Privy Council dppeal No. 52 of 1928,
Benyal Appeal No. 31 of 1926.

Raja Satya Niranjan Chakravarty and others - - - Appellants

Srimati Sarajubala Debi and another - - - - Respondents
FitOA

THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT FORT WILLIAM IN BENGAL.

JUDGMENT OF THE LORDS OF THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE
PRIVY COUNCIL, peuiverep THE 21st MARCH, 1929.

Present at the Hearing :
LorD SHaw.

Lorp DARLING.
Lorp ATKIN.

[ Delivered by LorD SHaw.]

In this appeal everything that could be said has been
cogently argued by Mr. Ifarwell. He has confined himself with
logical accuracy to the proposition set forth in the judgment of
the High Court, realising, as the learned Judges expressed i,
that * this is not a suit for ejectment on the ground of forfeiture,
but the real question in the case is whether the defendants ™
whom he here represents °* can exonerate themselves from the
liability on their personal covenant under the lease to pay the
rent by reason of this transfer 7 of the property. Thereupon
there arises the third 1ssue, the one which has been deter-
mined by the judgment of the MHigh Court. TUpon that
pomt their Lordships are not desirous of entering into the
subject at large, because. in their view, nothing has been urged
which weakens the force of that judgment or inchines their
lordships to sustain this appeal.

Their Lordships will accordingly humbly advise His Majesty
that this appeal should be dismissed with costs.  An application
for the filing of a supplemental record made by the appellunts
will also be formally dismissed with costs.
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