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B&Jor6 Mr. Justice Walsh and Mr. rjusticd Stuart̂
GAJADHAB (A ppm gaht) v. MBGHA. and a n o th e e  {O p p os ite  p a r t ie s ) .5  
Act No. XIX oj 1841 {Siiccessmh (Fromrty ProteciianJ Act], section 18'—

Aiipectl.
No appeal wiil He from the deoisioa of a District Judga in a nummary suit 

under Act No. X IX  of 1841.
T he facts of the case material for the purposes of this report 

are as follows :—
One Gaya died leaving a tyIcIow, On her death the respond

ent, Megha, came into possession of her property, valued at 
several thousands of rupees. The appellant, Gajadhar, who 
claimed to be the nearest reversioner, applied to the District 
Judge under Act No. X IX  of 1841 [The Succession (Property 
Protection) Act] for the appointment of a curator. The Judge 
issued notice to Megha, but ultimately dismissed the j^plication 
on account of the delay on the part of Gajadhar 'f^~'produr^ 
evidence.

Gajadhar appealed.
Pandit K, N. Laghate, for the appellant.
Munshi 8hiva Prasad Sinha (with him Munshi Jang Baha

dur Lai), for the respondents.
W a lsh  and S tltaeTj JJ. ;■—The learned couasol for the 

respondents takes a preliminary objection that no appeal lies 
under the provisions of section 18 of Act X IX  of 1841. This 
objection must prevail. The appeal is dismissed with costs.

A p p e a l d ism isse d -

BefornMr. JmtioQ Byvesand Mr. JustiM Qokul Prasad.
NAEAIN RAO KALIA A n n  o t h b h s  ( D b f e n d a n i ' B )  x ) .  MANNI KU N W A R

( P t A I I S f T I l P I ? )  I

Aĉ  No. IKof WQ3 {Indian Limitation Act),s6climi Id—Achnowhdgincnt of 
UabilUy-~-MuhMjr-a*am---Aiiî ^̂  ̂ of mulihiar-a'am to âcJinoivledgi} 
Uahility on behalf princijMl-
It cannot bo assumed tlaat a muklitar-a’ani has po’wer to aeknowledge 

liability within tlie meaning of section i 9 of the Indian_^Limitation A ct5 but

* First Appeal Ko. SOI of 1921, from au order of B. J. Dalai, Distriot 
Judge of Allahabad, dated the 18th of November, l9 2 i:

t  Second Appeal No. 1150 of 1919, from a decree of Kamoshwar Nath, 
Officiating District Judge of Ghazipur, dated the 28th of October, 1918  ̂
reversiag a decree of Suderahan Dayal, Additional Subordmata Judge of 
0haaipur, dated the 9th of_^Juljj 1917, ^


