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The question in this case involves interests which are large
in pecuniary amount but the question itselt 1s simphcity. It 1s
this. and no other, namely, whether a certain transaction now
assailed, entered into by the manager of a joint Hindu family,
was or was not for the benefit of the estate of that family. On
that issue both Courts have found very clearly that it was, not
only what a prudent owner would have done, but that it was for
the benefit of the family, and, indeed. they go so far as to show
that that benefit was very large. In those circumstances their
Lordships would not interfere with the concurrent judgments to
that effect.
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That is the first point, and substantially the only point, in
the appeal. The other has reference to the enumeration of
certam mauzas and ancillary mauzas in a certain schedule attached
to the mortgage. Their Lordships see no ground for interfering
with the judgment of both Courts in that particular.

They will accordingly humbly advise His Majesty that this
appeal should be dismissed with costs.
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