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THE HIGH COURT, 1928.
1si Janaary to 31st Decentber.
CHIEF JUSTICE,

The Hon’ble Sir Jonn Guy Ruriepse, Kt, K.C,
M.A. (on leave from 16th April to 9th Septem-
ber).

The Hou'ble Sir Henry SHELDON Prarr, Kt, M.A,,
I1.C.8. (officiating Chief Justice from 1o6th April
to . 2th September).

PUISNE JUDGES,
The Hon'ble Sir HENRY SHELDON PrarT, Kt.,, M.A,,

I1.C.S.

The Hon’ble Sir Brenramin HerBerr Healp, Kt
V.D.,, M.A, 1.C.S. (on leave {rom 16th Apnl to
9th September).

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice WirLiaM Cargr, I.C.S. {on
feave from 16th April to 29th May).

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice JoHN RoOBERT ELLiS
Cuxwvre, Barrisier-al-Law.

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice PARUNGAVUR NARASIMHA
Cuari, B.A, B.L.

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jyoris RANJIAN Das, Barrister-
at-Law,

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice ROBErRT Epwarp OTTER, -

M.C., Barrister-al-Law ton leave from 2and
April o 9th September).

The Hown’ble Mr. Justice Maung Ba, B.A.,, KS.M.
The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Mya Bu, Barrisler-at-Law,

The Hon’ble Mr., Justice HAROLD ARROWSMITH
BrowN, B.A., Barrister-at-1.aw, 1.C.S, {on leave
from 16th April to 9th September).



(i)

The Hon'ble Mr., Justice Henry Lz ORMISTON,
Barrister-at-Law (officiating from 2nd April to
9th September).

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jonn Minty BAGULEY,
B.A., Barvister-of-Law, 1.0.8. {(ofliciating {rom
16th  April to ©th meiunmﬁ)

The Hon'ble Mr.  fustice Jown Pavyricr POV
Barvister-at-Law, T.C.8, {(olliciating from  16th
April to Oth Seplember),

The Hon'ble Mr, Justice  Awrrnor Joun Diarwoors,
Ij?ar;&'i@im'f al-Law {oftciating from I6th April {o
oty Sepla mm&)

The Hon'ble Mro Justice Awchi Cusapd Mose
i.C.s. (\eg)ﬁm,n.,mng from 10th April to 29th M: t}}

Mr. A. TL?:GGAR, I\ﬂ[\, Baryistesr ('.’i~j/(i‘)ju2)' {jovernment
Advocale,

U Ba Dun, Barvisier-af-Law, Deputy Government
Advocate,

Mr, Crive Hereere Gauvwr, LILB,, Assisiant
Government Advocate.

U Tun Byu, MLA., Basrisier-at-I.aw, Assistant Govern-
ment Advogata,




ERRATA er CORRIGENDA,

Page 1, and in the marginal headings, pages 2
- to 6, first respondent’s name : jor Po Sein read

Po &in.

Page 24, line 7, for section 23, read section 63.

Page 27, in the headnotes for Act 111 of 1922, read
Act V of 1920.

Page 87, delefe the second and third paragraphs of
the headnotes and sndstitule the following para-
graph (—

Heled, that an anpaid builder in India hag no lHen in Iaw upon the
building in his possession for the balance due to him under
contract for construction.

Page 214, and in the marginal headings, pages 215
and ’71() first 1esp<mduntq name : /or Aung Mo
read M,nung Mo.

Page 231, line 6 from below : for little read title,
Page 275, footnote (3), add —
at Mandalay.
Page 305, in the footnotes add —
{7) (1922) LL.R.49 Cal. 999 ; L.R. 49 LA. 307.
Page 306, in the footnotes delefe the first footnote
and renuwmber the rest, (1) to (7).
Pages 305 and 310, correc! the name of the case marked
(5) and {1) respectively as: Kirparam v. Rakti.
Page 510, add as a first headnote :—
Held, that there is no provision in the Dlamnathats enabling
parents to disinherit their children except by giving them away

in adoption to another.

Add in the synopsis of the headnotes :—

Parents' power fo disinherit childyen,

Page 641, in the footnotes add :— '
{5) (1925)AC a77.






ADDENDA,
In Civil First Appeal No. 294 of 1927 {A{aung Ba 1978

Tu v. da Thet Su and others), Sir Henry Pratt, Otficiat- a7,y 14,
ing Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Cunliffe, uplield in a
brief judgment the decision of Chari, J., reported at 5
Ran. 785, that a {resh suit in respect ol the same cause
of action will not liec though the mode of retief 1s varied,
when the first suit has been dismissed for defaulf of

appearance of the plaintiff,






