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APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Mr, Justice Bamfhii and Mr. Justice Sliarfuddin.

1908 K E S H O B A T I  E ’- U M A E I

J e l .  19. «’■>
MACGlREaOR,*

Receiver—Beeeker’s aooounis—Directions as to, i f  appealable~ Oivil !Proeedufs 
Code, ss. 803, el. ( f ) ,  and 588, el. 24.

Directions given by a Oourt in passing receiver’s accounts are not appealable.

Appeal by tliG petitioner.
W. 0 . Maogregor, tke defendant-respondsnt, was appointed "by 

tlie Court the receiver of the Hundwa Estate, and acted as suoh. 
from the 22nd Decem'ber 1905 to tho 4th July 1906, on which 
date he was dismissed by the Court. But W , 0 .  Macgregor 
continued to act as the receiver up to the 24th October, the date 
on which be actuallj made over charge to the agents of Eani 
Eeshobati, the petitioner.

On the 31st October, 1906, Rani Keshobati Koer filed a 
petition in the Court of the District Judge, Santal Parganas, 
charging Mr. Macgregor with mismanagement of the Hundwa 
Estate in his capacity as ad iiderim receiver.

The Deputy Commissioner of Dumka by his order (dated the 
26th February, 1907) on the petition passed the accounts and 
gave certain directions as to further esamination of certain items 
of the account.

The petitioner, being dissatisfied with this order directing 
further examination, has appealed.

Babu Joijgopal Qhosha for the respondent took a preliminary 
objection to the hearing of the appeal, contending that no 
appeal lay under as. 503 and 588 of the Civil Procedure Code-

*  Appeal from Order, No. 95 of 1907, against the order of H. W. Scroope, 
District Judge of Santal Parganas, dated the 26th of February, 1907.



Directions by the Court may be necessary, but they are not isos
■appealable. K s s h o b a t i

Bahu Ltiehmi Narain Singh for the appellant. Section 588 K o m a b i  

of the Givil Procedure Code is comprehensive, but vague. Maogbbqob.
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E a m pin i and S ha rfu d d in , J J .  This appeal purparts to be 
•■against an order of the Deputy Commissioner of Bumka, dated 
the 26th February, 1907, in respect of certain accounts filed 
b̂efore him by a gentleman, who had been appointed ad interim 

receiver to a certain estate. This receiver has now been removed 
from the management and has submitted his accounts to the 
Deputy Commissioner, who has considered the acoounts and given 

■certain instructions with regard to them. Now the petitioner 
Eani Keshobati Kumari has appealed to this Court, saying that 
■she is not satisfied with the order passed by the Deputy 
►Commissioner on the 26th February, 1907.

A preliminary objection has been taken by the respondent to 
‘the hearing of the appeal, namely, that no appeal lies. The 
‘pieader for the would-b© appellant maintains that the order of the 
Deputy Commissioner is appealable under clause 24 to section 588 
of the Code of Civil Procedure. Clause 24 of that seotion gives an 
appeal against orders under section 603 of the Code of Civil Pro­
cedure. Now, the orders, which appear to be appealable under 
•section 603, are of four classesj orders appointing a receiverj 
secondly, orders removing a person, in whose possession or custody 
the property may be, from the possession or" custody thereof? 
'thirdly  ̂ orders committing property to the custody or management 
of a receiver, and, fourthly  ̂ orders granting to such receiver such, 
■fee or commission on the rents and profits of the property by 
■way of commission as the Court thinks fit.

The learned pleader for the appellant contends that the order, 
which, the Deputy Commissioner has passed, comes under clause (/) 
of section 503. But clause (/) of section 503 occurs in that part 
of the seotion, which enumerates the receiver's liabilities; and it 
•does not, it seems to us, contemplate the passing of any orders 
by the Court. This clause says that “ every receiver so appointed ■ 
cshall pass his accounts at such periods and in such form as the



1908 Court directs. No doubt, in passing the receiver’s accounts, thê  
Kbshobati Court may liave to give certain directions; but it does not appear' 

KuKAEi that these directions are subject to an appeal to this Court
aUoMKsoE. ĵjQer section 588,|clau8e (34) of the Civil Procedure Code.

We therefore dismiss this appeal with costs.
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Appeal dimissed.

s. u.


