]
g&ll

Y RPN BT DK DL THE
—EHLE.E‘FJIZ‘I IDOWT—

EPN

LI

. RN GBI OWTDRE T o 1RO TE
. 25 5 1 HOWHL & #r 7= K

. i

25!:1»—4

I.1EL®IC

ARE, 1872 44 ¥ 21 (The Indian Contract Act, 1872, BUFTIEA ¥
FRRLE L £LT 5) ORTEPYOBIZHIN (consideration) & %3R5 2 I
R B0 2 D2 HED D EDTH S 25 5 1 HICHEMNE ST, £ VK
DA L B HBIORERZ DO, ABEEIHHREED TR SN6R
ThoTdh, TNPBHFHEINTHFHICBWTREN, 222 THWITELWEH
BRSO M HZ OB THRZRENE (natural love and affection between parties

(1) The Indian Contract Act, 1872 (Act No.9 of 1872), s.25(1) : "G Z LD
T SNEEBEIVTOLRGEZBRVWTHENTHS) (1) ZOAENIHIMITE
WTHHREE N, ZEL Yo TLEOEFHICH L N2 ELTVS ?ii@T“C“%?ﬁ
éh“(:}ﬂ) VJ‘OEU‘ ELWBRICE DO MEZ OB THRLEHO 2 10% S
NTWw a4 (it is expressed in writing and registered under the law for
the time bemg in force for the registration of documents, and is made on ac-
count of natural love and affection between parties standing in a near rela-
tion to each other; or unless) ;
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standing in a near relation to each other) ; (ZHED W THR EN TV B HEITIEH
KELTOMENEATHLDELT WS, T THESN TV S EER

DOBEFND 2 BHFHEMOEHER L Vo 72— DO BREDOTRTHET 2 B %
BWHE, 42772 FEIZBWTHERMME (good consideration®) 7z L&
FMFIA (meritorious consideration) &M, IEY - B—LdT o (74
E3EW MR E 3 SR THRNE),

R LT v FERE 25 £ 1HIZ - EOMRICH 2 4HFMoOBHR
ZRBEITHED BRI RIS L TR 220550 ThHY, —iib LA
YT FECE RN ABHETHLLE) 2 LTELW, LirL,

WCEEDPPIRICBOTHLPICLTWAE LG, bdi A v gk
OPIER (1866 45) ZRIE L7200 Y FUFEDAL ¥ FERREAICE - T
FIRDEANZ A 2 i 2 BIs i & LT TREHORER, &) HEN
HEIELAY (contract under seal) (x5 A0 L LTRES LTz
2O, BUTHIED TERGEN, FHIZ, 1 ¥ FEHOEFHROH © L4l

Y FHEZOFERITHS U TRHRERED LB L T 2 73505 O
LD, BEGEFICL2ENEHHTL2L0L LTEMENIE G TH -
720 TOREFE LTA ¥ FEYBIIHAZICHLY T2 L 9 2RO FHI~

(2) 73 good consideration (& HRGHNOMIZE R BN EFRT 2 HED R
bNhb t&b(j?%%ﬁﬁ'éo

(3) Hifis A ¥ FEMBEICBIHMEBLE—A ¥ 7T ¥ FEKELR LOMEDITFIZ
DWT — [EES 436 7 75 H (2023 4F) 112-19 H,

(4) FHA ¥ FIFRO I ¥ U —I1TEASNIA ¥ FEYEZ T 50T, 20
HEZOTHEIIBIT /M0 TE#EIL, 2kEdsd0L LT, &FiliF
PI X < —RWEICH S 2 —E5, MEERFHEER 67515 9H (2017 )
17-22 H,

(5) Hliks T18724E A ¥ FEKEE 63 ST —EHWA LR (2 - 58) — B
SHERS 132 % 10 % 127 | (2015 4F) 131-33 Ho

(6) Indian Law Commission, Second Report of Her Majesty’s Commissioners
Appointed to Prepare a Body of Substantive Law for India, & c. (1866), 7.
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£ FERPU BT B HE LR

DM RPN LR K720 TH Y, H1HZEL 25 FHREDE T OB
AHTHEL L2 WIRY, HRZEDLZWHRICEHE LToOMENE525 2
EWTER GV A V75V FIECBOTREBHGEEOF X2 WA Z Lick
D, A ¥ PGP 25 EEDLMBOEEIENCRO TR N Z2 52 2
CEDBWRRLZOTH Y, THEBET TR ITHIA S 2 Bist (strictly
limited exceptions) 4V & X % o

AR Z D X ) I MMBINDALE & 9 FEHRIZ B W TR & g 12
YA Y FRMEORMAERIIRE LT, MAIKICHIR SN2t S I 22 %
K eRo 72BN HETH S 25 KL 12 A ¥ FOMBBHAFTSBED X H I
BHLCTEZOP L) MEEZHET 5, LTTIEEYT "THRZEWH, ®
TELWEIR, Lo 25 R 1HOFELRBEMERED X H A ¥ FOHBIIZ
BOWTHEREINTE 200w ) HEHRT S (Do 4 ¥ FEKLIIHIE
o THREZFERLTBY, 2 oRBUERFREORTHERNYLLELDOD
EDOTHBIZEDPIDLLT, TNLOEERNLEMENED L) LEREA L
TVLDOPIZOWTHRICEE o LERPFAEL T v, Thid 25451
THOBHADEE & 72 o 72 B O 7% SITRER L TW AT H 5 D Th 525,
ZO—oOPFEREDZRZDDN, 4 ¥ FOFEAFHI N E TIZFEBE DM
T2 L) VL OPOHPIEMAERESETEILTHEO®, K
TRIOL) ZHBFEHO—D L LT—MOERYHZDL D2 FR) =K
ELTHKRET 2 —HOHPBIORMEZHS2IIT S (D,

(7)  Frederick Pollock & Dinshah Fardunji Mulla, The Indian Contract Act
(1905), 124.
(8) #d—fl& LT, Yoshihide Higa, “Consideration and Registered Writing in

the Indian Contract Act” 7 Delhi Law Review (Student Edition) 186 (2020)
S,
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. BEARBZERICOVTORE T - HRROARTE

ZITE THRAGZEN BIO TELWERL &) A v N 25 4
VIHA RS 2 BRI BB HAINIC L o TED L ) RSN TED
PEMEET Ho BIRD X H 1T, IO OFHEMEFELHAL L 7z 2 gl o
HTMAONTZSDTHY, LodEEI R L2 187244 7 9
HoA ¥ FBUFLESHZIBVWTRETONIBIETH 72720120, %
DHNFIZOVWTET LY TaalasMrbhizbiy Tl ar ol L72hio
TVEREDPS NS OFFEMFOBRIZOVTTFEHA) 2155 2 L I3#HL
{, ZOMROZEIESEHFTOFIZRZRONIZOTH 72,

(1) FELVER

MLV BIFR (near relation) 5 BEAFIZEY L Cld 2 OHEPH 2 W3 % WIR 72 Skt
AR LZZHABNIRFICAFAEL TR WL ) TH D, Lz > T, 1 ¥ FEKE
25 % 1HO T CTHY oMK 2 ENT 2 8FHT1E, &) bIFECAOHFIEL %
W L=V =Y OHBITIE, ANEEZREIZEDPND Z LR 5,
BEAED A ¥ FOHBNI BN CRBEDMHD D 572, B 5\ IdwH T aelk
RHRE T AW R SNy — AL LT, PR AL, B
i (@) REEH OO, (b) BFHO, (o) WpEH 2, (d) Wik, ()

(9) Abstract of the Proceedings of the Council of the Governor-General of Indi-
a, Assembled for the Purpose of Making Laws and Regulations: 1872, vol.
11 (1873), 374.

(10)  Poonoo Bibee v.Fyez Busk, (1874) 15 Beng.L.R. App.5; Rajlukhy Dabee
v. Bhootnath Mookerjee, (1900) 4 C. W.N. 488.

(11) Appa Pillai v.Ranga Pillai, (1882) 1.L.R.6 Mad.71; Saroj Bandhu
Bhaduri v.Jnanada Sundari Debya, A.1.R.1932 Cal.720; Prince Khan-
derao Gaekwar of Baroda v.Commissioner of Income Tax, Bombay City,
A.I.R.1949 Bom. 17, Lalit Mohan Duitta v.Basudeb Dutta, A.I.R.1976
Cal. 430.

(12) Bhiwa Mahadshet Takate v.Shivaram Mahadshet Takate, (1899) 1 Bom.
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A ¥ FEREC BT 2R R OLE
WERDOMOEBARSNE W, TS OEFNIEARMICMARKEILRATTRD
bNB7® 255 1 HOMH Ld 2R EMEI WL T2 5. 72720, 7
T === FERKIZ X % Sarfaraz Ali Khan v. Ahmad Kamil Mustafa
Khan W4 (1944 48) 13, [FJE 0 W B T OBERGEEE 25D CEEHW
DOEBITENINZ 52 72FHTHBH, —HIEIXOHHEDOTTH L DIIx L
T I XDBREOHENTTH Y, KIEOHHF L TIXD o 7275~
PHIEL WIS —ATH otz MEHid BELWER &) miionTid
WICE U oo, MERORI 2RO 5I12H 72> TENHFHKRREMHEIC
HKOLBDTHB LV HREITHTEBH IO, ZHIEWHE DA L EILRE
ZHiRE L7z ETOHMTH o2l TR D0 ZDXHIT, AL EBEED
KRB VT T L b 2 BRI ER SN TW AW E TR %o
ZIUTH LT, BURBRICH 2 BHFH O — 22BN TILT LI
LR ESRE SN TR 2 b TR AR, 255 1 HOBHAPEES L
72— A& LT, Bz Nisar Ahmad Khan v. Rahmat Begam V¥
(1927 45) IZBWTT 7 FE#IE, EOWBUIA L TRIER O S35 %
FEFICE o TR SN2 E W) HRIZBWT, TAR) 20 ADOTHILZE
DROBIKTH Y, FAIFWOIWIZE > TELVERIZEDOBFHEZTH S

L.R.495; Venkatasamy Naidu v.Rangasamy Naidu, (1902) 13 Mad.L.]J.
428; Vijaya Bamraj v.Dr. Sir Vijaya Ananda, A.1.R.1952 All.564; Mohd.
Moinuddin v. Mir Ahmed Ali, A.1.R.1965 A.P.409.

(13) Mania v. Deputy Director of Consolidation U. P., A.1.R.1971 All. 151.

(14) Ranganayakamma v.K. S. Prakash, (2008) S.C.C.673.

(15)  A.I.R.1944 All 104.

(16) Id. at para.15. 7272L, FE»HiTlE TESOIEEICBIT S love and affection
EDOWTOEZM LS (recital) IZEEICHEHETH Y, THRBEOHFOEE
FERD THD LV FEMICEDL T L IR AT D 5 W, L72hi- T
AT LFAEFITITA R A2 MY 2K (valid and adequate consideration)
WHo7zEHRTH, LENTBHBY, love and affection 25% K % HEK 5 % 2
DEIBRBERS>TVS,

(17)  A.I.R.1927 Oudh 146.
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ERELZTNE RO, LHRLTWS, HIZ, evx—F %L FIFF7
— 3 2 %3P Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev W PIIFEDO WHF 1725722 A
DNYOFRDOEOEEONNIDMEL o lzlr — A ThH o720 HF ORI
DIl HAAEDOR L ZiEE T AABENT 2EENEHFINTL V)
FEICBWT, H&EHKIE THEREIEMICBWTEHRENTEY, »OBhH
VIZELWBRICE DM HAFEOBMOHRALREHROZ IR EN/LLITH
5090 LHGRLTW A, FHUSH LT, Pratima Chowdhury v. Kalpana
Mukherjee @ | Pt (2014 4E) 1 ZBTADFEBORIE Y IZHLTADEX
PABEDREEZEREL TV E W) F—ATho72h, kEBIIX LY
OB O L WBEREEZBEL TWhH, ZOHBII Mz TIHBROPTH I
VEIRRIZH B0 EHE V) HAEVEDDORDTL 2o TWVAH L) TH AW,
7512 BT XY M AB OB B4R & B v T4 < AR 7 BIAR P 27 AE
LTwhrofb ) HFEDIHETEEREINTBY@®, Zhiud "LV
Ry OFBEBIIUzo TELT LOBEUW AW L SN TninEn) 2L
bbb, TORICHELT, Lit7 7 FE#&KD Nisar Ahmad Khan v.
Rahmat Begam Y\ BT 5 TiloFmdiEH S5,
FZ DGO ERIMERDFHFIC B Tk & 2o TV AHERIZIE,
THELWBRICVEOUFH,) L) BEED2 T TEVHE
W ZERT 20089 IR 2EA8H5 L9 THLH, Frild
ZOBREOERIZOL ) BB THDOLNLERETERVE VI E
WCh s, BURRPEH LOBREICZWETZENZNTH BH WIS
FELVEIR (near relation) 1270 % 9 %% { OFBIHEH 50,2

(18) A.I.R.1986 H.P.9.

(19) Id. at para.7.

(20)  (2014) 4 S.C.C.196.

(21) Id. at para.28.

(22) Nisar Ahmad Khan v.Rahmat Begam, A.1.R.1927 Oudh 146, 146-47.
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£ FEFPUC BT B ME LR
Dbk X9z, NELWERS OREICIZLT L b PR FEEIHBNIC X
STIEENTETVEEIFVRT, BLAEDDIF L -V = IIBVT
EECHFTIC & 2 BN RFERIC L o THET L oW T b5 WhEMEA
WEEZ D 255 1 HMHMHNOBEANITT 2R N0 hETchs L
AN, FBECERLMRONME 5252 LI —EDEKEDTD %
bOLFZ 505, MW THMELIEEOARIE I T WREEZEHLZ ) DOTH
D, 25K 1HO T TOEERMMEZHTHENE LR 5,

(2) HALEN

TER %% (natural love and affection) ; BFIZE L CIIEMAIIC DD
WWHBI S ENTEZE®, — DA NH v ¥ EEKIC X D Rajlukhy
Dabee v. Bhootnath Mookerjee V)P (1900 4F) IZPEPIHEETHLHS
DFELOJIFIILEIZY, SRR ZOBOKERO LIV ERE T SiEH %
BELI2EV) T —ATH DD, BGiEHFITIZLNDPMER SN IZE - 2fE
L LT ADOHORARIEIEICOWTE LS, ThzEKE LTERLE
BRSNS N TV, TOREFICBNTIEA v FEKD
25 % 1 DRI DWW TG RIS HRZEN 2 BURISRUE L5 BHIR S
NTWOTH2EA, LHFEZFAVAy ¥ ERE, Z0L9 % AR
FUFLHEOEX M LES (recitals) ICHLTIERNTH S L) ICHRZ
%, LTRIF TV, § b bR FF MO OIS E L
TUEABEITONILEIIE 255 1HO THARAREHO 21, L) HE

(23) Frederick Pollock & Dinshah Fardunji Mulla, The Indian Contract Act (2nd
ed.1909), 155; Avtar Singh, Contract and Specific Relief (111 ed.2013),
141-42: Anirudh Wadhwa (ed.), Mulla, The Indian Contract Act (15% ed.
2016), 120.See also A.C.Patra, The Indian Contract Act 1872, vol.1
(1966), 521 n.9.

(24)  (1900) Cal. W.N. 488.

(25) Id. at 490.
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Taii7. S e\ E DI o 720 F 72 2 OHBNE IR E & v ) B Tk
LB, Zf a2 BfEcH 2 4 FEOMIIBNT THRLREWE, OfF
TERELZDDTHY, WEDEUPMIDOLDTHL I EERLIHIL
LTHEHENL®, Zhix LTHR Y XS &3O Bhiwa Mahadshet
Takate v. Shivaram Mahadshet Takate @V H]H: (1899 4E) IZB W T, 4
HEMOMBEE B E L TER S NG EOMI A HBED FTHE ST
Who RMFICBITALHEFIEDOWRTH - 7275, KMFEEGEICESL T TICW
FEIABEDOIRIRE O o THRFINTH - 720 FFRRISB W TR L 22 A& 4
B 132 OB MEAB DT ORH %2 FEIGEET 5 2 L 2R L T
720 TOEHIZ, EBAMOBHOMEOI-0DEEH THRREN, Bt
ERRTLHZONEVHI IO E, ZIZF UKo VG v & @mike KX
A EBITIE BT O % 7R L 72,

A Y FOBRIFMOBHEOHBNC X o THE SN0, BIREZRHBIZ
B Ui (F722 3B BH ) 27 L WBLE, B 280N
PIR OEFA—FUIKIA L LTRH SN/ L EEXA VO TH S0, LT
A ¥ FOEHFNIAGH K TR S W28 0M N % 25 % 1HO T T
BHETLEMZRLTEL, BlziE, 7I—/"—N— FEED Mania v.
Deputy Director of Consolidation U. P.2® gt (1971 4) 1%, HEHITIZTH
RIS 2 ATBUE T (Deputy Director of Consolidation) ¥ 125}
TLHEBEDOHNTIIHEDL D TH - 72h®, &2 TRAIKE OK S DR
D72 IR B8 S N7z LR IS AiFE o dFbh iz, [HEE#
&, WEOR A BAREHTAXIC (ERtizad) Ao ME#EELL

(26) Pollock & Mulla, supra note 23, at 155.
(27)  (1899) 1 Bom. L. R. 495.

(28) A.I.R.1971 All 151.

(29) The Constitution of India, Article 226.
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4 ¥ FERPECBIT BN 0L RE
CLEEBAIAMELTHFBEL TV EZZFTX DB OOIEK
L72bDTHhY, XHEEIZ2,500 VE—%xlie LG EEBE LR TW
7oo L2 LEBIZIEEEREB 2L TEST, XIEBITKH L THEE
FEONEH L 2RO THFaREIRE L Tz, FE LM FES S L0
TR DEEFEN S DN TV L HEPTH Y, UG TOMHEIHEE %5
72 h, [EANEB O Z B0 ¥ 21T 720 X IZX 2HEEDH
MCERZF72T7 === FEEE, #ms L CERsZEsIhTnn:
WHIZDOWTOVAERIES X I2H DL LTENE RS o2 X OFR
ZBIF72OTH 57205, FROLIIRICEDOHDPVFEEI N LTh Lk
25 5 1 HIC X o C LitiEHEOR N HE SN S FHR L7z,

TR B TREF I EHKINGEHEFTH Y, Thud—Toliitks
ST DUk O 72 0 IER SN TWwWD, b LiR# (coercion or
duress) D FERALBIF SN D THIUE, SFEMTE 25 51 HIC
Lo THIN—ZINTEY, LEIAWTANTI > THREN TS X
ICHEORHWS LKL DN 2572072 LTHEMHE IS5 V4
WHDEBRRELTHS ) o460
COEHCTT— == FE#HIE, BITTEHFOMUTIEELTREN
TEBEICOE THRREN, BMEmMT eIz e 7, 72506
LLChfoe~—F v 7957 - 2HED Ram Dass v. Kishan
Dev GV (1984 4F) I2BWTH, FIMHMOEED THRREN, (2D
CHDTH B LHREINT20 KMOFERURIZOVTIED 2REBRT VS
A5, BELERICL o 2B A DBEEMBATH > 7200t LT, B
FARLLS>TOHRDBRIIH 22 HBETHY, HTAPERLIZEVI#E
ERIICHEDOF L5 a5 o Tniee KMERIEZOHFEHIT 272012

(30) Id. at para.14.
(31) A.L.R.1986 H.P.9.
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NOERELOMBEAZITTHRILLIZDDTH- 72, WkTIE THRLE

) OREIZDERD L HIZHNSENT W5,
FEFECREICHRI L2 & 912, EEIZROMA TIEZ%  Smt. Durgi
(B2 E) ISV BIFRICH - 72 (nearly related) e €)WV ) DL
LT, EREOWLEEUFENTE LG SE L L) g
B2 DBICMBRICER LD DL FERNTFTEIVTHS ), Smt.
Durgi ®BAEIT0 L TR AT, € OBROREESE & Z1
DOWBEOT THRLIPERE S ICL > TIREIN B EICAE L E
BRLZOVPIELTH DL, URFED] HHFICL > TIELL bl
LNTW5h, (Hg)

B WD W LA (settlement) 2SRRI Y FH B TG+ % Y
FTHEDDLDTH o722 LI VI, MEEIFEmICHBNT
BEENTEY, »OBEWIELVERIZOLHEZOMOHK
GEHOACLEINTZLITHE, TORWRDOAEDL ST, 72& 2
FEEIZL o TS OEEWNZHNRPZI bR T RnwDEE LT
b, MM HEEE TR S NAABEICOE 350 1 OFRbL 3R
AT 5,02

PEDOXICBAETHLTLE THRAEN OfIIEHK - ShTuino
ThH DD, KT T2 LR EMOMFMIEHMOEEDOLEITE "THREGE
T, BHOTRRFEE SN RESFHVEST 25, LirL, BETIEED
DI REMOLGEICE LTI ZOMEZm L5 FERPZ L RoTwd, T
DRIIRETRD TR LS5, ZDIMEIE I D Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev
HPIZBWTLAOND, Tabb, Eiis AT O &M 5 O H b
CER LG ROTHHH, 22TO TURHE) BHEICL > THIZ, K

(32) Id. at paras.6-7.
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A ¥ FEKEITBIT B W OZETE
BEORKE OB TOFM L KIFOMRAED 720 DI (arrangement for promot-
ing peace and good-will) (ZZ N HAERDKIEN OIS (family settlement) D
FH 7 # A (good consideration) T 2 LB 5H N T 2% 63 Ly A
HEREERERFOIL E LD,

M. 254 1 HOWEBL & F7z 8K

L% Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev ¥l BIFHre<x—F ¥ )V - 7537 =¥
2B, —EOEBBARIC O BHEDF O DO 72012 KR Z D
T AT o e BEEFMIC L 2 E5ED THRREN, Bz -ddb0L LT
AV FEPBEBFTHICESEENE LTORNIEZELLZ b DL L7225,
877 C 1) T B DS RN T O & K IF OARAEZ A R 7 K R
(good consideration) T&H 5 L¥RLAZ LM, »OZDmEHEMNIZE
BLTWb, 2L 7Ty FECBWTHRERME (family arrange-
ment) 2BV TIEHREHORAEMES D 2 BERM SN TWE60, Lol
b LERHE R LEER O (family settlement) 35 |2 33\ TRy it
WX BRBENOTFHDOREE V) BIWZD S DA A ¥ FIE AR =K % i
WLBZ0TH L LTI, TIEFEENICHERNNE AR K E LK
ETHLDTHDLET R Do BITA ¥ FETIEFMER E LIS B SR AT R
SNTBLTHETHIHREE SNTWD 720, FFINIVEIC X - THmRE

(33) Id. at para.6. & Z TIIM A CTH WIS Latif Jahan Begam v.Nabi
Khan, A.1.R.1932 All. 174 Z#EH L7z LT3,

(34) B Z ISR O U ERKHOIRMITICET 2 V-V ERM L2 — AR 6N
% (483 3 - #fE 115-19 H) o

(35) ZBIOXMRTHWLNS family settlement DFFIL, WbWAA V7TV F
WIMER I B B RIEF AWM R E D £ 9 e SNZERTTIE R L,
family arrangement & [ZIFEIBICH VSN TV S, # 2 1F Tapash Gan
Choudhury (ed.), Mitra’s Legal & Commercial Dictionary (6% ed.2006),
3451213 "family arrangement/settlement; &\ IHHA TSN T 5,
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FPEREN TV EHAOGETEVWRY, XNz RShinwZ L
X% 50 SATT 2RBENOHSFORIE BN E LWk KR O BR %
BRICEICABOBGAIIIMKA L LTA v FEHTE 25 4 1 HIC X 558k
HHOBZ W2 TLESDHLDIEET DL, TNTIEIRRNT VA% ®RT
560 IZKATT 2 FOFAMLRIAENTIE R, ZOL) B —ATh
CELREDOFHMOKNYEZ BOMRD L) VHERDE DO THIEED, b
FR 25 R 1T HIIAELE W) ZLIlh->TLE )

CZITIEZH LA v FEKE: 25 5 1 HOBROWEL 2 W hE & § 2 Kk
MECETA2HBOREMEZ LT Z &I LA, T, R Ram
Dass v. Kishan Dev IO 58 O #kam O iz i 2l - 72 T (1D, [
FAICEIT AR EBAB L TN ER T A AT O E RS (2), HIZ,
PENEBRAN LR E L CORKENDOTHIOMRME,, &) Fefllh % Kk
ED Nk % 2 CTHIRT 2 EFEDHEBIVAAE L T B DT, TOHH % i
WHERRT 2 (3),

(1) HE : WD B IEHEDVT

%9 I3t Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev FFOJEHTIE, RKIEMHEIZHB W T
BEBEOTFHOFEB L W) HWZDObODHE %5 &) iFEmoins L
TT 7 ——N— FE#IZ X 5 Latif Jahan Begam v. Nabi Khan®® ¥k
(19314F) M ENTD D LBRENTVLDTE), ¥ ROMERD 54
D5 LI L7, A ELEHSE O LT L BHBERICSH 57228, £

(36) 72721, KIEMNOHFRIOMRAE L 5 HRILIZ X % B 5 REOIE LI HED
b LN\,

(37) FD &) i i¥xkA DL LT, Latif Jahan Begam v.Nabi Khan, A.l
R. 1932 All. 174, para.19 ZH,

(38) A.L.R.1932 All. 174,

(39) LRt 33 &M,
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4 ¥ FERPE BT BN 0L RE
b ROTEMENRIFIRBICD > 720 WHIREFETOLICRS L%
PR LTSI LTEH 30 VE — &8 2179 BEICTHER LT
Wize RREHIZROTTICIIR ST (Zodsk4tE (condition precedent)
THRVEEARHRIZE o TRESNTWVA) WO, FRi#Hiciio < &80
bITbNadoltzd, FEEFRLVGEFBOLICEFHRK L, B
(2% ThHHEFHIEHEEIHHRER A LEETH L & LTRE
DIREFEHL-OTHEHH, EFz2d727 77— == FERIIHOH
# (nudum pactum) &\ ) BEHEOFIREZBRIT TS, ZoOMPE LTI, 5
LICH R OHIEIZRE OB TH R L o> TH O TR 5% Vil
BEHZONG ozl EBBRRENLDTH 505, FHUTHWTRIZHEED
FEFROONIZE LT BRAAROMNINFRO LML FHREIALTW
o DEDORILL SNTWE DN, WEBEIC L % Khwaja Muhammad
Khan v. Husaini Befam“W¥|gt (19104) TH b, 72721, ZOHHNIH
HB & Filiat D 5B AT ORE IS & 453 L 72 BISHIER O ACBL (Betts) A5t
OB LTRSS R & LTl Ui 12882179 BRAL
TV LT, HE#EOFEEsHERERIMHEREfTo72r —AThH
D, BEHEOZKROBER (privity of contract) & DR EAEONFE T
HTWEEOF RO BSHEEE 2o Tk 25, BHELNREKIZL -
THEDOFEREVRD LN VI D TH D, L7zd> T OREBHIF
FRIH ORI & V) BB BT 5720052 IE 13720 2 20wb o
Thotzo T LIATHHEBOREFEF T EHH L OV EO>OMILE LT
BEBFELH L7200, TERAKRAR IR E LTORBKEOTHL Lwv)
Z2)ITHo7

T4 OBRTIINFAHOMGNIRKEH O PD (family settle-

(40) Latif Jahan Begam v.Nabi Khan, A.1.R.1932 All. 174, para.12.
(41) (1910) L.L.R. 32 All. 410 (P.C.).
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ment) OMERKEZFO T2, ZIE5H7Z D) OREORHEKE O Tl
ENTBY, ZOHMIFEHOPWTH % Latif Jahan Begam &L
DKo Akhtar Ali Khan OB O KA OARHAE (promote goodwil) T
272
Ky DIFAER, 1] & DO W EENOFRMED FIRIZRKIEI O BP0
DB & o TREMWTIE A\ WO D B K8 DR IEORE R
OETHIEI, TNAZOMIKE OB O & KIFOMRAE (pro-
mote peace and goodwill) D722 SN TV AHLAEIIE, THEK
ARG %3 2 5 A% %% (good consideration) T %o Kl
5E (family arrangements) DA IEBHFTIZHE O/ (quantum of
consideration) % ZAIZEME I HRBZVWE V) DV EE o 72
EOHRAITH %42
Z 212 Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev HlIRDJEH#HEAMKIL L 72 KRN TD TP
ERFOMAE &) EBSHN TV A, EIB AT ICD X Mk T3
B E 72 2 HPNIZET SN TR Wwds, TITA ¥ 7T v FECBIT A KIE
IS 2 HBIEEHE S SHEHICE2NM TS I EIEHATH LW, Ll
7z BV CHMORBZICAS NS, REHE B TEERINE
Wok, #MEE Liwvew) £, 1901 v 75 Y FEIZBTS
KR E ST 5 REM BB OV L DTH B Williams v. Williams ¥
ITHCONAEEXRLFERTH LA, THEILTHEY HL T THHROMY
PEZOVTHRZZD DTH o TRENO P E KIFZ Db D&KL LT

(42) Latif Jahan Begam v.Nabi Khan, A.1.R.1932 All. 174, paras. 18-19.

(43) FEOFHE ) RIF[BIRERHEICHET 2 18O 7 4 7 1+ LoHpIzDH
RoNhbe See, e.g., Stapiltion v.Stapilton (1739) 1 Atk.2, at 11: "= 2
4 7 4 FHIEEATEN (family arrangement) % AT 5 720D & 50
IEY B E FICANKIEDO R 2T 5 THS ) 10

(44) (1867) 3 Ch. App. 294.
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A FEFPEITBIT B W OZETE
D7D TR L IEF 2 B\

ORI T < 20 A I IC#E AN 72 Jnanendra Nath Chaudhuri 12 &
54 Y FOKRIZET 5 LM 1914 48) (I2BF 5 F0 &9 Zitilia
5 FEBRICIEARD 2 EATE S,

TEHARZENIL, TIANEEORTHERSTwWUE, Y24
$M# N (inadequate pecuniary consideration) % ¥ X BjiF# %, K
HETEREOHFE (family compromise) 0723 DRy % # % 12 FH~
BWTHDH)o BV DL, HROMEEIREREDEED D
DTHHEZHDFEHIBVTIRELBHLELELLVDOTH
2o, 45
Z D & 912 Latif Jahan Begam v. Nabi Khan HIJZBIT 5T T ==
— FEEOEMRIERMT T IR DL EFE LD LI LZDORKROIFED
ORI, FHROMGEZEEZTLIIRBDOTHo72 TOMED
DEDORBEF 250N, FHIB (3% 0 Ram Dass v. Kishan Dev ¥l
BYBRETOESL DG IR OND X512, "RKIEOHEE B OTH &K
ot 2 THEROE Lo MR EVE LAY Y F Vo F o
FERMAEAP OV EHES T R E LR R ERENG ST Z
ETHhbB, F7222TliE "good considerationy D FHMED FHDOT ) 2
WCHLGLTWRHDEE 2150,

(2) BRI X 2 KRE
BN TITRR WD 2 L 13V 2, FREBHEICECTREDFHORERZ
NEAERPEN LRI TH S &) i, BHETIIREERICE > THRRS

(45) Jnanendra Nath Chaudhuri, The Law of Consideration and of Compromise
in British India (1914), 43.
(46) _LFCEE 2 2.
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NbHETAHLLH5>TWDS, ENAS Commissioner of Wealth Tax v. Vijaya-
ba Dowger Maharani“W¥| P (1979 4F) TH b, RHEUFII~ A V=V EHED
PR T 2 ISR DB FFT  (special leave) 1230 % Z T2 DT
BN, LIEMBOREZ D AN TITmEIEL TWhH. KEOH
L, DLEEROPUPBE LIRS TIICLRY, KEh A0 RHH
ZOEEDFTEHED o THoTWEZH, ZAOREDHICHL, RICK
HIZ 50, 00,000 (50lakh) VE—HIBDHDEF G 2R VA, FEZHS
WEI) BFRTHRL T 22w 0THY, ZTOHFITED RN
19 lakh PO EHBLOR LBV TEREN D 2V TMTH o 720 WIS
BRI E LTHATHNIFBEI oA L L THERNRE 22D
ThHHH, BEHBURIEIOHFEIITHRIEDEVWEERL TV, &KE
ORI TOL I b DTH o720 GBRAHREZILL-TRIIEHES I
TWhholk)Thb,
roEH T, 20Xk WHROXKMOTR) FIEL L BV,
TR L > THRARESNZZ L ZADHEB LY, FbhTn3
ST OHROPFTERIN TV L HEOEAKER TR T, Z
NIZHTOLEEZEZMHT S & 25 DORER ORI 22 LRI
5 (family settlement or family arrangement) D4 — X Tdh o720
BEHZIRGOTZDDOTFHEZHEAT L5 EEE L7 (agreed to pur-
chase of peace for the family) D TH Y, b LHLDEEDLTH
50, 00, 000 W ¥ =D\ < 005 % b e o 7255121320
AREZALOEBFIITI) BEBLIZOTH D, TD L) MK
X, BEZMCTOMBITELZEEL 25T HERLRE (good con-
sideration) TH 2 L\ T EIETHICHELLTw5, RIKHEXKL

(47)  A.L.R.1979 S.C. 982.
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£ FEFPAC BT B RME LR
AR EEOTVD] P25 FIE TN T LHBEL LS
f;\,\OJMS)
SO L) ICERERDFERE BV TEFEOFMOEHR L V) HINZD B
DOPRIRE B L) VR KRB LTz, "RIEOTZDDOTFHMERAL L)
FBIEFICRZBMNTH 2. 44 ¥ FEICBWTIE (L) bIEITT 5K5E
HMOMEFAFAET W1 4 ¥ FREEE 25 R 1HIE 5 2 L %2 GEEOE
FEVITRUMR ST LR IEDORYZHENIAT) S MWL o7z
DTH5HW),

29 L7zA ¥ FEDONHIZ—HIZB W TUIKER oM S offhz EHT 5
HHROREOENE B REI LI TEE2L LGV, &) DbIFREND
AEOMERBFOAEL V) HIZX > TN 2003 5 X 9 % EA9HIIRC
FEIGAIZ WED B R Do ZOMIZBWT 1998 ED 7)) —E KD Man-
ali Singhal v. Ravi Singhal SOYJUITRIZHTH b0 RO 1 HEITE
1B EOFETH D WHITITE GE2BE) 2N /-0THoB205, HFICED,
Bt GE1HEBIUZOWHS) HH 4 OHIFER O Z KRS 2 Bk
% (settlement) %4757z ALFFRAIE BRI O LI DY, AT
fao 72058 6 DFERIZEDC b D TH o 720 BEMIIAYWERHEZ LT
O A PR ZIB L7, TOVELEOPHRORMTDH -7z oz
WOWTOERIEEV) . T LAEFHEDOTFTTT Y —RBEIERD X H1ZHERT
D DI AT 2 FRd 720

FEnh H8E S OMRBNIUFIIRD PR ZED LRV OTH
LZLEFELTVD, L7205 TP 25 5RITL > TENDHT

(48) Commissioner of Wealth Tax v.Vijayaba Dowger Maharani, A.1.R.1979
S.C. 982, 983.

(49) The Constitution of India, Article 141: "REFHHFTIZL > THES SN/
Z, A Y FHENOETOBRMITISH L THRNIZATE200LT 5.,

(50) A.LR.1999 Del. 156.

(433)
(% 2024) 87—4—133



BAEZF 5, BERBAOTRIITIALLOTIEH D, 50K
R DF LI ENTE D, UHFLILEF, WOHOHFIZT
NEYOLEDERTDICEHAFTOT 240 FICHS THS %
DD, ZDEIIT) Bz TEARICHDEZ L, KIENIZ
P EFRAORLZ 725 L, ANH, AEH, P, Hiamz#b
KT 2LV ZETHD, Lo TZED L) ZHBEHORMPEDICH
FAERHEE, EI 5572563 NBE (ove and affection), Al
L, BLUOWRTH B,V
S ZTIEEE 1ICE (love and affection) &\ 25 4% 1 THOFKHZ Hl\wDoD,
ZNEEPHETH 2 LIEMPHHmELNTVLHANEHENLDOTH S
A3, S OB R IRBLT S B E OB AT TN 2 A2 B T, Fffi
# (valuable consideration) DA #EX> 25 5 1 HO [ TOFEHE O BF O
&V o 2R 2 FI W AR STV B IIORIBITH B0 e BARMIEOJEE
DEIBE YRy —OREITIZ1956 4 v Ny —3#F B X O (The
Hindu Adoption and Maintenance Act, 1956) (2 & o TZEDIKIEDHERAHIE &
NTVLDTH LA, WEOr— A TIIHERTZT SNLIGEDPRSNT
BY 6D, BN EGEIET 205G 220X T) & DT % )7 & Bk
IR FET 2 2 EIIE—EDOBRV D572 F R 5o

(3) FIElh 2 % Bz =9k

LFRROLIITH L FTHRERCICHES T, BRROZWEEICH L TR
NEBOLEMEHTDLI LI - EOEBEN DL EHLIOTH S
A, WBICHEGIEORER L LT, "TZRHEAEGR KN L L TOREKEN

(51) Id. at para.20.
(52) The Hindu Adoption and Maintenance Act, 1956 (Act No. 78 of 1956), s.18
(2).
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A ¥ FEKEITBIT B W OZETE

DOFFORERR L L) BLEDFIEE O R % B 2 CEA S 7z HBIAAAE
LTWbDT, RFIZZDTr—A% /5T LI, ZREANF—F A
H3D Radhakrishna Joshi v. Syndicate Bank Y ¥ Pt (2006 4) TH 5,
R BOTIRIFEEO LT A PFEESZ HERTHI LMD ARTwz0
THDHH, BFEEPTEL BoTL IV, BEEIBA I FEMEROFE % ik
L7cl ) r—AThHotz, HEE ERPGNCB W TYHEETOLRIEATD
Lo 7208, A OB OBEHICD XTI THREE (acknowledgement) %
ToTHY, EBRII—HMOBFEEZIT> TV EPREIN TS, FHET
FZORBIZIES O THEEOFHRPAEFESNTE Y, M EiIc Lk
(%2 ik (second appeal ™)) L7z &\ ) ONKRFORETH 5o #HHFITK
BOFFEIZOVTEF o720, FHETII—HORFEPERIATORLTVWS Z
E DL FERIIENS N D o 72 (estopped) o & D 1 THCH P TIX
(Jaswanth Singh 3% & &1 %) 4 ¥ FEKEDOTERF O ROFLB I L T
FABOMIEIARBD bz L SN Twb,

MEZBOH - TV D EEAH 230 BOEBIIEMICHER 24

A (good consideration) TdH b, @ 5 HT7A5, KOEEE TN

LCFENDH N2 VHTOBITIC L 28er b T5720, B

5D o 72 XBATID REEED72012KZE (acknowledge-

ment) \2H A V5 BYE, UFAETZRETICX2BANREE

DFIZIZKIHED D % o 45
Z @ Jaswanth Singh 512 X AEREOFEEIZBIRERTEXTELY, Th
BED LD BRI ESWTEPNIZLDTHLOPIAMTHS05, P

(53)  A.1.R.2006 Kar. 2365.

(54) WEDPEIHL LD ELFOILT, B2 LFICBVTREEMEL S 2 L2
T&E 72\, See, e.g., Surya Kant (ed.), Mulla, The Key to Indian Practice:
A Summary of the Code of Civil Procedure (11" ed. 2016), 169.

(55) Radhakrishna Joshi v.Syndicate Bank, A.I1.R.2006 Kar. 2365, para.14.
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& HPNTIRIFHRE OB UM ARIL & 72 5 H BIE 3T 520 5T
Wi\ E 7z, FEAISH R RIS R O HE] (forbearance to sue) (XA %)
BRIRE D1 DTHLH, HEARMNIK T 25KO BT R WARLIC
B TRZOMEHERINTES T, 22220 &) RIEEH O I AARH P
THICEEINTWLE DI TH RV, g LT LFEZ T AL T
— ¥ A ERI RO R Z T L 20O TH 505, ZORRRHEA R E
i) BENH-72L) THY, £ TRV ENI2D W L7l Commissioner of
Wealth Tax v. Vijayaba Dowger Maharani i #HIBITdH - 720
"The Commissioner of Wealth Tax, Mysore v. Her Highness Vi-
Jjayaba Dowger Maharani Saheb of Bhaunger Palace, Bhavana-
gar and Ors. FIPZ BT, RIEMORPLD (family settlement) 2
BOTHIEN2H B \WIFE T H SE U723 LoBix, Ak
I (good consideration) T& % & Z A DEKED 720 OF-HI DA
(purchase of peace for the family) AWK & %> T, #HR I 2FEO L
HWRENTWZ, AECBVWTIRFEREOMBEL LT, #HELH
F 202 -8B 0512 L KROBRTH S & 2500
P.2705 P.5 FTEMEMR L. S5 ORI FR BRI 2
ENTVE, ZOL) RIRROT T, BHIE LI O TIE
VDB LD, W HPDOLIVIHEIZL>THRENTVELI L
WHATH 2 L VIO E, HOSORTPE- 70— v 2 /ET 58
HOMOEHEIMOEIE LR VERNDL Z L dHK RV, (T
W \Z Commissioner of Wealth Tax, Mysore ®/r — A8 %5

(56) FEROBAROKFIZBUTERZAR LIz Voiz X ) BZHELEORND S BRI
BETHZEDHREE TN TS (See, e.g., R.Yashod Vardhan et al.
(eds.), Pollock & Mulla The Indian Contract Act 1872 (15th ed.2018),
70) o
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4 ¥ FERPECBIT BN 0L RE
HOHPICHSHE, BT -7z u— 02T ) BEOKXIT L 55
EXE, REOLOOFMEWMAL, FITICBT 22 LMI R L
WP O BT OBEELXTFLOOFR%KE (good consideration)
Thbo TOX) RIEITHTHBIE2S, (BF2 LF07zH10)
P SN 2 M (substantial question of law) 138 - FFA
DRI DT=DITEZ bNRITFT TR B v, 60

SO ANF—=F HEHEE, WX B BT OEBORBI AT % F§
b, BOOFFEIEBREL 2 28R L L CHTOBEITTT 52 BUTE RN
BTENTEDIED, RENDOFRE V) BN EZRERT2DTHS
EVIHIRID T Z2IT o700 2D ZD TNDERBIIKIROFHIE W) T &1TH
7ebDNE ) TEBRMORMDHLEFZLDTHELHN, EELZDIIZ
CTIRBRERICE o TR SNIEGRLARE LTO "KIED 720D FHIO
BEAL L) BlED, REHEDOREBZ TEHSINTWLZETHL,
KIENOTHOREZ DS DE T 5 HHFE LTRDLEVIEZIE, K
AR B ER D KA & o 7T 2 HINC 2 b e WRIRTH 8 DO FIZIS BT
TR L TELBEThH o7, LS TAREEHBIIRBIEEZ GUTHTD)
HWHOWINCETHRLTHEHMA L2E W) HICBWT—HOB®ERTH 5 L3
fliLi3%. LAL, €bZHREHEICBIIMADHBIOREMS (17
7 ¥ FHBNCHBRT %) IR % 0 Z TTO SR H8) ) B L CHREM T %
HELZESTEHEN TV 2RDTHY, ToX) REMIVANTH -7
bl = ANV

ﬂlrl{

V. &
PLE, ARETIEZA ¥ FEE 254 1 HICHHET 2 HBOREE R T X7,

(57) Radhakrishna Joshi v.Syndicate Bank, A.I1.R.2006 Kar. 2365, para.18.
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FHEIE—R THRZENE (natural love and affection) ; &\ 4 ¥ 75 ¥ F
RN HRNEE B ESN T2 ERYNOBEEEBEL25FLTH S
A, FEBIIZIFEO B L ) HRUC X 2R REIEAO 1 2 G ko
A B R T SN/, EnEHRT 28 Lz
SNz DTHY, 4 v FEWETB B NEO RS Z T2 1
DTHolze BHIDA ¥ FOHBNIFEBLIE Z LS 50 DD DEHFIZON
THREZ T TOZ2DTH LAY, HKKRE L TT) LIZHBFIOFRIC L Bt
W EROMELIEBR LT, D LAINETIHED LN TEDI,
SO TEMICH S N Esh, B o AR LR L RS OEE RS
DLDEFHNPT L) RHABNBEHOBE TH-720TH Y, TDOVLOIWAR
THISRIC L7 TENEBRER ZME E L CORBRNOFMOMER, L)
BHOGRETH o720 29 LIZHPEIE—RREREICHT 24 v 7T~
FEOH BN IEREZ FFODPD L) k2 L ) OORRINbDTH -7
A5, EBIIZZ OB TREOTFA L W) FEWIITHERYRISEE
Wb DOEERENEHNRET LD THo7e TOLH) LBEKROTYEFZ Z2T
BICL7202%, (4> 75y FUBNCHBRT 2) MR LE+Y) Y F Vo
BlOSCHR2 580 ) BE L CHERINICET § 2 FETH Y, DR, Rad-
hakrishna Joshi v. Syndicate Bank M\ 517 5 Rl %8 2 72847
F OO FRFEIOWETDH > 72 ZOFEBHAFNSHEICILL ZHRS R
TV PEPEOVTIIHIRTIZEN TRV, FI0L) RTFHEOZ L
WBEERH LA L ZATH Y, IO INMBOFIRIIBTHFERICH S
LURTHLONPEEHBIIHGEL T LEDNH L, L Lb bk
TSP L2 1872 44 » FEKFE L W) BTSN/ ko2
KL ORRL A% A ¥ FOFHFT AR 4 B THE 02K v LR
HE R Lo0oHbILazgibtbbnl LTURENTH S,
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