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Q1. &TfAYfcl S HideT T FaFaRYdeh ATt HITor | SHehT Tearefd ider 7 e Hife |

3R gt @fder 1 aRemT e dfder sffs @ awr 124 7 & a8, ¢, e 3eaR, @i afae,
% IR T YeTehR gE YeTehR &l TII Feeialdl & 3TeRoT & fondll 3 egfea & 3reror & # 39
GEY 98THR &I JaTe &1 Tl & ¢, atfaqfc &1 d@fder wgerdr g1

"A contract by which one party promises to save the other from loss caused to him th ct of the

A0 & v el 0T FRIagar &, S 200 9 fr FAT TR & T
aRomAt & T @ @ afAufd Fe & dfder war §1 gz afaefd & F

S8 SR S caFa el e cafRa & @R @ aue e &, %
fear St &, 39 gifeemarY (indemnity-holder) sgar &1)

gifaqfc 1 dfder i s9d aRemsT & Ig TUSE @ §
ST 3 TG BIeRETS AT e fondl eafad &
Ieddd G §| 3T eUsar A, FET SN FhT & TR
A& 7 3T AfheT oS 3T AT
ﬁﬁqﬁuﬁaﬁqﬁwaﬁmﬁa

SR &1 Shaer 3 gifel T 28T Ham
geaT A g5 i i qfd 5@ @fder &

, &ifagfel T dfder & 3reEr § 3R g Ao A
&d gV AR Ffaer fRfagd garr & a1
TSHTATH 38R 38 AEqd &7 &, dfthd 7 &

ial elements contract of indem. nity) — &Tfaqfc wfder dwET d@fdarsit
h oI&TUT 9T Slel 3HTdeT& g, St Uk 3y Hiaar gl & fav &l &, s &

I H TeIH §, & ALY giaAT I

mutual assent) 85T 3Md &1

F o, 3\FE RN, AL cuuge seanfe T 39T AL Qe Al
d2T & IR H YSTHRT & HIg AT AT glelr ARy

& fav @Aded g & 6 3T 3eged du @), Ifg QAT o g3 o Aider A gafdd o Har
ST EHT| Th oW GaNT TSI Yereret (libel) BT9et arel fvex ar gereet &t f&ar s afagfd 1 aae
gafdd #g7 far ST Tehar| [Smith & Son Vs. Clinton & Horis (1908) 90L.T. 840] 33 YR & U 3TRTEN
eofFd garT el AT i sfaqfd @ & R 3madsa § 3R 3/ § mar Nath Ve Nobel [Kumar Nath
Vs. Nobokumar (1899) 26. Cal. 241] |
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T Hfder @ i, effaqfed v @fder @ & &g T YA @ T reel g@RT TS (expressed) B Hevdll §
37UAT Y&THRI & 3RRUT & AT (implied) & Thal § |

gIfaRemaryr & 31f¥eR (Rights of indemnify-holder)- gfARETURT & 3SR & Toaey H ARAT g
Jrfafeze & arT 125 3ueey HI &, Sad IHTaR gTfatenarl & e HReR §

(1) greIRETTdY gTieeTe @ 31 @l gIfidl (damages) & TS ol T SR § S 3 arG
ST % 98Y § TS gifaRat &1 auet o &

(2) srfereTardy gifavets & 39 @l AT (cosis) F o A FA HT AR are & FT H AT
3HHT Yidale e A 3o U; o arg & gifeet dr gfder o gl

(3) BITIRETURY §TieeTh @ 3o § ARIAT H1 o TG HA T freT T arg (suit) &
et gt Ter §; foeet gifereT @ aae oep

wm*mmwwma:mamg\N,maenﬁﬁmmam

T B &1 grfeReTerdy so fRSRT @ ey gsfr 39 gIfAReT & 3eRil & greleT fhar §
IR 397 AT T F15 FF J87 Far g1 afe CaRT TRY I 3ERIT Fr Iagelell Har g ar

3 3 FFHRT ¥ T & fG7r srar §1 LI g oY 3maeTs § T ag M F urele e &
Y-ArT 8 3 gHER F FF W oG fh geftr &1 Aegsr atfaqfer @ fonddr o dfder & sremar o
T Bl

gifeReTer & fow gg o gfardy & Fae A =77 (S Y a1 gl) grfevets & ager e
€ g8 V& viddie aa 8Teh I ST #H o & [ Byth Vs. Smith 5, M. & G. 405]|
gIfRReTeaTdl = Th et & Hpsg A Hifd F e aifRe St B dg #wqsw afaqf @fder & e
‘ el atg & 3fecela Al IR Gl YT T § 3R 3F alg M iddre w6 Al §

#; Tag

ar o I ey & T g8 off s TR & a1 yfdarg X 3R I ag @ A axar §, o @8
305 T it gIfeReTd ¥ ae el & Tl [Gopal Singh Vs. Bhawani Prasad (1880) 10 All.
53

erfaqfe

3R geams{far wider & e 3 e TR g

(1) eFfofel wfaer forel e TatehTs A1 T aeeTard & AT 3cdee g3 Blfel & TaeTIgIaT (indemnity-holder) T T&TT et
8 TS R Srar g1

Stafe geamsfer wfdeT Feroft 1 3R A Teh THTATETET 81Tl & ST STATT HeTH UM T 31X A FOTETAT 1 &1 ST 1
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(2) TToeT 7 aTferfet HiAeT 7 8T T I B1T & | S JecreTe TATeIfet o1 AT 78T el § | STafeh weamefer whaer
&1 erfarqfct Hfder T 39T 31fereh faeqe giar & | 58 Hider # &ffaqfc &1 dider AR &1

(3) &TfaIfet EfaeT 31 gTiereTeh a1 315 fanelt cafard & 3TeROT GaRT 3cvee gTfel o T&TT T aaet AT ST &,
Hfder # fonell e gaTeh & EaRT b kel TR 3T R G&TehR & Tefef hl ITele] hiel 31T 38eh
fafed . g1a &1 38 ¥ &Tfaqfc Hider # grieete S TUH aTided gia ¢

Stafes Seamstfer wfaer # ufcre] T gue arificd of gl g aTiica gia o

(4)Hﬁq\%ﬁﬁaﬁmﬁ1wamaﬁimmsﬁaﬁé?mw€mﬁaﬁ?ﬁ%l il
# harel Teh g1 ider AfFATAT 1

STeieh TeATs{ic Hider # Hersk ol A ROTETAT & HET, FUTETar 3T Tid % {3 erwoft & #e wfaerd grdr
&1 38 v yeamfa wiaer # i dfaet afFAfad &1

(5) &Tfqfct ETaeT Fraet al TaTHRT 3 glet J &Y TS &1 el & % g gifaamemy|
aaﬁ:waﬁraﬁa?m%ﬁveﬁaqwaﬁwg ofY. Teh SROTETAT 3R Ueh gfctey

(6) &rfcrqfct wider # grieate 1 dider garT Fo A garg | figd

Starfeh Feareif wider 7 gfdsy &1 € ¢ Tider & a1 =t Afasfd & & X 3cUeat gl 8 |

(7) erfarfcf wfaer aF grfaiersh 3 J&T & TOGEMITE TEc A&l X Hehcll § FoTee! gifey Tg TS 8Y| a8 Ta HsheaT asft e
Hehcl § STeeh 38 3Heh TGN W 3HEIPR JTocl 81 ST |

St geameifa & b el I 3 GT1Acd & TAdgeT o "IETe 3= ATH A 3H G HbGHAT el
T |

02.9'@ ? 9Te] & TURR TT Sled! H FASSI_

ﬂ% wfder, fasy Ferwoft 3R HoteTdr & woeetr 7 SR wider sfafaas @ urr 126 AT Hr s 1 78
UK g-

"Fearsifcl T e el 3 T Ted h e T ITTEAT H SHRT YT T UTeleT AT &Tcd I [ dgl et 1 wider | ag
ST S AT ST &, "IN, FEATAT §; Ig ATt ToreTehT I o forw Teamsffay & el &, AT Fof Fgerar & 3R ag
Safebet Torgreht Seamegfel & STicll 8, 'RUTeTaT Shgellell & | Yeams{ict 1 ot #ifae ar fofed gy aendr g1

“A ‘Contract of Guarantee' is a contract to perform the promise, or discharge the liability, of a third person in case of his default. The
person who gives the guarantee is called 'surety', the person in respect of whose default the guarantee is given, is
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called 'principal debtor' and the person to whom the -guarantee is given, is called 'creditor'. A guarantee may be either oral of

witten” (YT_T 126)

TeaTSfer HideT hr S erct TRSTST & Ig Fse g1al & o 30 Hider  ven v et fAfge & Si fandlt ey qateniy@s arercir
FL I 52T # 3T TR Y&THR & UTeleT & [T 372091 39 a1fdcd T [AdgeT et & [T Forerar i fear e

Ig Fuefr Gfder (tripartiate contract) ST SITATE, %m?fr;ri%ra{( WWW@?%I da
Hider FacT: €1 el HdeT3it 7 Fotet Il § Ueh Hider Herof AR RoTerd s, Teh dider & o 3R
Ueh Hider afas] 3R Ferkol S AT g &l

sﬁrwwmmaﬁgayﬁwoamm%lH,aaﬁrswel?‘rwm TEAT I g Toh a7
35 TIT 38 TTcs{fcr &1 71, 37ehl aeret ST ¢ o A T TuaT suR al, afe T <R # ehT 91| FET g T U
Seamstfel TfdeT &, Toraet 3rRoTerar § 3R 7 Ferrol A T ufaer g

& e I |

HhdT| %WWW periamanna vs banias and co. (1926) QK
See{fct HideT & FFetl H 3 HE o1l Tg ¢ foh (it cleil 1 HideT et & AT TWd g STafeh

HerH 0N T HdeT et & [T WeTH glalT 3TaRTeh 761 & S Tfaer s o foT @eTs +Te & ot a8 Feams{ia
wfder & 3refiet fonel off a1fica & forw ar 7] A gfey &Y FersRol & FATT AT AT &

W@W%Wﬁwmm@%%ﬁéwﬁrmx ST & et wfcyey o7el aet
*

n for gua rantee) - FeATHI & foIT YTAHe & HFaeer A HRAT
& BIRIG & TolT T 375 IS JTd AT T 315 I T TSI &t &

' 3UR 99 & AT #gar g1 & 38 396 YR aE&qU 99 & AU 39 9 a W

HeAd giar ¢ fpgar BT geamifa &1 T W geImsifd & &A1 @1 %, @ H aEq¢ IUN 99 & g
TEt 1 A g CERT @ T 3UR aEqU ool g gafed gfawa

BT B, T 1 FS TEJT ST § AR I, & § Tg A1 AT & o T Teh I eh 38 K0T & fIv @ W are of
8 et & 8. foh IS a5 Ig STt ATl ST &l & S@RT a&3iT & Tl & Telcll el O 3], 3eT a&i3ii &

jogindar vs. chandra nath (1940) 31 cal. 242 %mﬁﬁu@ﬁﬁﬂa%mwmﬁ:mmmﬁréﬁmmﬁm

STHTETTH & forg tI'EISI"Tcr';I'ﬁ-I'Ch_oI'%' (the for bearance of a claim against a third person is a sufficient consideration for a surety
bond) i
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gfcisy & aTfica & TR Afder ez it URT 128 HFTY & | 8 4RI &1 Sgal 8, "Fd8] &I aTidca STa deh foh Hider
AR 3Uafetd 7 g, &I HO & STica & FAT aeqd ¢1"

"The liability of the surety is co-extensive with that of the principal debtor unless it is otherwise provided by the congract."

3TEXOT & ToIT & Teh Fafaia ey o o 37efiet Gl G&Teh 3T a7 37TdTet o foT T o geams{fal ST &
TAfAFT-I7 S HATT FI AT T | 5T GATH &F haol 38 TATAFAT-TT I 7oA g oTal dfodh 30 W AL FTS s
T & gfc e gram| X

fcte] & aTicd T 3cea GleTl-HS HIHeA! H FTcIs] T TRica HTT HOMN & TTdcd & TTY el TREIG! STl & oot defl-ahefr

N

T AE Bl & AR wifve] 7 arfied e ol GaRT IR A O It g | SghEfa

%T:Iﬁ? (cause of action) H@'T@HT (Radha Krishna Das Vs. Ajodhiya Das 1932¢R.L.

wfcrs] & a1flica T dieAT- 7g wider # i o1 erdf o¥ AR el & I ¥ 391 & HFa Tt T & HHAEd A, AT
& gfcs @ aeaietra €, & ufd et tgar & b 31 dfder # T8I & AT I8 G TaT SeXTT Sff HehlT &,

31T Stet gfasy o faelt T fera wrer & AR AT (quagity (quality) & Feameffal & & 3R H&g Furerar
ﬂwé‘rm%aﬁaaﬁmﬁmmm%(ﬁr% as Ganpati Lal Vs. Gulab Khan I.L.R. Pat. 950)1

(1) @1 TTcTe] it 76T ST S FhelT & ? T SATET &1 & T 3T (ordered) 8T fomar ST Hehell
TSIel Thd 381 31 STHATATATH

F‘ﬁﬁw‘l?@f%’(Damodar Vs. Kusaji, Bom. P.J. (1995) p. 287]1

(2) TTE IS T 3720dT ST FROT HARON & faeee 3rvadeia g, df T8 9ias] & fawey off yafdd &l

.V. Thavasi Nadar, A.l.R. (1963) Mad. 413]

AT ST FehlT & [A.V. Var&

(3) afe frelr T | efation of law) & HTRH N U= STAcd & FHerd 81 STl & i SHT Ig THIT g1 gl foh
gfcrsy ot 3ot SR 3R 8 X8 TTcHs] & faees RUTETT ST STUR (remedy) 38 Teh# cleh ATAT

S TR & $[9TcTeT & forT 34 T8 o fohateaaret 81 & Fofl &l S1ey foharr ST dehar 8l |

(restricted) g1

() & fasey IR,
(3) & STy T g2 7 317 wg-gfaeg3i & favey sfR+R,
(4) 31T TfFaAt & faveyr i |
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SofanT faaRoT fAeet 9P &

(1) W*mm(mghts against the principal debtor) - STd. Wmmwwmﬁmmmﬁ
1 a8 el 7 31T Tl &, al 3T Teh el T 21T 7 T T 38 & icd Tl G T grelt & | 9f9] garT alica
T e I 3HT R oTerar 1 A 81 Sl § 31X 38 3 7o 3R, wred 87 311t § S Seareifa wiaer

FRUTGTAT 1 HeTk O & faets ured & &hget o1 I o Hersk ol T 3R @ a1fica 1 Adgs i & 12 a
3H FR &l T YT &t b TR 81 ST § S 38 HdeT & 3ecld 3Taedes &9 & Jehrdm g |

(Z)Wagmmmightsagainstthe principalcreditor)ﬂ@ﬂ{uﬂ'ﬁaﬁiﬁraﬁﬁ H< o g FI I dgeT
et o 9TTd, Qﬁmﬂﬁmq—mﬂﬁwmﬂwaﬂﬁaﬂaﬁmﬂﬁm%ﬁm : faecy 39

WW*WW@W@TWQMWWWWW@%%W ?W(existence)
T AT 81| 3T T 7 g ¢ AgeaquT & o afes worarar ufaey i wgafa fogfes P ITA TH AT SATE
7 foR e 315 TR & e F 4T & Al Sce] T Team{fel & Hed e 3791 GhiRic oGS =71 GnaT‘s‘l

3ETER0T & o=, @I 2,000 $9 FUR &l & 3N 58 foIw a1 geams] E NG SHRUT T TSI Ta6T T T 1,500 T
T FeiaR oY 379 U1 S8 OR T oIl & | 916 # & J8ieh ol FT T HOT YehTel H 3Bl TGl & | T T
W%Wﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁmﬁaﬁ?ﬁmam%n\

(3)W9ﬁﬁ3ﬁ$mmmlghts against co-suretfi ) mmﬁmeaﬁT%m
TGeFcd FUOT AT g T, W{Hﬁ:mamwﬁm wmm#@m$@m$m#w-

SIS 372 34 T ST &, ToTH 0T & 19T H T AT SarT mn‘sﬂ
3ETE0T & folT-37, § &l 1,500 FIAT FHUR & farT g v, o ag-afdey 8 | 71,500 9T Yehled H 3ol
TEaT ¥ €, 9, %, 500-500 T9T &7 &

37 3ETgI0T- 31, T & 1,000 sm%fﬁaaﬁtaa%%mqﬁa;%lalooomwﬁﬁaﬁm%lmso
FUAT S & faw 3R g 750

(B) Tg-gfdey i T T el 8, 379eY-319e) G1fica T FAT e STaR-aTa 37Tl det o forT amear it
J
3ETEX0T ; S FFa-HT RATS-fohelTe Tel W g s § 31X s8eh folw 375,000 9T, § 10,000 T924T 3R

T 15,00 & JeIT STs] 8 | @ 15,000 T & 31T el | 31, T 31 F Fedeh 5,000-5,000 T9AT & o folw amear g1

»%v— , T T 39 Fg1 Aehs T RHTa-forctar tet & fow forgerer andetr & 3 s@as farw 37 5,000 T & forg, @
10,000 & fore 3i & 15,000 F9 e & forw wfcsy €1 @ 25,000 T T Aehs T 1T AT ¢ | $H 2T 3 37 5,000 T4 &
fore 31 & 31X T 10,000 10,000 T9AT &=t F AT SR £
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(4) mm*mmmights against third persons ) —aﬁﬁaﬁq&?mﬁ%wgﬁﬂwmwm
& 3R 3HR! TeaTefcl HideT & AR &3 el oh ToIT 1Tl T ol & ot 5 &=l 7 UicHs] 7 Ig ISR gl ¢ o a8 39
i AT & STAT fohaT g1 9T 1o of o |



