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a quantum meruit, to recover such remunerction, a8 thq*..._GI f:f:l___ﬂ
trouble, to which he hag been put, renders it just ahould be Vm,ﬁ{

awarded to him. °

Sit;l:ﬂm .
Such was the priuciple, as we think most corre eily, adopt- Shridhar.

ed by tbe Sadr Adalat in the cases followed, but doubted by

the District Judge. In both of those cases, and in a pre-

vious e¢aee referred to i the first of them, the Sadr Adala

held that the plezder, although he had not made 2ny ex.

press agreement, was entitled to remuneration. In Hema-

chul v, Babjee (supra ), the Sadr Adalat held that, in meting

out the recompense for his labour, the Court might, if it

saw fit, adopt, as » guide, the percentages laid down by law

for the regulation of eosts as batween party and party; and

in Heerachund v. Jechabhaee (supra), that it was not incum-

beut on the Cuurt to adopt that guide, if the eircumstances

of the case rendered is just that the pleader’s- deserts should

be otherwise gaugcd. Ia both af these decisions we concar.

In conformity with theae views, and as tne amount award-
ed by the Subordinate Judge of Kalian- appears to be a fair
sum, under the circuinstances of the present case, we hold
hat his decree and that of the Distric: Judge io affirmanca
of it, are right, and ought to be upheld, and that the ques-
tion above stated, as submitted to this Court, should be an-
awered in the negative. Costs, if any, incurred in tlis re-
ference should be paid by the defendant,

[ AprELLAYE CtviL JURISDICTION. ] L Aprit e
Rejorced. Cass.

MurcuanD; heir of KALIDAS MANEAKE-
RAMDEED  .eveeerereiereeneaneecnsasannonsenneces LGATHEER
Moricaaxn HARGOVANDAS  .......... vierereeneasnnDefendant,

Hoirshig—Certificate of Heirghip— Production of Certifizate;
A plaintif suingas tho heir of & decpased person iy ( where a certificate:
: . .
of heicship is necessary to epsble himto sne) bonnd to proditce the certi-
ficate it‘.sjli. 1t ia pot saffic’enc for the beir io show that an order has,
been made directing the issue of wueh. eertificate to him,
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NDER Section XXII. of Act XL of 1865, Gopdlraso

Hari Deshroukh, Judge of the Court of Small Causes at.

Ahmadabad, stated the following case for the opinion of
the Bigh Court:—

“The question is—whether or not a plaintiff can be ex-
cused the production of a certificate of heirship, if he shows
that the District Judge has dirested him to be furnished
with one. . . *

The plaintiff has sued the defendant for rent of a hounse
alleged to be the property of his deceased orother, Kdlidds.
He produces an order of the District Judge showing that on
his application to be reeognized as heir and brother of the.

_ deceased Kdlidds, an order was passed that he be furnished.

with a certificate of heirship.

The defendant, among other pleas, urges that the nlaintiff
should take out and produce a formal cervificate before the
Court, and that the production of an order is not sufli:ient
He produces in support of his statement a copy ef the High
Court’s order passed on Special Appeal No. 210 of 1868,
confirming the decree of the Judge of Ahmadnagar, reject-
ing Bhcwansing’s claim on the ground that he did not pro-
duce a certificate, though he was allowed by the Distric;
Judge to take out one.

The estate of Kalidds is. valued at Rs. 24,000; a stamp
paper of Rs 480 would bs required for a certificate. 'The
plaintiff states that be has not at present the m-ans of laying
out this sum,

My opinion 8 that the plaintiff must produce a certificate
in order to show that he was recognized as heir by the
District Judge.”

The reference was considered by WEsTROPP, C.J., end
Lioyp, J.

Per Curiam:--To the question whether or not a plaintiff
can. be excused the production of a certificate of heirship if
he show  that the District Judge * haa directed him to be fur-
aished  with one, tbe Court replies that if such a certificate,
ubough ordered to ke given, has not in fact been given, it
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will not be sufficient to produce the order, or a copy of i“'wi%%r'
A reference to Damodhar Bapuji v. Zinga (a jand Damodhar PR

.. ichai
Bapuji v. Ravji (b), and the remarks made upon those Hﬁ;g",a'nd’:&

cases in 8 Bom. H. C. Rep. 1 9, and to Lalchand Ramdaeyal
v. Gumiibai (c), (with regard to the effect of an order for
the issue of letters of administration before the letters them-
gelves are issued,) will show the necessity for the production
of the certificate of heirship itself.

Of gourse, if a certificate be issued and prcved to be lest,
the Court is nct to be understood as saying that secondary
evidence may vet be given of it.

" The Court holds the opinion. of the Judge of the Court of
Smuli  Causes of Abmadabad tc be right.

Order accordingly.

[ ApeELrLATE CIviL JURISDICTION. ]
Special Appeal No. 522 of 1871, April 15.
_ )
UTaMRAM MANIRLAL  ooovvvvvienennnnnnnee oo A ppellant,
DAMODHARDAS MANIKLAL...ovvvvivvirecevennnnnen. Respondent,
Minor~dccounts of Guardian-Administration of Minor's Estate-Juris-
diction—Civil Court of District—Act XX. of 1864,

- A suit to compel a minor's guardian, appointed under Act XX. of 1284,
toaccount for his sgministration of the mivor’s estate, cannot be propet-
Iy brougnt in the Court of a Subordinate Judge or in any Courtbut in the
printipal Cil Court of the District where the property is situate,if it be
inone district; but if {t be in more districts than one, then in the princi-
pal Civil “ourt of the district in which the minor has his residence,

’FHIS was & special appeal from ther decision of W, H,

Newnham, Acting Judge of Surat, in Regular Appeal
No. 92 of 1871, confirming the decree of the Subordinate
Judge of Balsar, ‘

The special appeal* was argued before WesTroee, C.J.,
aud LLoyp, J., on the 15th Apsi! 1872,

#a) 7 Bom. H. C. Rep. A. C.J.31. (b Ibid 32.
(c) 8 Bom. H. C. Rep, O. G, J. 140, 154, 155,



