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(5 B. L R. pj. 45, 55.

of the Deputy M'wlstmte to that of the
Joint Magistrate of Hooghly. Tt will
therefore be replaced on the file of the
Deputy Magistrate, who will dispose of it
in due course.

B. L.R Vol. V, p. 55
(Appendizx.)
The 8th Juue 1870.

Before Mr. Justice Norman.
GANES SING aund others (Plaintiffs),
versus
R.AMGOPAL SING (Defendant).

Suit for Declaration of Trusts of a Temple—
Act XX of 1863

In bringing a suit nnder Act XX of 1863, it is
nut necessary to show that the temple was one
which was formely under control of the Board of
Revenue, The Act applies to property in Calcutta.

Tuis was a suit under Act XX of 1863
for the declaration and enforcement of the
trusts of a certain temple in Bara Bazar,
Calecutta, and the religious establishments
and endowments thereof.

* The plaintiffs were professors of a certain
religion which, they alleged, was founded
many years ago by one Sri Sri Gurunanack
Gurugabind Jio, and the temple had been
built and established by Raja Hajurij Sing
Mahuashay, and dedicated by him to Sri Sri
Gurunanack Gurugabind Jio for the wor-
gpip of the followers of the said religion.

The defendant had been acting as mauager
of the said temple ; but the plaintifis
alleged that he had neglected the duties
imposed on bim as manager, refused to.
render nccounts, and denicd access to the |
pluintiffs to the said temple when they‘
resorted there for the purpose of worship., |

Leave of the (,ourt to ll\btltllt@ the snit
had been obtained in accordance with |
Section 18 of the Act on the triul. |

|

Mr. Branson (Mr. Woodrofe \nth him)
Jor the defendant raised the issue whether
the plaint disclosed any' cause of action.
On this issue, he contended that suits

i Section

under Act XX of 1863 could only be brought
in respect of temples formerly under
the control of the Board of Revenue. 'Che
Act itself is entitled, ““An Act to enable tha
Government to dxvest itself of the mmnge-'
ment of religious endowment, ” and the
preamble states that ‘ the Act is enacted,

Lecause it is expedient to relieve the Boards
of Revenue, &ec., of the doties imposed on
them by Regulation XI1X of 1810 (1),

far as those duties embrace the sunperinten-
dence of lands granted for the support
of mosques or Hindu temples, and for other
religions uses; the appropriation of endow-
ments made for the maintenance of such
religions establishmeuts, &e”  The Act
does not apply to the present case, inasmuch
a3 there is nothing to show that the temple
has been under the control of the Board of
Revenue,  Suits are brought under the Act
by Section 14, and leave to institute the
suit (Section 18) applies only to suits in
respect to temples to which the Act was
intended to apply, of which the present tem-
ple is not one; and the person to be sued is
the trustee or manager appointed under
5. [Normay, J.—The words
“appointed under this Act” in Section 14
refer only to a committee appointed under
the Act—see Section 11 ; there is nothiug to
show that they refer to the words * trustee
or manager.”] By Section 5, provision is
made for the appointment of a trustee or
manager, and snits under the Act can only
be brought against trustees or managers
so appointed.

Mr. Kennedy {with him M». Macgregor and
Mr. Apear) for the plaintiffs was not called
on ou this point,

Norman, J., was of opinion that the plaint-
iffs had clearly . rvight to bLring the suit,
ander tho provision of the Act; and that
they properly iustituted it,

(1) For the due appropriatiou of the rents and
produce of lands granted for the support of mosques,
Hindu lem ples, colleg( s, and other purposes; for the
maiotenance and repair of bridges, serais, k'lthas,
and other public buildings; and for "the c'lahudy aud
disposal of nazzul property or escleats,





