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support this opinion, and I am not aware of any that are in
conflict with it. AIl of these judgmonts have not hecn reported,
buat it is quite sufficient to refer o tho following five rulings :
Queen v. Ramsoondar Shootar (1), Reg. v. Kashinath Dinkar (2),
Queen-Bmpress v, Krishna (8), Empross v. Behala Bibi (4),
Queen-Empress v. Lalli (5). Theso rulings extend over a period of
ghout nineteen years; and are by nine Judgos of three of the High
Courts. It is incrediblo that all of them ean have oseaped the
notico of the Legislature ; and it is thercfore reasonable to suppose
that the section would have been amonded had its meaning been
misinterpreted by so many Judgos of at least thres of the High
Cowrts in India.”

There are other cases to the same offect to which it is nof
nscossary to refer.

The convictions must he set aside and the appellants acquitted
and discharged.

5. C. B. Conviclion set gside.

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Defove Mr, Justice Pigot end Mr. Justice Stevens.

DEBI DAS CHOWDHURI (Pramnrirs) ». BIPRO CHARAN GIIOSAL
AND OTHERS (DEFENDANTS), #

Sule for arrears of rvevenus—©Sale of shure of Hindw widow—Aect XI of
1859, section 64— On the sale of & sharve in an estate for arrears of
revenue the roversion is lost.

Whera a ghare of an estate held by a Hindu widow was sold for arrears
of revenue it was contended that, under section 54 of Act XIof 1859, the

estate ncquired Dby the puvohuser lasted only ducing the lifetime of the
widaw.

Held, thet the purohaser did not take sny intercst limited to the life of
the widow, but that the entire share passed by the sale,

SaraNmANy, & Hindu widow, had & life interest in a share of

azemindari called Chandpara. Her shave haviug been sold by the

# Appeal from Original Decres No., 264 of 1892, ageinst the decree of J,
Whitnmm, By, Distriot Judge of Beerbhoom, dated tha 8th of July 1892,

(17 W.R.,Cr, b2. (2) 8Bom. H. 0, Cr, 126.
@) LLR,24l, 118, () L LR, 6 Culc, 789
(6) L L. R.,7AlL, 4.
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Collector for arrears of revenue, the plaintiff Debi Das Chowdhud,
who was the reversionary heir after the expiration of the widow’s

[

Crowpiun! interest, brought this suit after her death, alleging that, under the

VR
Birno
CHARAN
GHI08AL,

provisions of section 54 of Act X1 of 1859, as Satanmani had only
a life interest, the purchaser had no right to hold possession after her
death of that shave of the zemindari which had been sold. It wag
held by the District Judge of Beerbhoom that upon the sale of ths
ghare the reversion was lost. From this decision the plaintiff
appealed tu the High Court.

Baba Nelmadhubd Bose, Babu Hari Mohan, Babu Saroda
Prossana. Roy, and Babu  Karuna Sindhu Mukerjee for the
appellant,

Dr. Rash Behari Ghose and Babu Sarat Chundre Duttq for
respondent No. L.

Babu Promaiha Noth Sen (for Baku Sveenath Dass) for respon-
dents Nos, 2 and 3,

Babu Bepin Behari Ghose for respondent No. 4,

Babu Nulind Ranjan Chatterjee for vespondent No. 9.

The material portion of the judgment of the High Cowt (Picor
and SrEveNs, JJ.) was as follows :—

Prcor, J—We do not propose to call upon the respondents,
and we do not think that this is a case in which it is necessary to
put the parties to the inconvenience of awaiting a written judg-
ment.

It is not necessary for us to attempt any narrative of the cireum-
stances of the case which are somewhat complieatod in their detail
Those circumstances are fully set out in the judgment of the
learned Judge, and we have only to deal with four points which
arise upon the slatements of the learned pleader for the appellant
before us, and what we say will arise from the facts stated in tha
judgment of the learned Judge. ‘

The points with reference to Chandpara are two-fold : As to one,
it is said that the defendants Nos, 2 and 3 have not got as against
the plaintiff a good titls to the share held as a Hindu widow by
Balanmani, inasmuch as under section 54 of Act X1 of 1859 no
more than the right possessed by her passed to the purchaser, and
that her right consisted only of that Hindu widow’s ostate which
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of conrse ended with her lifo ; and that contenlion is founded upon
these words in sections 54 ¢ “ The purchaser shall acquire theshare
or shares subject to all encumbrances, and shall not acquire any
rights which were not possessed by the previous owner or owners.”
Tt is contended that here the previous owner having beon a Hindu
widow the purchaser did not purchase any estate which lasted
longer then her life-time.

We do not think that that is the meaning to be attributed to
{his section. The sale in question took place under the provisions
of section 18, which is applicable to sales of separate sharves in
respect of which separate accounts have beon kept. Section 13 pro-
vides that in such cases the Collector shall putup for sale “only
that share or those shares of the estate from which, according to
the separate accounts, ant arrear of revenue may be due ; * and the
final senfence of section 13 contains the words : ¢ The share o
shares sold, ‘ogether with the shave or shares excluded from the
sale, shall continue to constitute ono integral ostate, the share or
shares sold being charged with the separate portion or the aggre-
gute of the several separate portions of jamma assigned thercto. ”
We think that that passage in section 18 throws sufficient light
upon anything that is doubtful, if there be anything doublfxl, in
section 54, 1t is plain that as the result of & sale under section
113 it is conternplated that the whole share in respect of which the
arrear may have boen due shall pass to the purchaser ; and that
confirms the irapression which, upon reading section 54 alone, one
would he disposed to form with regard to its meaning that the
words “ shall not acquiro any rights,” in that section refer to the
acquisition of rights in respect of interest, such as encnmbrances or
the like, which are referred to in the previous phrase of that section.
Wo therefore are of opinion that the eutire sharc passed upon the
sale for arrears of revenue under section 54, and that the purchas-
er did not take any interest limited to the life of Satanmani.

[The remainder of the judgment proceeded on points not
material to this report, ]
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