or rather the last two
paragraphs of it, were intended to apply to the appellate juris-
diction of Courts governed by ths Code of Civil Procedure. Af
present I incline to the view that s, 579 wuas intended to be, so far
as appeals are concerned, the corelative section to 208, which
applies, at any rate primarily, to decrees in original suits, and was
intended to be complete in itself.  But from this standpoint also no
appeal would lie from the order passed, as the order in any event was
elear] y mude in the exercise of the appellate jurisdiction of the Court

(1) Weekly Noles, 1888 p. 3% 2) L L. R, 11 All, 375,
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within the meaning of 5. 591 of the Code. I comecur with the
Jearned Chief Justice that the ovder passed by my brother Tyrrell
when he decided to amend the decree, was an order from which an
appeal was excluded by Chapter XTLIIY of the Code, and I there-
fore answer the reference in the terms given by him.

et

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before B, Justice Tyrrell and M. Justice Knox.

MADIIO DAS (Prarvrrer) o, RAM KUSHEN AxD ovurrs (DEFERDANTS.)?
Mortgage, equitable~Deposil of litle-deeds in Calcuila—~Immoveable property in
ofussil—Aect IV of 1882 (Transfer of Property dot), s. 59,

1t is not necessary to the validity of a mortgage by deposit of title-deeds under s.
50 of the Transfer of Propervvy Act (IV of 1882) that the property to which the title-
deeds velate should be situated within tho limits of onc of the towns where such
mortgages arc allowed,

Varden Seth Sam v. Luckpethy Royjec. Lallak (1) and Manekii Framji v.
Rustomji Naserwanji Mistry (2) referred to.

This was a suit brought in the Court of the edis

s ubordinate
Judge of Mirzapur by one Madho Das, ageinst Ram Kishen, an
insolvent, and ihe official assignee for the recavery of a sum of
Rs. 135,304-12-9 with interest, and, in defanlt of payment, for
sale of certain immoveable property of the first defendant’s situated
in Benares, Mirzapur and Ghidzipur. The suit was based on an
alleged equitable mortgage said to have been entered into by the
defendant Rem Kishen in February 1888, hy deposit of the title-
deeds relating to the property in suit with the plaintiff’s firm in
Caleutta, Ram Kishen did not defend the suit but the official
assignee appeared and pleaded, enfer alie, that the title-deeds in
question were either never voluntarily delivered by the defendant
' . - . . L " : I R ) R

Ran.l Kishen o the plaintiff, bub were wrongfully obtained by him,
or if they were voluntarily delivered, such delivery did not

# First appeal Wo. 138 of 1800 from a deerce of W. T, M: t scl., Distr
Judge of Mirzapur, dated the Oth April 1800, Mortin, Bisq., Districk

(1) 9 Moo. 1. A., 303, () 1. L, R, 14 Bom., 269,



