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Before My, Justice Sale.

IS(;AN[CK LALL SEAL, Mmor, By @18 Nex? FRIEND PUNNA LALL ADDY
(Pratwrirr) ¢ SURRUT COOMAREE DASSEE, winow AND
ADMINISTRATRIX T0 TIE ESTATE AND EFFECTS OF PUNNA
LAt SEAL, DEOEASED, AND ANOTHER
(DEPERDANTS), #

Receiver— Attorney, Improper conduct of—dgreemaonts entered into with ong

party to o suit—Administrator-Glengral's Aot (det II of 1874)~TInfant.,

A Receiver appointed by the Court entered into two private agroements, ong
prior to, the other subrequont to, the date of his appointment, with one of the
dcfendants in the suit, restricting and controlling his powers. Neither
agrecent was ab any time brought to the notice of the Cowrt: Held: this
wis & gross contempl of Courk, for which the patios were liable to
committal. A Recoiver ia a servant of the Court, and has only such power
and anthority as the Court muy choose to give him.

Tans was an application in tho above suit by William: Henry
Ryland, the Recoiver of the moveable and immoveable estate of
Punna Lall Seal, deceased, for leave to lay cortain mattors before
the Court, and, snbject o tho terms and conditions of two agree-
ments, dated the 10th Septewber 1894 and the 4th Outober 1894,
so far as they wero not inconsistent with the order of the Court,
dated the 11th September 1894, to be allowed to act as Recaiver
of the estate.

The Receiver, William IHenry Ryland, was appointed by tho
Court Recciver of the estate on 11th September 1894, by consent
of all the parties in the suit; bul it appenrs that, at the time of
the order of appointment being made by the Court, two private
agreements wore entered into bebween Sreemutty Swrrut Coo-
maree Dassec, widow of Punna Lall Seal, ono of the defendants
in the suit, and W. H. Ryland, containing the terms on which
'W. H. Ryland was required to act a3 Receiver. The first agroement
was dated 10th Septembor 1894 and was drawn wp and prepared
by Mossrs, Remfry and Rose, attornays for the defendant Surrut
Coomaree Dasseo. Subsequently a second agreement, prepared by
the same firm of attorneys, slightly modifying the first agroement,

¥ Buil. No. 338 of 1883,
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and dated the 4th October 1894, was execnted by the same parties, 1895
W. H. Ryland and Surrut Coomaree Dassee. Neither of these pryuiox Lawr
pwo agreements had ever boon, up to the present time, brought to San

V.
the notice of the Court. SURRUT
o : . . CoOMARER
In a petition put forward in support of his application, ~pygses,

the petitioner W. H. Ryland stated :—

1. That, on the 21st July 1884, the Administrator- Geneml of Bengal
became the Administrator to the estate of Panna Lall Seal, deceased, under u
transfor of letters of administration made to him by the defendant Suerut
Coomaree Dasseo, the widow and administratriz of the ecstate of the
decoased, by a deed of transfer and other acts dono pursuant to section 31 of
the Administrator-General's Act LI of 1874.

9, That your petitioner was appointed mannger of the estate of Punna
Lall Seal in April 1894 under the said Administrator-General of Beogul,
acting as administrator of tho estate of the decensed.

8, That tho estate was then, and had been for several yenrs proviously,
jnvolved in a course of litigation, which litigation bas lately boen brought
to  close.'

4. That, while negotiations for a eitlement of the litigation were pending,
proposels were made by the defendant, Surrat Coomarse Dagsce, to your
petitioner for the appointment of your petitioner ay a private Roceiver to the
ostate, and such appointmnent was approved by the Administrator-Goeneral,
who agreed to make ovor the estate to your petitioner, upon an order being
abtained for the purpose.

5. That, provious to the order for appointment of your petitioner as
Receiver being appliod for, tho attorneys for Sarrut Ceomarce Dussec crusad
ta be propared an agreernent containing thie torme upon which thoy required
your petitioner to act as their Reepiver, and such agreement was signed by
your petitioner and bewrs date the 10th Septomber 1894, (a copy of which is
hereunto annexed and marked A.)

6. Thaton the 11th September 1894, a consent order was made in
this suit for the appointment of your petilioner as Recciver, (s copy of
which is hereunto nunexed and marked B.)

7. That the attorneys for Surrut Coomarce Dagsee, having alterwards
Buggested a modification of the agreement, your petitioner executed a furthor

Memoranduwm, which bears date the dth October 1894, (a copy of which is
hereunto anuered and marked (1)

8. Thatyour petitioner consontad to enter into the aforesaid agreement
with the objeat of protecting himself from unnecessary litigation, and without
intending that his dutics as Receiver should be affected in any way.

9, That your petitioner has given seourity to the satisfaction of the
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Registrar of this Honourable Court, but has not yet taken over chargs of the
estate as Receiver,

10. That the said Registrar, having been informed by your petitioner thyt
le had entered iuto the said agrecwment, said that the ngreements wers improper,
ead that your petitioner could not, as a Receiv cr, act under them,

11, That your petitioner has since been advised by Gounsel to lay the
matter before this Honourable Court.

19, That on the 26th March 1895 your petitioner wrote to the attorneys
of the defandant Swrrut Coomaree Dassee, agking them to move in the nlat’cer,.
but hag received no reply ; (¢ copy of this letter is hereunto annexed and
marked D.)

Your petitioner, therefore, prays for an order that he may be at liberty to
take charge of the estate and act ns Recoiver thoreof, subject to the terms of
the said agreements; so far ag the same may not be inconsistent with the
order of the Cowt, dated 11th Seplember 1894, or as far as tite terms of thg
gaid agreement may be sanctiona/, or for such order as, under the circuin.
stances hereinbefore stated, this Honourable Court may decwn fit.

The first agreement, dated 10th September 1894, between
Surrut Coomares Dassee of the one part and W. H, Ryland of
the other part, was as follows :—

# Whereas Babu Punns Lall Seal, who was one of the five sons of the
late Babu Mutty Lall Seal, of Colootollah, in Caleutta aforesaid, died, on the
24th day of September 1878, intestate, leaving him surviving the said Surrat
Coomarce Dassee, hig sole widow, o daughter named Nittomoney Dasses by
the sald Surrut Coomaree Dassee, and two grandsons and fve grandduughters
by the said daughter, and leaving considerable moveable and immoveable
property both in Caleutts and in different distriets of Bengal.

And wherens the said Surrut Coomares Dasses applied for and, on the 218}
day of January 1879, obtained letters of administration to the said estate
of the said Punna Lall Seal from the High Court of Judicature at Fot
William in Bangal in its Testamentary and Intostate Jurisdietion.

And whereas the said Surrut Coomaree Dassee entered into' possession of
the said estats, and, on the 26th of November 1877, she, in pursuance of an
anthority in that behalf given by the suid Punna Lall Seal, duly adopted
Manick Lall Addy, now Menick Lall Seal, as a son unto the snid Punns Iall
Seal, and the sail Manick Lall Sesl became entitled theréapon to his said
eslate oy his sole heir,

And whereas by an order made by the said High Court in the matter of
the seid Manick Lall Seal, an infant, on the 10th October 1882, the said
Surrat Coomaree Dassee was appointed the gunrdian of the person and estate
of the said Manick Lall Seal, subject to her giving security to the satisfction

of the Registrar of the said High Court, which she did on the 4th of April
1883,
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And whereas by a deed of assignment, dated the 21st day of July 1894,
the said Surrut Coomares Dasses purported to transfor to Mr. L. P. D
Broughton, the then Admivisivator-Geencral of Bengnl, all the estates and
effsots and interest vested in her by the said letters of administration, but the
gaid deed contained no specification of the said estate,

And whereas the suid estate of the said Punna Lall Seal hag been since
the date of the said deod and is now in the possession of tho said Adminis-
{rator-General,

And whereas the said Surrut Coomares Dassee is about to apply to the High
Court Tor an arder for the appointment of a private Receiver to be nominated
by her to tako charge of the entire estate of the said Punna Lall Seal, and that
the said Administrator-General should deliver possession thereof to such
private Receiver, :

And whoreas the soid W. H. Ryland has, at the request of thesaid Suremt
Coomares Dasses, agread. to act as snch private Roceiver ag aforesaid, upon
bis being so appointed by the said High Court, subject to the terms and con-
ditions horeinafter contained.

Now it is hereby mutually agreed between the said parties hereto as
follows =

1. That this sgreement shall only come into force and effect, when the
said W. H. Ryland shall be appointed by the said High Court Receiver of
the immoveable property and of the rents and profits of the immoveable
property of the said Punna Lall Soal, deceased.

9. The saidl W, H, Ryland, when so appointed private Recciver as
aforesnid, shall devote the ordinary business hours of the day to the business
of the estate of the said Punna Lall Seal.

3. The said W. H. Ryland shall be entitled, as vemuneration for his services
as such private Receiver ag aforesaid, to a salary of Rs. 500 per mensem,
and shall in addition be entitled to the uss, whilst he shall continue ag such
Receiver as aforesnid, of a carringe and horse, to be provided at the expense
of the gaid catate, and also to all necessary travelling expenses, when he may

“visit the Mofussil for the business of the said estate.

4, The said W. H. Ryland shall also, at the expense of the gaid estate,
be provided with suitable office accommodation and with & suitable and
necessary staff or establishment at Calentta, to enable him to efficiently
disoharge his duties as such Recelver. Tho lotal amount of the expenses of
such establishment at Caloutta shall, if necessary, be settled by the Registrar
of the High Court, when settling the order appointing the said W, H, Ryland
a8 such Receiver, ‘

5. All monies realized by the said W. H. Ryland in the said estate shall,
a8 received, be deposited in the Banlk of Bengal in the namo of the said

. W.H. Ryland, ag such Receiver as aforesaid, snd 2ll monies required to
be expsnded shall be drawn by him by cheques on such banking account.
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G. Thatafter providing for the maintenunce of the gaid Surrat Coomares
Dassee and of the said son, and the payment of Government Revenns and
cesses, Municipal rates, assessments, rents due to superior landlords, establih-
ment, law cbarges, repaits to houses, the interest on loans and other necessary
expenses, the suid W. H. Ryland shall, at the close of cach and every year,
invest auy surplus of the monies belonging to the said estate in Government
Promissory Notes of the 34 per cont loan, and which suid Government
geouritics shall stand fn the name of the said W, H Ryland ag such Recaiver
a8 aforesaid, and shisll be deposited for safo custody inthe family houge under
lock and key of the said Recciver,

7, All yeceipts for rents, whether of the Caleutta or Mofussil properties,
or for any monies whatsoover, payable to the said ostate, shall boar the
signature of the said W. H. Byland as such Receiver ag aforesnid, and shul]
algo bear the seal of tho said Surrut Joomaree Dasgee,

8. 'The seid W, H. Ryland shell montlly and overy month submit to the
sainl Surrut Coomarce Dassico o statemont of the receipts and disbursements
of tho snid eetate £or the precoding month for her information.

9. The seid W. H, Ryland will, in all important matters connacted with
the said estate, consult the said Surmt Coomaroe Dasseo, and keep her frowm
time to time £ully informed of the affairs of the said estato,

10. The said W. I Ryland shall have exclusive power to employ and
dismiss the servants of the said estate, and the said Surrui Coomares Dagsce
shall not in any way interfere wilh the authority of the said W. H. Rylwud
in this respect.

11, Should the said Surrut Coomarce Dassce be desitous at any time of
discharging the said W, I, Ryland as such Recoiver as aforesaid and of
appointing another Receiver in his place and stond, he, the said W, H.
Ryland, will not in any way oppose or object to any application which
may be made to the said High Court for such purpose, but if the said W, H,
Ryland shall, at the instance of the said Surrut Coomares Dasses, bo
discharged from acting as private Recoiver as aforesaid, within thres yeas
from his appointment as siich, then and in such a cago the said Sureut Coomares
Dassee shall pay to the said W, H. Ryland the sum of Rs, 6,000 as sad by
way of compensation, unless the removel of the said W.H, Ryland shall
have been brought abont by any sorious misconduct or niigimanagement on
the parl of the said W. H. Ryland.

A second private agreement, modifying slightly the torms of
the first agreement, was drawn up by Messrs. Rem(vy and Rose,
the attorneys of Surrut Coomaree Dasses, and executed by Surrub
Coomarse Dasses and W. H, Ryland, to the {ollowing effect :—

1. That the office accommodation of the sail W. H. Ryland refered to
in pore. 4 of the said agroewment shall be in Lhe vieinity of the residence of
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the said Surrut Coomares Dasgae, and in the event of a permanent family 1805
dwelling-house boing secured £or the residence of the said Surrut Coomarce m
Dasses and hor son Manick Lall Seal, suitable office accommodation sball be SEAL
provided therein for the said W. H, Ryland and his office staff. 7

9. Instead of investments in Government paper boing made at the close Cfgx\?:gfm
of the year by the sald W. H. Ryland, as provided for in para. 6 of the 1y,eqnm
gnid agrosment, they shall bo so made as opportunity shall from time to
time pertit.

3. In all other respoets the said agresment shall continne unaltered,

On tho 26th March 1895 a letter was written by W. H.
Ryland to Messvs. Bamfry and Rose ag follows :—

Mrssrs. Remrry & Rosm, 26th March 1895.

Dear Sing,—With reforence to your letter of the 23rd instant I am
mwilling to proceed with the application, of which I gave you notice, and
therefore withdraw it ; but I am advised that I cught notto act as Recoiver,
until the Court is informod of the position in which I am placed. As Recsiver
Ishonld, of course, endeavour to mest the wishes of the bencficiaries, as far ng
itis possible to do so, consistently with my duty as an Officer of the Court, but
Ihave been asked 1o consent {o terms which may not be regarded with
approval by the Court.  As T am advised that the Comt should be informed

of those torms, I shell be glad if you will take the inilintive and subwit the
matter to the Court.

This may be done by an application to the Cout, that L may be permitted
to tako ohargo, subject to the agrecment in queslion. Tn that caseI need
not even appear.—(Signed) W. I, Ryrano,

No reply to this letter was recoived from Mossrs. Remfry and
Rose, and, in consequence, en the 20th May, W. H. Ryland, through
his atforney, Mr. Swinhoe, served a notice on the attorneys of all -
the parties intorosted, and made this application to the Court.

Myr. Henderson for tho applicant, W. H. Ryland.

Mr. Cuspersz for tho Administrator-General of Bengal.

Mr, T. 4. Apear, Mr, Mitter, and Mr. Chalkravarti for Surrut
Uoomaree Dassee.

Mr. Garth for tho infant Manick Lazll Seal, and Messrs.
Gillanders, Arbuthnot & Co. (mortgagess).

[In the course of the hearing, Mr. Apear, on hehalf of Surrub
Coowaree Dassee, stated that she was prepared now to unre-
servedly withdraw the agreemonts, having regard to the views
expressed by the Court.]

Satm, J.-This i¢ an application by a Receiver appointed by
an order, dated 11th Septembor 1894, The object is to bring to
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the notice of the Court cortain facts conneeted with his appointe
ment, and to ask for the divections of the Court under the cireums
stances. The estabe in suit is the estate which was of the late Punng
Lall Seal. The plaintiff is his adopted son, having been adopted
after bis death by his widow Surrut Coomarce Dasseo. The suit was
instituted against Swurrut Coomares Dasseo for the purpose of
ohtaining aJministration of the estate and a declaration of the
plaintiff’s rights. In 1879 SBurrat Coomaree obtained lelters of
administration of her husband’s estate, and, by virbue thereof,
entered into possession of the estate and managed it from 1879 to
1884, Then by a deed, dated 2Ist July 1889, execuled by her
under section 81 of the Administrabor-Gleneral’s Act, IT of 1874,
sho transferred the estate to the Administrator-General, who, on
the same day, was also appointed Receiver of the estate and has
been in possession ever since. It appears that the Administrator-
General acted as Receiver until he was discharged by an order
dated 19th March 1888.

A decres was made in this suit on the 3rd of Decemher 1889,
declaring the rights of the plaintiff, as the adopted son of Punna
Lall Seal, and that Surrut Coomares was entitled o maintenance
oub of the estate, and divecting certain enquiries. This decres
was followed by various proceedings, to which it is unnecessary to
refor particularly, Tinally a scheme was proposed, by which it
was intended to raise a considerable sum of money for the purpose
of paying off the liabilities of the estate, and it was a part of the
scheme that for the fuiure the estate should be managed by a
Receiver to be appointed by the Court.

Under that scheme Mr. W. H. Ryland was proposed as a fit
person to be appointed Receiver, and it now appears that Surrut
Coomaree’s assent to his appointment was given on certain
conditions, then undisclosed, which were embodied in an agreement
signed by her and Mr. Ryland. It is not necessary to refer to
all the terms of the agreement. It is suffieiont to say that the
object was to place in the hands of Surrut Coomaree very extensive
control over the Receivor in the management of the estate. One
of tho clauses provided that all receipts for collection should be -

signed by the Receiver, and should also bear the seal of Surrut
Coomarpe, ’ ‘
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Another clause provided that Surrat Coomaree should have the 1895

right of dismissing the Receiver at any time, without objection on "o

his part, subject only tothe condition that, if she cxercised that SvEAL

right within three years from the appointment of the Receiver, she  gyppur

would pay him the sum of Rs. 6,000. . C%)fst;?;i?
When Surrut Coomaree applied for the appointment of Mr,

Ryland, as Receiver, she filed a petition, the 22ud paragraph of

which is as follows : “That your petitioner has arranged with

Mr. W. H. Ryland, of No. 15, Kyd Street, in Calcutta, who was

at the time of his retirement from Government service acting as

Superintendent of Stamps and Stationery, and who was formorly

for some time manager of the cstate of Baboo Gapal Lall Seal, a

co-sharer of the said Punna Lall Seal, and who has for some timo

past been the manager of the said estate of the said Punna Lall

Seal tnder the said Administrator-General, to act as such private

Receiver as aforesaid, subject to the sanction and approval of this

Honourable Court at a monthly salary of Rs. 500, a suitable

carriage and horse being provided for the use of the said Mr. W,

H, Ryland, and he being provided with suitable office accommoda-

tion, and a suitable establishment for both the Sudder and the

Mofussal kutcherries.”
Now I would observe that this statement of the arrangement

is wholly of a misleading character. The suggostion is, that thisisa

faiv and full statement of the arrangement ; whereas it is obvious

that tho most objectionable features of the arrangement are

omitted {rom that statement.

Upon the petition of Surrut Coomaree, to which no objection
was suggested, an order was made for the appointment of Mr.
Ryland as Receiver. Then a fresh agreoment was entered into,
which also was not brought to the notice of the Court, the effect of
which was to modify the previous agreement in some minor parti-
culars, Subsequently, but before Mr. Ryland took charge of the
estate, his atfention was called to the grave impropriety of the
Receiver having come to an arrangement with a party to the suit,
which had not been brought to the notice of the Court, the objeet
of which was to allow the parties, or one of them, opportunities of
very serious interference with the management of the property.
4 correspondence ensued between Mr. Ryland and Messrs.
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Remfry and Rose, the attorneys for Surrut Coomares, in whieh
Mr. Ryland insisted that notice of the agreements should be given
to the Court, and the Court’s directions obtained in respect of his
appointment, On the other hand, Messrs. Remfry and Roso, on be-
half of their client, insisted either that Mr. Ryland should ahide
hy the agreements entered into, and, “loyally,” as they put i,
carry them out, or resign his appointment.

There is one circumstance of which L was informed by Surryj
Coomaree’s Counsel, and have omitted to mention, namely, that one
of the original clauses of the agreement provided that the Receiver
should employ Messrs. Remfry and Rose as attorneys for the
ostate. This clause was objected fo and was properly struck out,
but it shows that, while it was intended to obtain for Surrut (oo-
maree an advantage in respect of the management of the estats, it
was also intended to secure to her attorneys a benefit in the form
of professional employment in connection with the estate.

Now the first question is as to what offect these agreements
ought to have on Mr. Ryland’s appointment as Roceiver. I have
no hesitation in expressing my opinion that the parties concerned
in moking the agreements were guilly of gross contempt of
Court, for which they were each and all liable to committal, Itis
clearly & gross frand on the Courtto put forward a person as
Recciver, who hns come to 2 secret arrangemont of this chavacter
with one of the parties to the suit. There can be no doubt that, if
hefore the appointment, the Court had been aware that the parties
intended by a secret arvangement between themselves to control
the conduct of the Roceiver, the appointment wonld nob have
been made. It cannot be too clearly understood that a Roceiver
appointed by the Court has only just such power and authority to
manage the property committed to his charge as the Court may
choose to give him. He is a servant of the Court and not of the
parties to the suit, and any interference with his management by
2 secret agreement, whether come to before or after the appoint-
ment, is nothing short of an interforence with the Court in the
management of the estate. The party so interfering renders
himself liable to the penalties of contempt. - The question however
is, whether, under the eircumstances, I ought to- allow ' the - fact
that the Receiver has, without the knowledge of the Comt,
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antered into these agreements, to operate as a permanent disqmali- 1895
feation. In the first place, when I indicated my views of these 37 ior Laiw
agreements, the parties at once oxpressed themselves willing to SE}“
withdraw them, and have done so. That iy a circumstance to Smir'w'v
which, I think, I ought to give due weight. Further, in the C(}gf&‘l"}:’”
affidavits filed by the Receiver and by Surrut Coomaree, they both
say in effect that they were not aware that, in entering into the
agreements, they were doing anything improper, nor did they in-
tend that the agreements should have the effect of iuterfering with
the due discharge by the Receiver of his duties, In a letter
written by Messrs, Remfry and Rose on behalf of Surrut Coomaree
to Messrs, Carruthers and Co., acting as attorneys for Mr. Ryland,
they say = “ It is to be vegrotted that it did nob occur to us, or to
Mr. Ryland, to bring the agreement to the notice of the Court at
the time,” Now if it be that the impropriety of conduet of the
parties in making these agreements was not present to the mind
of Messrs. Remfry and Rose, who are attorneys of experiences
it perhaps is not singular that it should not have oceurred
pither to Mr. Ryland or to Surrut Coomarec that they were
doing anything improper in making the agreements. They might
well have thought that if there was any impropriety in their
conduct, the attorneys acting in the matter would have been aware
of it,and have warned them. However willing I may be to accept
the assurances of Mr. Ryland and Surrut Coomaree that they
were acting bond fide in becoming parties to the agreements, I am
bound to say that I find it very difficult indeed to accept any such
assurance on behalf of the attorneys, That they should have been
unaware that there was anything improper in the ngreements
entered into by the parties with their assistance, is, I confess, as
incomprehensible as it is inexcusable.

Accepting, then, Mr. Ryland’s assurance that he was entirely
unaware that ho was doing anything contrary to or inconsistent
with the proper discharge of his duties as Receiver, and looking
to the fact, admitted on all hands, of his special fitness for the
management of this estate, it seems to me that I shall be doing the
hest for the estate, if I abstain from removing him from the office
of Receiver and permit him forthwith to fake charge of the
eslale. That is the order 1 propose to make on this application.

42
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1895 Mr. Garth applied on behalf of a corporation stated to have
Mamox Lacz advanced money in pursuance of the scheme, to which I have
S;i“‘ referred. I said then that I thought he had no locus standi. 1

Sorrur  am still of that epinion.

Q%ﬁgﬁf As to the costs of this application, they certainly’ought not to
be borne by the estate. 1 shall make no order as to the Receiver’s
own costs, but as regards the costs of the plaintiff and of the
Administrator-General, they must be paid by Surrut Coomaree,
who proposed the original agreement and adhered to it until the
hearing of the application, when it wag withdrawn

I feel bound to add, that if the attorneys in this matter had
done their duty to the Court, as they ought, this application would
not have been necessary, aud the parties would not have been
put to the costs occasioned thereby.
Attorney for the plaintiff : Babu Bhoopendra Nath Bose.
Attorney for the defendant,

the Administrator-General

of Bengal : Mr. Swinhoe.
Aitorneys for the defendant,

Surrut Coomaree Dassee : Messrs.  Remfry & Rose,
Attorneys for the mortgagees,

Messrs. Gillanders Arbuth-

not and Co. : Messrs.  Sanderson ¢ Co,

0. E. ¢ '

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before M, Justice Prinsep, Mr. Justice Ghose, and My, Justice Rampini,

3805 THJENDRO NARAIN SINGH (Pranvmr) o, BAKAT SINGH
e AxD oTuers (DEFENDANTS). ¥

Contract Act (IX of 1879), section 74—Penaliy—Suil by a joint proprisier
Jor arrears of vent—Bengal Tenoncy At (VIIT of 1885), section 29
(0), Kabulivt emeeuted prior to—Covenant for a higher m#a—-Bengal
Act VIIT of 1869, section §.

In o Zkabuliat executed in 1881, it was stipulated that, upon the expu'y oE
the term of seven years fixed t,helem a fresh lease should be executed ; that,

* Appenl from Appeliate Decree No. 2330 of 1893, against the deoree of
Babu Huro Gobind Mockerjee, Subordinate Judge of Blagalpore, dated the
31st of August 1893, affirming the decree of Babu Uma Chwrn Kur, Munsif -
of Modhepura, dated the 4th of March 1803, ‘



