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OF OHAHlJtS ORAIT.THI OASE

smart of EFlrobl «Wll*4 
tl* puroHaB* of 

Balrooi.

grantod to him. but. lie oould not

1904 MX- A.T.Early in i^® Y®“
BrltlBh East AfrlBB for

the Dagorettl road near
ooverrjnent of

freehold lend on
to the
BOO aores 
These 500 noros 
obtain the oonveyanoe 

In FebruBj'y

freehold were
till 1906.

in need of money, and obtained 
aM gave him a

1905 asart was
from lord Delamoreof 1600 rupeesa loan 

receipt for the BBount.
loan and ae 

land eold to Lord oe
the amount paid as a

ThlB rooolpt daeorlboe
various pieces of

an advance payment on
the said receipt.

done till February
land Is spoolflod Injuerp, no

Sothlng further seems 
I approaohed Mr.

1906,to navo b«©n
view to puroi^&3« of

ttmt to had mde
l.T. Smart with a

when
the aald 600 acres 
a verbal

smiTt Informed mo
two yoare prevloue, that Lord

of land.
sale to Lord Dolamere

that ho •snarti had
oompleted the purohaoe

oould accept an offer
Oolamere had not 
oanoelled the sale and

from me and I 
aeaso/.

between myw0lf
Smart for Rupeee 

entered Into
the land fromagreed to purohaee
to this effect waetn .agree®*®"!

t dated February l»o*- I infenaed >fr. .
. aiiea erota d ' 'and aijort

the traneaotlon and UrSollolttqf* ofDeHM*rm’B 
me aM l-o to lnforml« ^ -thet

ijoa tnm muurt.

liord ueiaeeFe 4
already purohaeed the 

on February 
Baart for o»eolfto pwfweaW*

a^net•• aetlon 
„,rtr»*et to aell ♦»» “«*•

iTth lerd »0*Be»e
Of •

■ , >
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Thla action was fixed for hearing on tho 'l«tt df on
that day Ur. alien, Load Oalainara'a Solloltor approaohed anart

int waa effeated, and amt. A aattl(with a vlaw to a aattl^ 
nanorandtm of agreejoent waa entered Into on the ISth of April 180#//

Olauae S of thla agroemant la Important and reada aa
followa;-

to Indemnify the aald A.T.•The aald Lord Delaaare agreea
*•.• Smart agalnat any ooat and damage he may hona fide Inour 

•and be eompelled to pay In regard to any action which may 
■be brought against him by the aald 0. Qrant In reapeot of 

aald recited agreement between him and the aald 0.
The said A.I. smart undertahea

7 J
• tho
■Grant of »rd. rebruary 1808.
•to bona fide defend any eueh oaae and reelat any auoh

•claim for damagea to the boat or hla abUltlaa.*

liltThla Oaae was called on the I8th April, when the eat^li
co-defendant, btttsycajae to light and I applied to be made a 

application waa refueed.
I laoMdlately oosananoad prooeodlng. agalnet 8mar|, 

raault itmt 1. obtained ,1i»lgment In ah fSTovr forJta. M888/. and
'■ ■ ' ■ T ^

witl^ioir of

.th tha

Ooata on the Slat. Auguat isoe.
Oh the 10th septei.bar an appUoatiea f 

thla deeree waa made by my ielloltor under Baetlon MS of 
tha ladlan Olrll Prooadopa Code and notloaa were Isauad und0

1^-

aaatlon M8.
On the lath September Sr. Allen appeared om behalf of

t, ant whan aaksd what ha tntandad to do, repllddii^t
ire, «bo ha ;ind«yatood imtamftad

Mr.
ha was alao eating tor Lord Dali 
to aprea' agalast tha JidUpant of tha Slat. Auguat ASOt. Mr. 
Allan aahad for an adjauimmaiit, for Lord Dalamare to decide on
hla oouree of action: lha omaa waa accordingly adjourned to tha 
soth Sapt^tttar 180«.

iataaen tha ilth and ITth. •aptambar Saart ralaasad Imxd 
oalaiaafo tfm the Indeanity glwan by l«rd Dalamara la tb#

-1
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^ «# th« uth igpetl Moc'f tk •ouuinatlM^r • »•
»r itoo. So fwmi 4»«4 •# r«>«aM «u 

(ISM br m
tM bbof* I ot o«M fUmi 

yr«at of

to atSont ta parooo M ^*0 SMrt..

tS«« IMS Daltam, 
r» souM Mt rtnd \»m 0oatr f»r m issibt.

J

'AjS
to

Wt

tor \
5 fc;

4^• ■'w * * "'■
m •««««/«■■« ha ooaU t0\ u»

%t»% UV* Dal

and ao taa Dad tarn tba baa« tblaa Da aowid to tvt hiaaair, aa* 
MJ ‘-sail Irord Daiaaara-a too, and ralaaaad Sla froai IM

^SSXlaS ■t,

I
a* aiatad ti«t au t'la aaa arraacad la Ito. allan'aiitr.1

tcnn auKlnad aa to oaottiar Da Dad aarrtad•m^
oat Ua paat of tM a<rooaart af tha IStB «srli ISOS Sr 
boM nsa «afbaSla< tba ault to tna baat or Sta aSUUr. aoS 
asaittad tMt ba sas fonabt tba aaaa or araat *.

«a

■ *, •

nis
baat or itio abixttr.

iisitt aaa ardaaaS to par tMOa l&o latk Soataot>ar 
of ttao Saaraa oa go to ^li.

riw too baiotalna to teat aaa also attaaPad. bad a asSUia •,
Bgaiaat laid Salaaara to abaa oa>*a abr aaMS daa to ^aaa li

taart waOar tha t^aanltr aibaaa ia tba acraaMot or mb urto'

To thla aotlga lord Dalaaars1004 abeuXd not ba attaoi,ad. 
abt'aarad br OatBMai. and otatad that abaa Ba dttarad Into tba 

' t aT ralaaad b^ aaa odttaad that taart aaald MS 
tba ibdataltr, air tortb^ ^ ^

«dtasstad^ili^^

lytstay -lao# t^tstlbf fc«. rood r'^aatotir 
aaatito SW t 4ta ladtaa ot^U Sraaa^drd. ^ta to toto 
llabUltr or urd nuppii br ds battoB. Mud toladta^ 
agatoat tJUa ardor, a* tba gratM to|\ to* ProSartA 1.^ too 
dabt dub ta toxd |lotoMto

aaat

BlOB

'i "-'7^ r*- vttr
f

gtta

too SStoitolto to«». or abtol to* i
ordarad to ba agsaSatad. aaa aaltbai^ tbf StIbJasS

tad U gattlM

■ilaOS ‘kT ^r' I ^
kuit, aor und«r «v »«!. %nd te

. '’i- *



Tailing to recover my olalm by way of execution of the
• ■ <, ‘ ‘t' '

deoree I next filed a Petition in banSruptoy No.l. of 1906 for' S'
■■•-V

a reoelTlng order to bo mdo in respect of the oatate of SnaSt. 
on tto a«hlloveai;^^:«!iaiVfljie<l,.M.ahaw«.^U^t5^^

- ; V ■ peHno®. pleading that tn? HlgB oourtj^t M^aM'M^jw^JVta-v^
5 ' *■ - •’> -XC"^ .iv't.-:.

, IH -i lUflrtion Ih^banxrupt.y, anl- that the, prooedufo^dii, the,
■ • ■ . •: ■ -''‘''•k-<

'^y^lneolvent 'Judgment debto^a ahould bo JeKan,-'i«d^;;'a^y^i^.*0
■--'d-'W tha.!%^*lfe'01vll Prooa<|^'OodO.- , .-v .

‘

■ vodgnent wa* delivered Sefoither 4ath 1906, by judge .a.p

*151
f

Bonham Carter and the petition was dlsmlaBod on the grou»^ 1 ■ 
that by Beotlon 11 of the East Africa Order In council of l«9f '4 
the Indian Civil Procedure Code ousted all Ooiunon and Statute

law of England with regard to bankruptcy.
In hie Judgment the Judge eeye ^It Is poeelble under the 

"Code of 01*11 Procedure for a eroultor thjget a deoree
-vJ

rf-

•and afterwards proceed to make the debtor an ineolvent, ...

.this Is not the aemo as In English bankruptcy law, but
and therefore "•It appears to be In substitution for 1'

•ae the law stands now, I hold that the OOue of 01*11 ^
• Procedure ousts all Ocmion and Statute Law of England- j.

•with regard to Bankruptcy.*
I then appealed against the Judgnsnt of Judge BOnham '' , 

heard at Mombasa by Judges HBmlltdpi,C*jrter, and wppaal was 
Barth and Murleon and Judgment was delivered on the SBnd. ivnil ,

? ^
'iT-;1B07, dltmlsalng the Appeal.

1 th«' applied' to the Court at ganslbex, *or~l*avo to 
appeal to'ti^ Privy Council. Thla application was heard^oil

‘aeptomber by Judges Smith, Murlaon ^ Busaaiti. At 
this applloatlon Mr. Oamond Todka my Counsel, dn ^lag aaJted

vn

the

r
for tba applieatlQjj etatod. that he did so on the ; .

1
his reasons
ground that Chapter 4o of the Indian Civil PpOieedure code waa 
inappiloabla aa fraud was dlstlnotly alleged In respeot to t^ 

by BBmrt of Lord polamere from the Indemnity, and aed 
Sgl of the Code etatoa that whan the Court la not aatlaflad tEat,jf

«:
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■ -i'- :' , i''

the debtor hae aoted fairly it shall dlamlss the petltlM*,,.. .^5.;,;.*
not> Fae BWHf W theThe Jolgoe then ^Id Itr. Tonte that no 

julgee of the JLppeal Oourt as to 
In the Appeal, and that It was

i.- thla point having boon raleed
(

not mentioned In the Judgment. The 
should adjourn the applipatlon

Oourt then euggeeted that they
judges who heard the appeal, via. Jndgea Hamilton,- • 

might review, their Judgment. .
to the 5 
Barth and Hurlaon, so that they 

This oame on
deliveredin September 1907, and Judgment was

on September 16th 1907.
The Judges In their Judgment 

of fraud appeared on the memorandum

stated that as no allegation 
of Appeal, they had not ■ 

Hearing of the Appeal- fet 
alleged In the Original Petition 

to a»v that on aooount of thle
MarooranduB of Appeal 

prooluied from resting their .

■-,■7

i'

been able to deal with it, at the 
they admitted that Pram was 

They go on >In Ban*ruptoy.
of allegation of fraud In ttsiOTTVlBBlou

had In the first Appeal been
the allegation of fraud

they I-:.:contained In tho oarlglJiftl
the feot that...

doolalon upon 
Petition, but based their deolslon ent' '’y on 

deoree-holder for money.the applloant was a
They therefore diamlssed ray applloation for leave to

■ ■ •
time aay •Inasmwoh :Privy Oounoll, and at the same

entertained the quaetlon of fraud 1«
appeal to the 
.as thle court hae never 
•relation
•of the law to the position
•only, he Is not thsrsby preoluded from presenting his P«tltlon^ . 
•tider the English BanAruplpy la*. It only remains fpr ^Im to,

1..«» - “• f"!"" v#
„ .iwu.. W h»-

suoeeadlng in a petition under Chapter « >

,0 put It in Plain Ingll.h, they dlemls- «r «w.UoaUo,. 
tor leave to appeal to the Privy Council with oo.t, agalnet ,-e. • ^

hut reverse their Jaigmsnt of April HH«d. 19B7 an« 
oppeal of that date. ^ ^

■>/

oonaldered the applloation
to these proceedings, hut has

of the Appellant as a dsoree-holdsr

■t

■prevent hlo from 
•code."

0' • ..ish



i

shall dismiss the petition, ' - .

in^' by tho
the debtor has acted fairly It 

,' 5 • Ihe Jalgee then t^d Hr. Tonhs that no note ires 
. • _ julgea of the ippoal Court as to this point having been raised

mentioned in the Judgment. Tho 
should adjourn the applloatlon

t..-

In tho Appeal, and that It was not
Court then suggested that they

Judges who heard the appeal, vis. Judges Hamilton.- 
they might review their Judgment.

to the S 
Barth and Uurlson, so that 

rhls oeme on 
on September 16th 1907.

Tho Judges

in September 1907, and Judgment was delivered

that as no allegationIn their Judgment stated
memorandum of Appeal, they had notof fraud appeared on the i

Hearing of the Appeal. Tot 
alleged In the Original Petition 

to say that on aooount of this 
fraud In the Memorandum of Appeal

iable to deal with It, at the 
they admitted that Praud waa 

They go on

been

In Ban»rupto^ 
omlBBlon of ailaga'loti ol

had In tho first Appeal boon prooluled from resting their 
oontalned lii the original

they
the allegation of frauddeolelon upon

decision entirely on the foot that
Petition, but based their

deoree-holder for money.tho applloant waa a
They therefore dismissed my applloatlon for leave to

time say •InasmuchOounoll, and at ths eemeappeal to the Privy 
■as this Court has never

V entertained the question of fraud In
oonaldered the applloatlonTolatlon to these proooedlnge, but has

a daores-holder 
from preoentlng his petition

the poBltl'in of the Appellant as•of the Law to
Is not thereby precluded•only, be

Law. It only remains f<jr ^Um to•under the Sngllsh Bankruptoy 
.eatiefy the Court to -hleh fUe. hie petition that b, re«0* '

.legation bf.fr.ud by reepbiient eebtlos tol •onto .
petition under Chapter XX of

•of an
■prevent him from euoeeodlng m a 
•code.^

n/ applloatlon 
Oounoll with oosta against me,

in plain Inglleh, they dlsmleoTo put It
tor leawo to appeal to tho Privy

their Judgisent of April Band. 1907 and grant mybut reveres 
appeal of that date.

1 r ^VO



‘and Allen were
,C ^

- -r
' S'-- ■;

in Fabjruary 19071 smart, Lord Deiarnwre,
Be<nited bjr th« Or<nm, Smart under Seutlon W of the; Indlau fen^I:,.

hie;*:"- -oradltore and Lord Dolamero, and Allen,

proae^tad for abetting Smart; the grounds of the ,
Oode for defrauding
solloltor were 
preeeoution being that Smart by rel-eaaing Lord Dolamere from the 

. April 1906 had aeted dlahonostlr andladeamlty Bond of 12th 
oven guilty of fraud against a orediter, i.e. myself end tl^et ’ -f;

por theand Allen had abetted him in this mud.
aeotlona- lEh and of the

Lord Dolamere
dofeaoe it was argued that under 
Indian Oontreot Aot an 
olalm on the giver of the 
which he demands, and that so long as

indemnity holder In order to have any
Indemnity must have paid the amount 

smart had not paid any-
demand against Lord Delamere. 

this argument and directed the Jury to
out of pootet he had no claim orthing

The Judge upheld 
bring in a
in spite of the feot that 
the indemnity waa expreaaly 
entitled to rooelve from Smart by a

rtwlY done* 
of April leth. 196<

verdlot of not guilty, whloh wee 
iu the Rgroemant
given for the damage I Slight be 

decree of the Court.

b«t«isen sbr^ i-the history of the prooeodlngaThis briefly la
t,he one part and Ur. A. T. smart, and Lord Delamere on- 

thoy show poaltlve ovldenoo of « 
of ray Just rights, and that some of the 

aaelBtod In shielding Lord ^

the proper oonseo.uenoef of t 1:

self on
the other; and I oontend that 
Ocwiptraoy defraud oo 
Judges of British last Africa have 
Delamere Ur. Allen and Ur. Smart from

-■ i
■i

. ^

t .%1ti'.olx ^ehavlo^ir*
I oonterwl wmp inowlngiy and dialbarataiy

of Taoovorlng; tit* '
X

^ iof tho only method open to a®to deprlTo mo 
danacoB awarded me#

The three main polnt'e that 1 rttf ^
(I, tn. pro—(itt» m oonneotlon -1th the wlioatlon

rsoelvlnt order in
preoeedlMs sgslnet smart. Lord 

The haeriac ef »y Wipl

1on to oiwport «i*waeoer- V

tlo^are
bankruptoy against Smart, (8) the 

Delamere'and Allan.
-.',1make a Av... ,,erimlaal

\:



•e P3P0-'in Pebruary 1907• smart, Lord Dalamors, and Allen wore^:
section 42>4- of the:iraian penal■ecttted by the Orcwn, smart under 

Oede for darpaudin* creditors and Lord Dolamere, and Allen, hie,':- ^
abetting Smart; the grovmda of thesolloltop wore prosecuted for 

preseoutlon being that 
indegCblty Bond of

smart by releaBlng Lord Delamere from the 
leth. April 1906 had aoted dishonestly and

l.e. myself and thateven guilty Of fraud against a creditor, 
lort reiemoxe and Allen had abetted him In this fraud.

sections l8h and 185 of the
yor the

defence It was argued that under 
Indian contract Act an indannlty holder In order to have any

indemnity must have paid the amount 
smart had not paid any-

olalm on the glvar of the
he demands, snd that so long aswhich

thing out of pooket he had no claim or 
The Judge upheld this

verdict Of not guilty, which waa duly done, 
fact that In Ms agromnaint of

demand against Lord Dalamare. 
argument and directed the Jury to

this

April leth. 190<
bring In a 
in spite of the

indmnnlty was exprosaly given for the damage I slight bo
the

decree of the court.entitled to reoolve from Smart by a

of the prooeodlnga between my- _
This briefly Is the history ..i

the one part and Ur. A. T. Smart, and Lord Delamere on
show positive evidence of a

salf on
the other: and I contend that they

to defraud me of my Just rights, and that some of theCoiwptTaoy 
Judges of British Bsst Afrlos have assiated In shielding Lord

j

the proper oonaequonomp of rUr. Allen and Ur. Smart fromDelamere 
tr.elr behaviour.

■;

1 contend thot our Judge knowingly and daUberately triad 
of recovering the

'1
of the only Mthod open to mo r. »

to deprive me
damages awarded me.

i
The three mal* point, that 1 rely on to support tM-raeo ^ 

in oonnootlon with the anpUoatlon «♦ |tlo^are (1) the proceedlMe
..k. . receiving order in b«^toy ag.lnet 8m«:t. (8) the

prooeedl'hgw agslnift smart. Lord Delamara and Allan. (3)
■ A

crlalnel 
The bearing of

, >e^ A
■vt'

1*'

II £kL
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mr BAnnwnot riw>wi^> _ ^ _
i •»• tolTW to file thl Petition ^ iptttjjtojr wp*

of obteifiini m •«< »*•
->iyiW *^'4

Irt» «f-nt 
i-O^Del

(i^ber ^thode 
fhiloA.

' t W UM« l»4l*S 4*l*r %»•

i

■ 't *''',1
1«* t>* *«

. s* \ j OQUli nM 4r»e-f Pfooeed KctOMt i 
w t^-*r* 1 d: to tet »t w>rvi y«i

e lenlLr^t. enl he** * 
aauld leie ete»« to r«oo»«f

; ! ■ y -♦<!

.. tfc.

wu to Mko ■ijHrt ^

roMlTsr eppolntod of hie oe^eto,

t’

\tt» deot freoi Lord De.•■•»•.
Wvl ooal l plolior 

t^oostmty of m eooooodlaj
1 ou infon^o or air le»i edeleere

v»..Me for ■qr»«*-'‘ 
la jbialrvlnt 
of ifo Indlor. citii rr»ae«l«iro fe4». or

#•
rMOlvar utiilor er»pt» M 

loaftor W ethor 1«*
■t r e

eioei’t Icflloh lUlWVptoT Loa. 
Tl» lee Ir fspoe

tJOh Jl of the eritlei

Ir. STttieii foot Ofrsoo le tnot UiO ooe»
teet mlao Orier 1» CouBoll Ofty

•Mtiec eaye
• M'.’.ot to W* prt.leioo o» »J>»e orOor, oiid to omr

tiro peUit Id ford* relotlR* to too
CrioOMi Odd Olell .rnrledl^ 

fer oa olrouro’ojvooo

lert.

• trehOtJw r» ’ U'-
• frotoetorato. bM Ibjoetya

• t|oh lo tie PTotootjreie ef*i: a»•- r*)i.
•adult, M ♦eorolaoO or. t.'o prlnolpol of ond 1» 00*-

.f .iyi. f ‘•^V» •*

Mt>«are^ y, OWHi*^ ^ t^

t^oM tw iijiito orXte 1 “

for tf» tij» opaijortio.

<j

•j

of tno Rl^ Ooarl t JU4M«I«« « Hlf*.
i thalr pOepeotlro Jurlodlotlon ert outboyilft^

•dlotlon
’•'3

tMoordiiu ^

, b«n»,Hio«10, OQOII M axerolMd 
.i toiMl tbo 0

ibwnta brooodure om Rrooiloo •*« ^00 tw; M owb I

;5- utf »titiyu Ue of l—Uift <B terMk^t \am"•r-j
Kf-

b‘ooHBonoeiiati of thiot-'

• ''■ u:<
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. , , ~ ’i'^Wwer dcwn ar« glT«\
>x?iiwU#n*i»*1 InoorporatB*,

the »arloua enaotmantB •as ^rslnaftor

UMne the** appear j^he Indian olvll Prooadvlro 9ode; but

»e^ ttp ia*iun ■eioawtey .
r <hapt« 80 of tno Indian clyll .Frooedure Oodo, whlol}'la V.-t-

Ctapter dealing with Ineelimto, (wn^na nothing more than 
an alWMtdrr ootta ef banirvipter. dWt ia only applicable undw • W.’‘

9^^ain •iTMwt&i.Mis ii^^aAlam liftoivftktif-Aot 1» ^

aflb«t»ittjLai. BanKr^toy Law cf India, but this is not Ixloorpiirated

in

*

uitfar aeotlon 11 of the Order In counoll of 18»7.

section gat of Chapter BO undoubtaiUy provides a moane 
wharebr a decree holder oan have the Judgment debtor deolared 
a banJcrupt, and a roeolver appointed of his eetote, But aeotlon

B81 goes on as follOwa.
•If the court la aatlaflod
•(a) that t]|e atataraent in the applleation la aubatan-

•tlalig oerreet.
with Intent to de-■ {b) that tliw Judgjwant debtor has not 

• fraud hla credit rw, oonoealed tranaferred, or ronovad 
•any of hla property slnoe the Inatltutlon of the ault 
•In whloh was paaaad the decree In exeojtlon of which ho

or the order of at taohment••aa arrestad or loprlaoned,
•wat Btde, or at any aubeequent tlna.'
• (e) that he haa not, Itnowlng hlmaalf te bo unable to pay 
•hla debts In full, raakleaaly oontraotod debts, op glvbn

• \»

•an vinfhlr npeferonoa to phy ef hla oredltosa bp any par- 
,v' iw»ent or dlaptUtloa of hla property, ^ *■ /

-uiiit he hM toMUtted any o^l]«r M* of'.kad fU4th 
. «igajmr^B8 Waattar^'of tii».at»ii«»^jy''" ^ ‘ ' <' : y^.

irthe ioiirt »ar declare Ida laoelfcejft, «tl nay al«o, If It Y 
•things fit, laagB an order appointing a rooelTor of hi* 
•property, or If It doea not appoint auoh r#eol»er, nay 

,, *4iaohar*a the\neoiTant.
’ Y^ir the court la not ao xiatlaflod It ahall aago an order

■rejsotinj; tho evpXiofrtlon.*

i

f ^
“ \ ■-

j
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V t -mu tu'%
■%

mr^eotion ot the doda wo^ad *ate
appointed under aootlon 11*4 ftrd thlB **8

■V : -Tf

: 'u'^V- to got a rooelver
" adaltt^ ny Judges Smitn, Iturloon and Buizard on the; hedjrljl^

Septombor 1907 for leave to 
In India It would have been posalbl*

of oy applloatlon on the 
appeal to tb* Prlwy Oounoii. 
to t*i a'raaaiver 
V,jt tbla lot was not 
oootlon 11 of tiio

appointed under the Indian Iiu^lvonts Aot,

■applied to British last Afrloa under
Order In Counoll of 1897.

iUi It was l.«poeslble to have a reoelvar appointed under the
the Indian Insolvonta Aot , 'Indian Civil Prooedura Oode, and as ■^F

to mate my applloatlon under

nave pointed out eeotlon 11 
Buoh enaotmenV

did not apply, my only remedy was 
tlio ingllsh Banfcruptoy Laws, for as 1

Oounoll of 1897 says *80 far as
Inapplloaolo ti.o'olvll Jurlsdlotlon

of the Order in

•prooedure and practice are 
•shall be 
■Statuts La*

with the Ooiiuiiuii and8xarole-d under and In aooordanoe
oommenoement of ihlS order.*of Bngland In force at the 

Indian OlvU Prooedura Oode was 
BO the English Bantruptoy 

some prooedenta on

British East African protectorate, aa

in this Oase plainly In- 
Laws became applloable. 

this point In the Court

The

And th©ro are !was admitted by
law of the

Judge.
applloatlon for a raselving order , 

the Judge showed ']
Por thlw reason I made nv

Is where I contend thatagainst Smart, and here 
a spirit of partlaanahlp.

On the original hearing of the

;;
sbantruptoy petition on the 

oarter ho dlsmleaed the 
applied Indian Aot

39th foweitber 1906 by Judge A.F. Bonham 
petition on the ground that •where part of an

It BUBt be held to deal wholly•deals with any matter

• with that matter, and a l«^ger togllah 3t*t«t.
under the Oode of Olvll

cannot

It la Boawlhle 
ipor \ eredltor to get a decree 

insolvent.•

•be brought in.

.^ooedure

•proeeed to naxe tho debtor an
1, shown W the Julgn»nt of Judge. Ha»lito» and

vu polnt(^ out by my
•t f •

and afterwsards 
That this

I

4^wt^a Mt law
aeUoreovsr, hors,Barth on the appeal.

•' t



eolloitor to tha 
Inaolvant undar aaotlon

('301
r« ■ Jiilge, It trea Inpoaalble to maXa the debtor an

S44 of the Code; ae ha had been guilty
oonaequantly >Bpeoifled In aaotlon 551 and

Inaolvant or appointed a
of tha unfair praotloea

oould hava declared him anno Judge
n«J«r\aaotlon 544. Yet Judge Bonham-Oartar atated In . , ^

olrouraatanoea It wae poealbl^;:>
.*ao«l^r

S, ■■

.. 3ij»lf;,judginlint, that under theae
the debtor an Inaolyant. ft

fop me to mane
Had nothing further ooourred It oould bo said that Judge

error of Judgment In hie 
But shortly after an event ooourred 

The day after thle Judgment I 
and In the oouree of a 

aahed him If it were poaelble 
to the extent of saying 

Civil Pxooeduro Ooda I aould

Carter wae merely giflit’- of anBonham

Interpretation of the Law. 
whloh throws light on this point

Judge Bonham Carter in his chamber 
dlBOueelon of my case with him I 

him to ealargo on his Judgment 
whtoh Chapter of the Indian

saw I
">;i

fox

under
Into the caaa thoroug^iiy j 

remedy under the Civil Prooodure^ 
to the truth of

He replied that he had goneprooeod.
and tlrnt In his opinion I had no

to imile an affidavit asI am preparedcode.

thle oonversatlon.
editor and pro-afterwarde 1 not Mr. Andoreon,

"Standard", and repeated thle oonvarea-
An hour

prlotor of the Uombaea 
tlon to him.

Bonhan-Oarter, and to^dHe thereupon went to Judge
true that Inhim -hat I had eald and asked him whether It was

The Julgo replied that It wae 
- , aiao: r.eedy'-td wiau an affidarl 
oo nv ope<«tloa and i tte»e ^..^S****

hie opinion I had no remedy.
Ur. Anderson Isperfectly true.

the oorreotness of thisas to
t'‘ V ,him glwlng t'o t^t effect.

It 1. on these oonver.atl'dna. texen U. thneatlOn ^Ith W. V 
culgment in my Bankruptcy Petltton, th." 1 fdlf.to gupPOft _ ^ 

n^g. Of unfalrnees In hi. Jullolal oapaolty agalnat Judge •'

Bonm^oartar. In hla Judgmwit 
poaelble to make the 
admlta in opnTeraatlem to 
peaagble, and that 1 had ne remedy.

froiD

i

\
my 0

he dlotlnotly atates that It
day after ha i’

■ r-:
Yet thedebtor aa Inaolwent.

that It wae Ue*and to M». inderaOB
■td



' ■ '30.2 .1.
■•rlom'**»4ii**

of *4»« rupoo*
would to»» »»fy«18 judguont M I ■»*

indobtod to BO in in* •»
Of th* «l.t. luguot l»0« and thougb 

IndoBBlfy M* o^lart W
M '"V-*

96. Though SK6Lrt 
and oeoto on tho Judgno-t r

had to

tko BlKlrt l*ew i* WT
^’•l«ord Dela*>6r#

aotloa teough* W ■*<; »•* *
dBM>«>a
SO nil-- of ok«alndn« ^a •« fro. .ttn.r-«-«t-#r

to rMo*^ •*
for »»rt »" 
firoB lord Boll 
ostnta

aooordMlB prooowlod 
Bonfean cnrtw, or^l U» 
jwlgaa Hanllton. Borl;. 
not ot laniitor. t »!•»> l°

•• f« »tU • roooloOT ««<» bow WpoWBd

pafoaod • »•••»*■». »

t aj»i-o*i .iOinot tno Jud^lrt «* f

* -
ora tha /Udio aod

onard »t Mortiood. ^
Mtn nprii 1007, anda.-wl Bwiaor. an vio

ajfon^ Ovurt roTtNa

r«»a*od frJa BWialbor

6mt o« th6 a***, 
on tW orttlnoi oao*

a for tho flrat tlnathla aaaaVon »* 
to Hoaoaaa. arid 
ttat Judnoa

Tba guA<o*

tlMt only an* lanalbaj

ant BartD ftnd aot

ion* Jvjd^nn'.
il6S

uy 1-aunjaat nattof af in* <»•••

do oltn ttm Bultar
irralaaant. for tn* 
taatara’.a. nnd &»' nothing to

J .' ianmltiar'a r t

i-%/M ^Qi^vd tr»x 1

ladiKTi Cod* Tn*f
tarrltorloa. •M

aoatlan **4 of toooould hnao *rooood*d
notU* of »r irtttnnl. patltun wbdon allaiad fraud •*

Boot no

V''abaolutaiy pjraaantad t»a. ...tMt aoeildn SBl
tha oaioa tlaa* too of th« Jud*a*. ■*«11**» V* nnrt*.

oanXmMlft UMt tk* 
•Ml" told 1

t4fltlT0.)«* Jf

fi or :

ouantiod Judl* B*nh*iJ Cariar *ahOBiutaly

Indian Oada cn-W aanaruptoy to. .

ilM I-tin* »» .
.yontW. nn^ t^n* BanVonotUo. into d,« tor

toy to" la tbo

\
«M todi^ end. u -or ‘r>i» »*
ao* oonAlot ottH »«» tn^lnB wo.

'if thn Judgiaant of J^dgaa Hamilton
■JiH

and Boxth ba •noottillf 
admit mr Wfctantlon tflntoonaldopoiLU wlU b. a*.B umt thay

*1* la poaama to irooMd undaroertaln olrotowt

B^Bllsb BantruBtoy



>. A.
■:!

-n;* ■ ■V

■-. 'pOa«ik^k<)^^lM.

■%

r^r« it M

’V \._ ,!
» ^IMr In >

■ -

•a^Tloc BrrtvM '.*•
.%M aiAa'^itiTa law of tarJu-4Ptoy Ir. t'«

V
rTOt*ot«ra*-a

*le !.•« tr'.iXlmi- ta». la tl^ro anrlBln# wUloft W>«M >W»Wlt 
* ‘tM •4ao jrrar.t aj^pilaaltiv. of oMptar *0 of the J'.tii fr:>-

'. ■»

• t** aeaAurs OMal •« Ao n«l tnltlk l^r« la.

•Ihara ara tn faol *w prooMuraa a*ia»lnip. In ao 
.faj aa «,‘>a j-rioadaT? pTO*l4al tf ofAptar 80 of ti.o Oodo la 
'•ppltoakia a ^ (a n»l In acafllat altf. t:^ (nfllah La>

•of !>an»rj|>taf H la r-od, «>«i ar.ana Chaiptar CS it InMPlW 
ia»bX4 ar itaaxa la f oanfllat ina trailan law, talna IM

t pravali.• avMlaJtllTa laa :r I .a oour.trr 
ivara ai.lo! bm nol aoaarart 6y ai.aptar 11

■of ti* froo-K* J*- iada a'jof for Iralanoa aa a nar. acaliial

• alwaa pa:ajn or ga^Aa t.’ar-' la no atMOmant ailallnA

• palltlopla. to t>a aada a bajiar-jpt tm aoaU naoaaaarllr

• ̂ Ta to paaoaad Balor trie In^itan kaAtxwtdf laa,*

?l» two f\at«aa atal 'la thara anytaina abloR would iwarant

«la

•tna oonoorraW MPHaatuu of C.-mplar *0 of tba Olrll Prooadura 
•Ooda’ fa do r,oi taint trara la.‘

Tat tt»>* otrol lOair aaa taaotUna to praaant ao proaaadlnd 
tndar OMptar to of tna IMIlaii Soda.

Oaaa fulltr of tda groaaaat bad faith and ooaaeguentlr aaotlon 
In aipt prairontad ay otvalnlns •.i.u? appolntaani of a 

Tha JJlpaa law waa axoaiiant yet by lanorlnij ftota,

c
tnat IMTl hadThat

s»i

raoalyar.
thaf fOMi^Ki paaalBla to ,v*»iola» "W apvaai,

^Ma 'o» lafltdttJti a.^a Injuallfa on m. Ind I ‘t’
tBiltr ar UBfMnwda In rafMtdc »a ta«a MM afar' • f J

original patltlon.’
id 4 Bftft m* obtdla juatloa In tha Britiah >Mt afrlaaa •'. ^

' ■..•* ' V' -

< ^ \.

\ i • •



obtot I d*t®rolnM to carry *n *P1**«1
El.,to ma ifejaatya' oo

Thl*for leave to appeal.

tlM. j/ia«tomljer 1907 by Judges Smltn,

-.e J^Jlgoi his grounds for tSe application,
that aeot&nasl made It laposaibla for his

oonaoqusBtiy

aia aooordlngiy i»ds an application^

: tonts
he repllad'

^ Tras «ako(l_W,y'‘ 2^
I B were

Indian Oode, and that 
heoairn applicable. The 

nwide by the Judges that ny 
appeal, and that It was

ollst^ V> iroosod under the
Judges replied that

jngllrh Bantruptey
raisedaounsel had ever 

not mentlonod In the«ner« wae no note 
this point In the?vo

judgment.
should adjourn

then suggested to «r. Tonis that they
had beard the appeal, to

The JudgBB
(the three Judges who

of reviewing their judgment. This was dene. 
ISth Soptambor 1907.

tbe application to
(give them an opportunity

application was hoard on thethe
delivered their Judgment. 

1 In my brief history
September 19oa the Judges 

already aoBmented upon
on the 16th (

I have (fhlB judgment 
of this Oase. 
former decision on 
B^^raodUBi Qf appeal. 
wilful oarelessnesB of ray legal advlserjl^

itried to justify their 
not mentioned In the 

due to t

throe Juil&on apparently 
the ground that J'raud waa

oertalniy the oaae and was

The

That was
fonts, but that does 

dlstlnotly alleged In the 
that 1 could

Fraud wasji^t exonae the three Judges. 
orlllnB.1 petition, and tne whole point of ray Oaee was

alleged. And auob
raoelver-shlp

20 booauae fraud was, not apply under Chapter i
I of neoeaalty filed a petition for a

being the paae 
vu4«- Kigliah Bantrvwtoy Law. 
and yet they refused my appeal.

well aware of thla,The Judge a wore

the three Judgoa refuse
in thcl* J^g«h? 3? ^pterabsr 16th

„ .. « •=• >M'V
t»t I am psrfeotly right aa to the fact that I cannot proceed under

proceed under Bngllah Bankruptcy20 Of the Oode, but *atChapter
Law, am thcf 'gs in* to say that shiie they

thrf‘Privy'Oounoll, yet It only remains for »e io
that by reason of an allege^

refuse to grant my ^*“7®
satisfy .)

to appeal to 
the court
tlon Of fram by 8»rt, eeetlon »9l would prevent fs 

^er Ohapte* 80 of the Oode.

in whloh I mod ray petition
from euooeedlng

^ a petition
- i» -

i.: ’’ -^v: V-’' _

>



. >„vr p^<-<y
'4

a^alnet Smart WfO^

-7;
■. /

40 . ’
■ •> .’;' .•?■■

l^fore Ju«» Hiniifton tna-9r«m 
while Its. wn -SThlB ease oeme on

appwirlM for th* Orown,
•aaleted

Proeeoutor
galnet the prlsen«r»

under aeotlon
The oharge a

,*hO-.Oro»n e* w Oounael.
aafreudlng or^Utora; smart -aa 

B«1 Lord

. v charged 
Deiamara and >tr. 
The grounda hadna

■ y : WB8 for

jpBh of the Indian 1 
charged

Penal oode^
with ahattlng him.

Alien were from areleased Lord Deiaaere
smart had dlahoneetlythat indemnity oiauao , .'ientitled, via: the

. April 1906, with the
claim to whloh he was ! !intent tp *

of the 18thin the agreement
oTodltor, l.e. wyaelf.

def ondaiita did not 
that It wsa

defraud a attoBpt to daigr the 
for them to 
teohnloai point*

If

At the trial the
iapoBBlbl©

on ft
Charge; It la obvloua 

they haaed their whole defence 
, Byron Bppea;

deny It,

Ur. oaial, who with Mr 
found hlB defence on '

•or Lord Deiamace, ■,4
and 189 ofBeotloi*!®^the fact that by

in order to luwe :indemnity holder 
;,n indemmlty muat have paid tha 

smart had not

Aot anthe Indian oontreot
the giver of anany claim on

amount whloh he d—anda 
paid anything oat

Ida. and that ao long aa
had no alalm or deamnd agalnot

Of poo*etji ,h6

liwl Deleaero.
.e^ntlemen the law gnoted ^ 

18 ihefefore noBunralirf t* 
Dalai 18 right.

The judge in

•W Mr.
There

add lord Delamoro. !
deoBlid

smart.of aotlon between 
OftftO

• oausft
no ftlai® 0^«m«Tt haft

wrtikt being the 
y » to which he wee 

' .fore inatruot yo® to

^ Irtish-

I shall th«»-
lagaliy ontltl^,. 

acquit smart on 
and Ur.

tjhe main 
Alien.* ■ 
brought in.

V'^r
.1accordingly

• i

•-
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•• ^

Indian flontraot*•; 1J» and 125 of the
1 then Quote aootlfSi

^vJkOt. »ftloh one party

oauaa* io hla hv
•A oontraot byStation 18h- 

proBlfcaf to e*f¥ tho

J'i , other free loaa

prci^ hln«-^*. 0-^ ^
, contract of In^tT*^ ^

eontriot of ^oKo^tT^- 
.ttthoTlty la ontltlAd •

>
J*the oOBftnot of the 

of any other

125.

paraon, la oa^od
>

The proalBoe In a

•oiAa of hla•otl..2 wltKln the
recover from the piomleor.

0QQ9«110d to

to

to
damages *hloh ho may be

1. Ill
eot of any nattersuit in reappay In any

the promlae to indeamlfy. WPHaa.

which he nay be oowpellod to P«y 
defending It 

of tho pra^aor

for him 
of indaonlty 

hiB to brine or

all ooets2.
If in bringing or 

the orders
in any aucr. ault

he did not o.-.ntravene
been,prudentIt »ould have

of any oontraci
and eotod ae If

in the abaenoeto aet
authoTlaedor If the proBlBor 

defend the suit. have paid 
ouch ault 

to the order of 
which It would have

to'meko in the ebaenmf 
If the prwdmof 

the Buitj

wt.loh he mayAil auma of money5.
OBpronlae in anyof any cunder the taofoia

not 8ontr«y
If the oonproBlae *»■

and waa cm« tothe promisor
prudent «pr the J.romlaa« 

oontraot Of Indemnity or
boon 
of any 
Butborlaed hla to ootvroalaa

• ♦'

be oerafuliy read It 
inpoealbla to put such a o/rvi 

. Delal put on them, and.ahlelt tbe,;.

i

two aeotlons 
that It la

them ea Ur

by hla evoEind

lorn If t>»*^

vary olearly ,y
etrtotlon on

^.Itled to reeuwor fr- the pr«il.ox all

the proaA*** 
and aXl

IB ear rult.o«K.elled to P*T•hloh he ttKT beoosta



11

T

'*«>«»’ ‘»»*»»***^:*.5
n-r.".!-’j« 1=.

rmvxttb wofC* ••Kr. palal'* »ff«**** 
to poy ■»«> 1

I
i

<W
«l» :..,t.li«W.-. ».».nticr., W -ui<v «»''•

xt»\ la IM riftAtr' oo^otlotf M »»jr*.

«tsj« 10/ ■•*«-;. !»*■

• .
Hor« tho 

i:Mt«r«i of
fr.r »«•'

;. aoivoT »Mo.'. M h«o POW w»1«t

» l»« I'* a••^

any jai»T -«' a« *
,y nrf'' •»»•

taa\ uirtM It I*
%^T9 \m VvT^a *

.etJi;-r t»»*tmt tM acooT
,U\ M »0 otimliT 

*«j4o 
v.'-j* «**rv«i*i*a 4ao*

Int 0 fcrooIn&aaRtlr l-o»
tloeo i » »

►••.4 
•Xmlj cat

« dLlftorer.l

4. r..'*- Si*l» y^O'.^y M • r^noo • - »or*

ii:. tM» hii* U»l»o« 
rr «* tbt i»i»

itiauirnet wloo
t u»

nt «x*<»oat f# ftJ’r-.. ***

• •oo*ul»ie.-. ««

i t»v^ to Urt •*, »**• 
Ut^MtlOW^ * »

*jr:oO« t.»|l«*. »*•
* fWlotia aat t« vt^rK. 

. ftkia M«rl^4 of tM» •carta la •■•y • 
• mtA tl»t »«» ocootrjotl'j*- W

to oMlto aroao.

t«u

TJ* root • «t in »

UoA to por* o»» I* o 
».-, o tiwt 0 llMlfwlI 

rirol OOM f. iMo^^r O

ja«d oro •■•» to
l•*l•lotUf•

oMr. oo too 
jooonUOiOn orlooo

to
OOTO po-.av

ictc f :oo oO
:n '■'.»

wtf tr^ 
rroo tr*t oo-oa* • J'0»<»o'-' 

r^ohlnorr of l!» too. Ito

to undor ooowtiloion to »oy

ot tr. •O.ont ; t 1. iioT. ftr 
.yooitor to ontlt.ol t= »•

•\wm‘ na

. \9tm

,„d art>ooo<uii«o ir. »«rArupt0f. to
OOOOUUor.o. Jtia*)«nt.

dot tor to por, oi>4 »“•

oot-^ro poo... JP* m *?*pU*r 
000 •Mvai^ Mfp
d '. \ ■' '

y? ^
DrtiAMCrt

pra«la#««h*a
• boo floon. In tt.o 

too proolooo until tio M

^ tiMimAtt $A^n' 
nt i obtolnod my doopoo o««ln«t

Soldi trlod to orfu*. '*?**

t
r\, . *'''

Tbaiafor* In

foroc tr^ 'n* 
t. rtnl not, «• lOf

mmm Isto

?•

« i
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rz:(3t^"^
stronger, m

to say

ias9

^OfcdB tjflsd «re

oI^)^ Wii*d to 
tliWt t4e irorda

'idamages he iiiay-„J)Oh9,

te ohviouBly 
, oonpelled to li<S« mean -may

1 quote thisi. aotuBlly have paid”
Thisargument.oonfute !ir. Dalai-sstill furtherIt tends to

Smart Inheing

self within section 424,

plainly MJou^t hinr.reieasliS lord Delamere
of the Indian Penal 0o<»a, which reads

■^ :
i tBO

as fOllOWB, VlE.,
•Whosoever

fraudulently conceals ordlshpneetly or 
property of hlneolf or 
fraululently assists In the

or dlB-aay other person
oonoealiaont thereof•romovos any 

..honestly or
claim to which ho ^ 

of either
any d«nend or

with Imprisonment
dishonestly releases

ansTl he punished
•or

•entitled 
•dasorlptlon

extend to two yoare or
term which mayfor a

slth Doth.*•with fine or
charge against

•...dishonestly releases any ■

I havs clearly shown 
or demand- a^ilnst lord Delamera

words •whoaoavsr ...- ■

tied*
Smart arises from the

Ihe
demand to whloh he Isclaim or 

that Smart actually had a •claim 
the Claim to he Indemnified1 thlnh

, 1.3

suit brought hy mo, and this 
Is impossible to

In thethe cost a.vl damagesagainst

oialm smart fslsMsd I,ord nelamere from, and It
dishonest release; given as

an other than alook on the release Indemnity 
Xa a matter 
fact, they 

into the witness -

be held to , ,

■ - ^

effect' of the 
of JSO.

ixjrdi Dolamere from the
cash payment

It was to save 
he had given. In return for a

attempted to dispute the 
of fhara go.

of fact the prisoners never

denied the ohargo, not did sity

tl a »eahlW(;that‘ they*-, ■

never

box to be
Theythis part of the dhsxge.admit

legal Aulhble. a twisting'of wo^hlnt

inisnded to boar, and ss^I'h^ «

this

on a

wars nsTSX
on those words was erronsou^l. -

jtslgs at MaleoprandorsedYet the
the law, as laid down by Ur. D»lal, was 

- IT -

right, arid AlreoJ^
i h -that
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Jury to acquit the prlaonorn.
■tood alone It might have

been l^ilA^' tothe
Had thlB case

the Judge was merely jfllBtaSon in his law. But taj^n In 
Bankruptcy It Is impossible

bold that
conjunction with the Proceedings in

conclusion that it was not a oase of, bad law, birt V
to avoid the

Shield Lord Delw^rs from thean attempt tothat here again was
consequences

ingjowlbie to acquit Lord 
twlstJid as to enable;

suffer ini >be punishment tW,.;

As it wasof his own act.
, ^ convict smart, the law was so 

them both to go free, instead of :
Leiamere

undoubtedly deBervod. 
Previous

incident had ooourred into this trial another
contend again shows the li^ossibility of 

and to this tnoident I
ootvbsr 190« which I 
getting juatloe in British East Africa

Lordship'S attention.bog to oall your
in October 1006 my legol adviser Bi.

H.ff. Buokland informed 
and one 

hail on the 9th 
and BuoKland) should go

smart and Lord Delamsre,
me that Ur. Alien Solicitor for

polios court prooeealngs
of the defendants In the 
October proposed
in and work togettmr. and that li they did so

annuity to then,

to him that they (Alien
the action (Grant 

as they could
and smart) would bo U good as an

going fa- h year and get al
went to the Town ksglstrato's

, there was In It.
keep It

offloe and filed an
I at onoe

>'7

... ...... . ... r.» •"
....... ........ .. *»" ‘ ■“*“*v o

In it
attention to the fact that on the 13th September, »Swi' 1 applied 

Allen had obtained a etay of ; ,

ground tfvat'‘i,i>pd Delawire would either pay o»
stay to

fop exeoutlon against Smart Ur
axeeutlon on the

advantage of that week'sAllon tookappeal, and that Ur.
got the fraudulent releaee executed and that a 
p,l«Are on oath told the Uagl.trat. (D.that he had not,ln.»uta4 .

on Ur. Aiw«’s oAvioe that he v

few days later Lord

to appeal (8) that It waeUP. Allon 
had entered Into the releaee and paid anart £80 for same.
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obtainiae the stay or
And I pplntod out to hl8 Honour t.

j

dJ^tlttotly ■laleh the O^t ini-
) ’ >

eutlon. ■ ^:f..'i:
aooordlngiy aaked for t^o.protection of the .

jtnd I
..'i,ioottrt.

■'^siiaee Barth in hla ohamher 'uy aPPil«atlon wae heard hy 
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being hold '
at Hairobi on 
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The result of
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Ootober E9th. Judeathe hearing was that on

complaint aaylng that -howeverBarth wrote mo, diamiasing ay
used by «r. Allen may bo, there was•unwise the eXpresBlona 

•no attatjit at 
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.4-. BucXiand, anddishonest Collusion with Ur
sarrant me taXing 

eonduot.'
nothing said which would

the ground of Isiproper *•any action on
was that «r. AUentooK ; ■Vfho next thing to happen

Halrobl polios Court' 
oode for defaolng Mr.

egainat me in tlioortalnel prooeodlnga

under seotion 5°® of 
Allen by using the

by me before the
ires issued on

the Indian Penal 
words in paragraph

i6 of the effldsvlt 
Oototar .l3iS. 1Town Magistrate on

sworn

The .BUwmone 
Movenber E6th. and E7th. and aa

. JNovember Tth. and'-ifa heard on..'-, ' 
result I tiaB ooiiikittoda

for. trial. apd. the Jury brought in f „in Jantiafy;The. trial oanie on

vordlot of not guilty.
with regard to this I will point out to your

allowed to be prooent.HOW

■lordehlp that at the 
I think this fact alone is

hearing 1 was not
sufflolont to show how j •

N

1
oonduotod.the ppoooadlngw

in thle 08BO I waa 
«r. Alien (aa a result of it 
Blsaed ha prosecuted me

were
charge against 

was dla- 
defamatlon) yet the

bringing very grave
when my arolloatlon

oTlBAndliyifdr 
.„„tunl^^df 0^ the>..rlhg ori

'l- '
judlfe gave me no
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that,th» r®art »ould poaalhly ha mada 
, the Principal Jhdge of Zanzibar. 3J3
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Pa made arid that 1 to • 'V^
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And further I 
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