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rupees 4 2 5 , a n n a s 9, a d m i t t e d t o have been advanced by t h e defendant from 
the i r s e p a r a t e funds in order to secure t h e above r ight , t oge the r w i t h in teres t a t 
twelve p e r c e n t , from 2 0 t h M a r c h 1 8 4 8 , ' t h e da te of t he decree, se t t led by com­
p r o m i s e , — a w a r d i n g t h e r igh t in ques t ion , on p a y m e n t of t h e above « u m by t h e 
d e f e n d a n t to Greesh G h u n d e r Mooker j ea ,—up to t h e da t e of p a y m e n t of such 
t w o - t h i r d s by t h e plaintiffs. 

W e modify a lso tho decree of t h e lower cour t by award ing . to plaintiffs 
cos t s in t h a t cour t , and w e a w a r d also in the i r favor cos ts in th i s cour t , in t he 
p ropo r t i on of tho proper t i es decreed on a t o t a l va lua t ion of t h e sui t a t i ts original 
ca lcu la t ion , viz., r upees 14 ,335 ,—al l cos ts ar is ing from the va lua t ion hav ing been 
ra i sed by t h e admiss ion of t h e plaintiffs to rupees 50,000, t o b a borne by t h e m . 

[ 1 9 ] The Uth January, 1852 . 

P R E S E N T : J . R. C O L V I N , J . D U N B A R , E S Q R S . , Judges, A N D 

A. J . M . M I L L S . E S Q . , Officiating Judge. 

C A S E N O . 28 O F 1850. 

R e g u l a r Appea l f rom t h e decis ion of R o y H u r c h u n d e r Ghose , P r i n c i p a l 
S u d d e r A m e e n of Z i l l ah 2 4 - P e r g u n n a h s , da ted 14 th December , 1849 . 

P E A R E E L A L L M U N D U L (.one of the Defendants), Appellant v. L O K N A T I I 

H A L D A R A N D K O W L A K A N T H H A L D A R (Plaintiffs), Respondents. 

{.Practice, costs—Parties impleaded without sufficient grounds—Improper valuation of suit— 
Costs.] 

Case connected with the preceding. The plaintiffs charged with the due costs of the 
appellant, who had been made a defendant by them without sufficient grounds. The 
appellant, however, to bear the extra oosts in appeal, caused by his having laid it at an 
amount greatly in excess of the value of the lands in reference to which alone, the suit 
had been brought against h i m . 

Vdkeels of Appellant—Kishen Ki sho re Ghose and N i l m o n e y Bane r j ea . 
Vakeels of Respondents—Baboo R a m a p e r s a u d Roy , S u m b h o o n a t h P u n d i t 

a n d Mr . Wa l l e r . 

j ^ U I T laid a t rupees 881-8 , for t h e recovery of cos ts . 

T h i s case is connec ted w i t h t h o preceding. T h e appe l lan t was m a d e a defend­
a n t by t h e plaintiffs, but , as far as has been es tabl ished by t he record, w i t h o u t 
sufficient g rounds . T h e plaintiffs mus t , therefore, pay t h e co3ts of t he appe l l an t 
in bo th cou r t s a t t h e to ta l va lua t ion , rupees 1,692-15-6-2, of t h e 17 baegahs, 2 
c o t t a h s , in respec t of wh ich he was m a d e a defendant . T h e appe l lan t mus t , 
however , bear t h e cos ts , b o t h in th i s and in the lower cour t , in t h e propor t ion of 
t h e r e m a i n d e r of t h e va lua t ion (rupoes 50,000) a t which, as t h e al 'eged pr.iper 
va lue of t h e en t i re sui t , he chose to file h is pleadings before the plaintiffs raised 
the i r va lua t i on by a supp lemen t to t h a t sum, ins tead of confining his ploadingsto 
t h e va lue , as above s ta ted , of tho lands in reference to which a lone tfh9 su i t was 
b r o u g h t aga ins t h i m . 
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