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W distinction between the enforcewent of public and private
Mﬁ{‘ﬂ{{“ﬂ‘“ rights can now be maintained where the relief sought is
awww  of one of the kinds enumerated in section 92 of the Civil
Mussanp  Procedure Code. I, therefore, prefer to base my judge-
Mo ment on the ground that the wagf with which we are

concerned does not constitute a public trust.
[ His Lordship then discussed the case on the merits
and was for dismissing the appeal with regard to these

also. |

Baxerst, J. :—1I concur.

By tHE CourT.—The order of the Court is that the
plaintiff’s appeal is dismissed with costs.

Appeal dismissed.

s Before Mr. Justice Kendall and Mr. Justice Niamat-ullah.

June, 0. MUSHARRAT BEGAM AXD oTHERS (DEFENDANTS) 2.
_ SIKANDAR JAHAN BEGAM (PrLaINTIFF).*

Muhammadan  low—Waqf—Shiass—Waqf-alul-aulad—"" Fa-
mily” of wagqif—Dauyhter-in-law—4et No. VI of 1918
(Musalman  Waqf Validating Act), section 3— Act
(Local) No. 1 of 1903 (Bundellkhand Encumbered
Iistates Act), section 10.

Held on a construction of a deed of wagf exccuted by a
Shia Muhammadan mainly fer the benefit of his son and
daughter-in-law : —

(1) that the danghter-in-law would be included in the
term “‘family’’ as used in section 3(e) of ‘the Mnusahnan
Waqf Validating Act, 1913;

{2) that the fact that part of the endowed property was
subject to a mortgage and part was subject to a charge im-
posed under the provisions of the Bundelkhand Encumbered
Listates Aet, 1903, and the deed directed these incumbrances

. ¥Pirst Appeal No. 350 of 1925, from a decree of Saiyid Mnhammad
Saiduddin, Additional Subordinate Judge of Allahabad, dated the 29th of
September, 1925,
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to be discharged, did not affect the validity of the wagf, '
Hamid Ali v. Mujawar Husain IChen (1), veferred to: Musmanse
(3) that part of the endowed property, being within gn  Buosx
ares to which the Bundelkhand Encumbered Iistates Act, }3’1};:\.;1),\1:
1903, applied, and having been made the subject of a settle- g‘(‘x

ment for the liquidation of debts under the Act, could not be
made wagf, having regard to section 10(2) (¢). The word
“give’ as used in that section is not confined to the restricted
gsense in which it is used in the Transfer of Property Act,
1882, but would include the dedication of property by way of
wagf. Sadik Husain Khaw v, Hashim Ali Khan (2), veferred
to. :

THE facts of this case are fully stated in the judge-
ment of the Court.

Mr. B. E. O Conor, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, Pandit
Uma Shanker Bajpai, Maulvi Iqbal Ahmad, Mr. S.C.
Goyle, Maulvi Majid Ali and Mr. Muhammad Ahmadul
Hag Ansan, for the appellants.

Dr. Kailas Nath Katju, Maulvi Mushtaq Ahmad
and Maulvi Haidar Mehdi, for the respondent.

Kexpann and Nramar-vnnag, JJ.:—This is an
appeal from a judgement of the Additional Subordinate
Judge of Allahabad, giving the plaintiff respondent a
decree for a declaration that certain properties named in
the plaint are wagf properties, and for possession thereof
as mutwalli, and a sum of nearly Rs. 2,000 mesne pro-
fits which had been realized by some of the defendants
from the property during the period of their possession
and that of the receiver. The property concerned was
owned by one Arab Ali Khan, a resident of Allahabad
city. It is mostly zamindari property in the three par-
ganas of Arail, Sikandra and Chail, a consideration the
importance of which will become clear later on. There
is also some land occupied by the houses of tenants or
lying waste in the city of Allahabad.  The plaintiff
~respondent, Musammat Sikandar Jahan Begam, is the .
(1) (1902) TL.R., 24 AU, 257, (%) (1916) TL.L.R., 38 AL, 627,
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1958 danghter-in-law of Arab Al Khan, and she claimed pos-

- session as mufwalli under the terms of a deed of wagf
MUE?;K:M said to have been executed by Arab Ali Khan on the
s 14th of April, 1919, The first three defendants are one

gams  of the widows and the two surviving daughters of Arab
Ali Khan, and the fourth defendant is Khan Sahib
Mahmud Al Khan, to whom a small portion of the
witqf property had been transterred before the institution
of the suit.

[A portion of the judgement, not material for the
purpose of this report, is here omitted. ]

In the deed, after setting forth that a
part of the property is pledged and hypothecated to
the creditors in security of debts, he states that he wishes
to make a wagf of the entire property described, ** in
favour of my male issues and their male issues under the
provisions of Aet VI of 1913."" The legal formula 1is
referred to, and the mutwallis are named in order,
vig :—

(1) My son Haidar Husain Khan.

(2) His eldest son by his wife Sikandar Jahan
Begam (the plaintiff) or the ablest of the several sons, or
tf perchance Haidar Husain has no son by  Sikandar
Begam and he dies childless in my presence or if he, for
any reason, resigns his office as « mutawalli, 1 shall
manage the waqf property as a wmutwalli, but I shall not
be benefited by the income of the waqt property.

(3) After me or after Haidar Flusain Khan, Musam-
riat Sikandar Begam.

(4) The son of Huidar Husain, if any, by his second
wife.

(5) After the son of Haidar Husain Khan, his eldest
son, efe.



VOL. LI.] ALLAHABAD SERIES. 43

Finally, if none of Haidar Husain’s line be available,
@ managing committee is to be appointed as described in
the deed to spend the income on the religious and chari-
table purposes named in paragraph No. 4.

There is then a deseription of certain debts which
have to be paid, viz. :—

(@) Bs. 2,900 a vear is to be paid along with the
Government revenne in accordance with the provisions of
the “Bundellkhand Act.”

(b) Rs. 40,000, in security of which the property
15 pledged and hypothecated, and in lieu of the interest
on which profits are paid to the mortgagee.

There is a direction that after the Government debt
has been paid “‘the annval amount . . . . . . shall
be paid to my creditors towards the pavment of their
primeipal amount so long as the entire debt is not paid
up.”  Then follow directions that the mutwalli shall
pay monthly allowances to the two widows, viz., Rs. 15
to Musammat Musharraf Begam (the defendant) and
Rs. 25 to Musammat Imtiazan, with a further allowance
of Rs. 30 a year for clothes to the former. After the
payment of these debts and allowances the balance of the
profits is to be realized by the mutwalli for his expenses
and the maintenance of his children, except in the event
of Arab Ali Khan himself being mutwalli. Tt is to be
observed that not only is a reference made to the legal
formula which ig to he recited and to the Act validating
waqfs of this nature, but Arab Ali Khan, with the
apparent intention of conforming with the law relating to
waqfs executed by Shias, is careful to provide that he
shall not himself be permitted, when acting as mmwalh
to use the profits to meet his own expenses.

[A portion of the judgement is here omifted. ]

The defendants appellants, as has been remarked
above, suggested that the deed of waqf had never been
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executed. DBut, apart from this, they contend that even
if it was formally signed it was a fictitious deed, that is
to say that Arab Ali Khan never really intended to create
a wagqf, and also that the deed had never been acted upon
and that possession had never been given to Haidar Hu-
sain. Other legal objections to the deed have been urged.

[On the merits it was found that the wagframa was
duly exccuted and that it was not fictitious document.
The judgement then continued :—]

It has been next contended that the plaintilf res-
pondent, not being a member of the settlor’s family, no
provision could be validly made in her favour under the
Musalman Wagqf Validating Act of 1918, Section 8 of
that Act lays down :—

“Tt shall be lawful for any person professing the
Musalman faith to create a wagf which in all other
respects is in accordance with the provisions of Musal-
man law, for the following, among other, purposes :—

(a) for the maintenance and support wholly or
partially of his family, children or descendants, and

(b) where the person creating a wagqf is a Hanaft
Musalman, also for his own maintenance and support
during his lifetime or for the payment of his debts out of
the rents and profits of the property dedicated :

Provided that the ultimate benefit is in such cases
expressly or impliedly reserved for the poor or for any
other purpose recognized by the Musalman law as a reli-
gious, pious or charitable purpose of a permanent
character.”

The circumstances which led to this enactment are
well known. Their Lordships of the Judicial Com-
mittee had held in a series of cases that a wagf in favour
of the seftlor’s family, children and descendants, genera-
tion after generation, and ultimately in favour of the
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poor when the settlor’s fumily becomes extinet is invalid,
ag the main object in such cases was to create a perpe-
tuity for the benefit of his own famliy, the charitable
object being too rermote and illusory, and that unless real
and substantial provisions be made for charitable objects
the waqf cannot be upheld—see, for example, Abul
Fate Mahomed v. Rasamaya Dhur (1). Tt was repre-
sented by the Indian Muslim community that the law
this laid down was a departure from Muhammadan law.
which regarded a provision {or one’s family and children
as an act of charity. Mr. Ameer All exhaustively dealt
with the subject in Bikani Mia v. Shuk Lal Poddar (2),
end referred to a large number of original texts and ear-
lier cases decided by British courts upholding the vali-
dity of such dispositions. Accordingly, the bill, which
subsequently became the Waqf Validating Act, was al-
lowed to be introduced in the Tmperial Tiegislative Coun-
cil (as it was then designated) by a non-official Muslim
member. Section 8 (a) with its proviso and section 4
of the Act declare that such wagfs, i.e., those in favour
of the settlor’s family, children and descendants, with
ultimate benefit to the poor or other charitable objects,
shall be deemed to be valid and that the remoteness of
the contingency in which the benefit is to accrue to the
poor or other charitable purposes shall not affect the vali-
dity thereof. Section 3(h) is confined to Hanafi Muharo-
madans, because there was a difference of opinion
hetween two of their doctors, one of whom, TImam
Muhammad, maintained that the settlor could not reserve
any benefit to himself, while, according to the other,
Tmam Abu Yusuf, such a provision ranked with that in
favour of his family, children, and descendants and
could be validly made. The Shia authorities were un-
animously in favour of the former view and consequent-
“ly no speeial legislation on that point was necessary in
() (1894) LLR., 22 Cale., 618. (2 (1892) LL:R., 20 Cale,, 116.
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case of Shia Muhammadans. Among the Sunnis, on

Mosmree Ghe other hand, the generally accepted view was the
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latter, and therefore section 3(b) was enacted to remove
the element of uncertainty due to the difference of opinion
above indicated.

The effect of the Waqf Validating Act on the
Muhammadan law ig that a provision in favour of the
settlor’s “‘family, children and descendants” with ulti-
mate benefit reserved for the poor or for any other reli-
gious or charitable purpose is valid, though, but for the
enactment, 1t would have been otherwise in view of the
pronouncement of their Lordships of the Privy Council.
In the case before us it is necessary to have recourse to
the Act only if the word “family’” be held fo include a
son’s widow, because in that case, but for the Act, the
waqf would be questionable on the view taken by the
highest tribunal. Therefore, if she is one of the family,
the Act applies and the validity of the wagf is declared
thereby; if she is not, then she cannot and need not avail
lLerself of that Act, but must found her case on the
Muhammadan law pure and simple, and the appellants
must refer to some rule of that law which makes the
waqf invalid for conferring a beneficial interest for life
on the son’s widow. We have not been referred to any
authority in support of the appellants’ contention. On
the contrary, Muhammadan law clearly allows provisions
similar to life interests or other limited interests to he
made in a waqf; see Baillie, volume 1, pages 570—584,
quoted by Tyabijl in section 473, p. 571, 2nd edition,
which relates to Sunnis. The Shia law is the same,
with this difference only, that where a series of life inter-
ests are created, the person taking in the first instance
should be one in being and competent to take benefi-
cially at the time when the <wagf is made (Tyabji's
Muhammadan Law, section 485, pages 602-603, 2nd
edition, both of which conditions are fulfilled in the case
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before us. It would be a very unsatisfactory state of
law if a provision like the one in question invalidates the
wagf. The plaintiff is to take a beneficial interest for
life in the wagf property after her husband’s death, only

if she has no son of her own, who would, if there be one, -

take precedence over her. Sons horn of any other wite
of her husband are postponed till after her death.  But
for a provision of this kind it was felt that she weuld
have to depend for her maintenance on the bounty of her
stepson.  We think that the word ‘“‘family’’ has been
used 1n the decision of their Lordships of the Privy
Council and in the Waqgt Validating Act in its hroad
popular sense 0 as to include all relatives more or less
dependent on the seftlor. A daughter-in-law living with
an Indian householder is undoubtedly a member of his
family in that sense. The point is, however, only of
academic interest, because, as shown already, her posi-
tion is not worse 1f she be not regarded as a member of
the family. In this view of the matter we hold that this
ground of attack on the validity of the waqf fails.
Another ground on which the galidity of the waqf
is impugned is that the seftlor hag seserved benefits
under it for himself in o far as he has directed the pay-
ment of certain debts. Reference to these debts and
directions with respect to them has already been made in
an earlier part of the judgement, where relevant passages
have been extracted from the official translation of the
deed of waqf. In the preamble of the deed we have the
following :—*“The said property is owned and possessed
by me as a proprietor without the partnership of any one
glse and po one has a claim in respect thereof, with the
exception of thie, that a portionr of the property is
pledged and hypothecated to the creditors in security of
debts, and T have all powers of making transfers of and
exercising proprietary rights in respeet of the said pro-
perty.” Tt is to be noticed that the debts mentionad
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—————
Musparnap

Begant
©.
S1rANDAR
Jaman
Bacan.



1923
AMUSHALREAF
Braan
9.
SIKANDAR
Jagan
Breay.

43 'HE INDIAN LAW REPORTS, [voL. L1

in the deed are of two kinds: Firstly, a large sum ot
money was due to the Govarnment,  who had paid wp the
debts of Arab Ali Khan under the Bundelkhand Encum-
bered Estates Act, T of 1903, and to whom it was repay-
able by easy instalments at a concessional rate of interest.
The amount of yearly instalment was Rs. 2,900, recover-
able as if 1t were Government revenue.  {See section 26,
Bundellhand Encumbered Estates Act, I of 1903). With
the Government revenue it was a charge on the property,
taking precedence over any other incumbrances. (See
sections 141, 142 and 146, . United Provinces Land
Revenue Act, 11T of 1901). The property situate within
the arca to which the Act applied could be sold in case of
default. Clause (1) of the deed declares that this sum
is “‘paid along with the Government revenue.”” It
proceeds to direct “‘therefore’ that it should be paid.
Secondly, a sum of Rs. 40,000 was due to varions credi-
tors who held lands under possessory mortgage deeds and
recovered interest from the usufruct thereof. There can
be no doubt as to this class of debts being an inenm-
brance on the property. The opening lines of the deed
clearly indicate*that part of the property made waqf was
encumbered property, and as such the mutwalli, as
representing the wagqif, must discharge the debt if the
property is to be recovered from the mortgagees for the
benefit of the wagf. As regards the first-mentioned
liability the direction in the deed to pay future instal-
ments recoverable as Government revenue i3 no more a
direction fo pay the seftlor’s debt than a direction to pay
the Government revenue itself. We think it cannot be
reasonably contended that a direction in a deed of wagqf
for payment of Government revenue as it falls due is a
direction to pay the seftlor’s debt, making the wagf in-
valid. Nor is a direction to discharge certain incumn-
“brances, subject to which the property has been made
waqf, a direction to pay the settlor’s debt. It is in the
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nature of a direction for due administration of waqf pro-
perties, If the deed had made no reference to these
dehts, the wagf property would nevertheless have been
lable therefor and the mutwalli for the time heing would
be responsible for payment.

The rule of Shia law on the subject is thus stated by
Sir R. K. Wilson :—"*Section 454.—1It is essential to
the validity of a Shia wagf that the founder should
divest himsell not only of full ownership, but of every-
thing in th enature of usufruct; and, therefore, where by
the terms of the endowment a portion of the income is
reserved to the endower himself during his life, not only
is the actual clanse of reservation void, but all that part
of the deed which relates to the subsequent devolution
of the reserved income is also void; but so much of the
deed as relates to property devoted from the first to pur-
poses unconnected with the personal henefit of the endow-
er may nevertheless be valid.”

“Eaplanation I.—If the endower (waqif) happens
to be included in some general class of Deneficiaries
described 1n the deed of endowment, he will not be de-
barred from claiming in that capacity.”

“Ezplanation IT—There is no objection (any more
than in Hanafi law) to an endower constituting himself
trustee (mutwalli) of his own endowment and allotting
to himself for his services in that capacity the same re-
muneration that he assigns to his  successors.”’
(Wilson’s Digest of Anglo-Muhammadan Taw, sec-
tion 484, pages 480-481, 4th edition). o

One of the Hanafi law-givers who is of the same
opinion has tersely expressed the rule that the settlor
should not “‘eat out of”’ the waqf property. It isonly a
corollary from this general rule that some text-book
writers have stated that ‘‘if the wagf were made in
favour of another with a condition for the payment of
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the wagif’s (appropriator’s) debts and current expenses,

MUE?;T;»*F it would not be valid’’ (e.g., Shama Charan Sarkar’s

o,
SIEANDAR
Jagay
Brean,

Tagore Law Lectures 1874, page 473). The principle
underlying the rule obviously is that, having made waqf
of his property, the settlor should not participate in the
enjoyment of the property. Where debts are charged on
the property made waqf and must therefore be paid out of
it, there is no benefit reserved for the settlor in the direc-
tion to pay such debts. Payment of such debts by the
waqf is a discharge of its own obligation. The case will
be otherwise if the settlor makes it a condition that his
personal debts for which the waqf property cannot be
made l1able should be paid, for, in such a case the wagf
funds are to be spent on him and would not be so spent
but for the condition. Such was apparently the charac-
ter of the debts referred to in  Hamid Ali v. Mujawar
Husain Khan (1). In view of these considerations we
hold that this line of attack on the validity of the w(tqf
also cannot succeed.

The third contention against the validity of the
waqf is more serious and refers to section 10 (2), Bundel-
khand Encumbered Estates Act, I of 1903, which is
designed to afford facility to proprictors of land in certain
areas for liquidation of their debts. It is not disputed
that a part of the waqf property, detailed in the deed at
pages 95 and 96 and reproduced in the plaint at pages 2—
4, mentioned as situate in pargana Arail, lies within the
area to which the Act applies. The procedure preseribed
by the Act is that the Local Government should appoint
a Special Judge (section 4) to whom applications made
by indebted proprietors stating the particulars of their
debts and property are to be forwarded, for inquiry and
report, by the Commissioner who is to receive such ap-
plications in the first instance (sections 6 and 7). The
Special Judge should “publish in the Gazette a notice in

(1) (1902) TL.R., 24 AlL, 957 (269).
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the vernacular language of the district calling upon all

L1528

persons having claims against the person or the pro- e

perty of the proprietor . . . . fo present to the Special
Judge, within two months from the date of the publica-
tion, a written statement of their claims’™ (section 9).
The Bpecial Judge 1s to inquire into the history of deal-
ingé between the parties (section 13), and has wide
powers to reduce interest in taking accounts, and has to
declare the amount due to a particular claimant (sec-
tions 14 and 15). TIf the proprietor cannot himself pay
the amount so found due, the Special Judge 1s to submit
a report to the Commissioner, who may divect the money
to be advanced from the public treasury, repayable with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum by instal-
ments within fifteen years. Section 10 (2) of the Act
runs as follows :— -

“Until the Commissioner has declared, as herein-
after provided, that the proprietor has ceased to be sub-
ject to the disabilities mentioned in this clause,—

(a) the proprietor shall be incompetent to exchange,
give or, without the consent of the Commissioner, sell,
mortgage or lease his proprietary rights in land or any
part thereof; and ‘

(b) no suit or other proceeding shall be instituted
in any civil or revenue court in the United Provinces
against those rights in respect of any private debt con-
tracted by the proprietor after the publication of the
notice.”’

The disability created by this section terminates on

the Commissioner declaring under section 28 that the

proprietor has ceased to be subject to the disabilities
‘mentioned in section 10, sub-section (2), which he (the

Commissioner) cannot declare except when the entire:

sum due has been recovered,
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We have found it necessary fo outline the frame-
work of the Encumbered Estates Act as it has been
questioned whether Arab Ali Khan was under the dis-
ability created by section 10 (2) of that Act, or whether
certain circumstances relied on by the appellants neces-
sarily prove that he was. We think, however, that the
evidence is conclusive. [After detailing certain evidence,
the judgement proceeded.] In view of these circum-
stances, we think that it is incontrovertible that he was
under the diéabiliry which seetion 10 (2) of the Encum-
bered Dstates Act imposes on the proprietors coming
within its purvie.

The next question of importance is whether the dis-
ability contemplated by section 10 (2) of the Act extends
to a transaction like the one in question. It is argued
that the expression “give’’, occurring in the section,
which alone can be relied on as importing a prohibition
against making a waqf, is applicable only to cases of gift.
as defined in the Transfer of Property Act, IV of 1882,
Section 10 of the Encumbered Hstates Act, 1t 1s contend-
ed, declares the proprietor to be “‘incompetent to ex-
change, give . . . sell, mortgage or lease his proprie-
tary right” and, dealing as the Transfer of Property Act
does with transactions of exchange, gift, sale, mortgage
and lease, the word “‘give’” in the former has reference
to gift as defined in the latter. We are unable to give
effect to this contention, as it unnecessarily narrows down
the meaning of the word “‘give,”” which should be cons-
trued in its natural sense as implying a transfer without
consideration—a view which is in accord with the object
underlying the entire provisions, viz., that a proprietor
to whom the benefit of the Act has been extended should
keep the property affected by the enactment intact till
hig liabilities are fully discharged. In every wagf there

_ i a transfer of ownership. It is generally without any

consideration. The right of the settlor is completely:
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extinguished. If vests in the deify to whom it is dedicat-
ed for the benefit of mankind. This in substance is the
definition of a wagf as given in the Wagf Validating
Act and most text books on Muhammadan law. In
Sadik Husain Khan v. Haeshim 41t Khan (1), the crea-
tion of a beneficial inferest In a deed of trust conveying
the property to a trustee was held to be a “'gift through
the medium of a trust.”  The case is not different where
a beneficial interest is created under a weaqf, which in
many aspects partakes of a gift, inter rivos or testa-
mentary. Delivery of possession is as essential n case
of a waqgf as in that of a gift. A testamentary wagf
is, like an ordinary will by a Muhammadan, valid only
to the extent of one third of the testator’s assets. For
these reasons we are of opinion that the word “‘give” in
section 10(2) of the Bundelkhand Encumbered Estates
Act, T of 1808, is wide enough to cover a case of giving
away property by way of waqf, and that Arab Ali was
incompetent to make the wagf evidenced by the deed
dated the 14th of April, 1919. The learned counsel for
the defendants appellants would not extend the disability
created by the section to the case of property other than
that situate within the area o which the Act has been
made applicable, and does not contend that such disabi-
lity is personal, affecting all properties helonging to hte
person who is declared as incompetent 1o exchange, give
etc. We are therefore relieved of the necessity of enter-
ing info a question which counld possibly arise. Our
view of this part of the case, therefore, is that the wagf is
invalid as regards the property lying in pargana Arail
which is admittedly part of the area to which the En-
cumbered Hstates Act applies and which is separately
detailed in the deed in question.
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[A portion of the judgement, not material for the

purpose of this report, is here omitted. ]
(1) (1918) T.L.R., 38 AL, €27.
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The result, therefore, is that the wagqf must be held
to be invalid so far as it relates to the landed property
of Arab Ali Khan in the pargana of Arail, and the appeal
must be allowed to this extent.

- [The judgement then proceeded to pass certain
orders regarding mesne profits and costs. |
Decree modified.

Before Mr. Justice Kendall and Mr. Justice Niamat-ullgh.

HIRA LAL axp otaers (Pramiirrs) v. PTIARI LAL axp
AnoTHER (DEFENDANTS,)®

Hindu law—Adoption—Authority to adopt given by a
member of a joint Hindu family.

There is nothing to prevent a Hindu who is a member
of a joint family giving a valid authority to his wife to adopt
a son to him after his death, and the exercise of such authority
is not dependent on her inheriting as a Hindu female owner
her hushband’s estate. Such an authority cannot be consi-
dered to be extinguished by reason of the other member or
members of the husband’s family having succeeded to the
estate by survivorship.

Mussumat Bhoobun Moyee Debia v. Ram Kishore Acharj

Chowdhry (1), Sivagnanam Servaigar v. Remsawmy Chettiar
(), Madana Mohana v. Purushothama (3), Venkataramier v.

 Gopalan (4), Bachoo v. Mankorebai (5) and Pratapsingh

Shivsingh v. Agarsingji Rejasangji (), referred to.
Bhimabai v. Tayapps Murarrao (7), Adiveva Fakirgowda
v. Chanmallgowda Ramangowda (8) and Chandra v. Gojarabai
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Tug facts of this case sufficiently appear from the
judgement of the Court.

*Firet Appeal No, 455 of 1923, from a decree of Ganga Prasad Varma,
Submdmate Judge of Bulandshahr, dated the st of July, 1925,
(1) (1865) 10 Moo. T.A., 279, {2) (1911) 22 M.L.J., 85.
13) (1914) LLR., 38 Mad 1105, (4} (1918) 85 M.I.J., 696.
5) (1907) LLR., 81 Bom., 878, (6) (1918) I.L.R., 13 Bow., 778,
(7) {1913) TL.R., 87 Bom., 5. (8) (1924) 26 Bom L.R., 860.
(%) (1690) TL.R, 14 Bom,, 468. [



