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APPELLATE CIVIL—FULL BENCH.

Before Sir Avthur J. H, Oollins, Kt., Chief Justice, Mr. Justice
Parker, Mr. Justice Shephard, and Hr. Justice Hundley.

REFERENCE UNDER STAMP ACT, s. 40.% 1889.
Sept. 16.
Stamp Aet, s, 3—Dond. o .

R. execubed a document, by which he promised to pay on demand Rs. 16-12-0
with intorest to S.R. The writer of the dovument and some others signed the
document as witnesses : ‘

Hld, that the document was & hond and linkle to stamp duty us such.

Casz veferred to the High Court under Stamp Act, 1879, s. 49,
by the Distriet Muusif of Kavali, through C. Ramachandra
Ayyar, Acting District Judge of Nellore.

The question referred for determination by the High Court
wag whether or not the following instrument, which bore a one-
anna stamp only, should have been stamped as a bond ; —

“ Bond executed by Ithadi Ramudn in faver of Swarna
Ramanna on the 2ud Sudha, Palguna of the year Parthiva.

“The debt due up to date under the prior bond according to
the settlement effected with you this day is Rs. 10-12-0, in words
rupees ten and annas twelve. Interest on this is at 12 annas
per Rs. 100 per month. I bind myself to pay you the principal
and inferest at this rate whenever you may make a demand fox
it. This is the bond passed with my free will and consent in the
hand of Nandavanam Venkatasami. -

“x Mark of Ramunu.

¥ Witnesses,
“ (Signed) Banor Ramagamr.
“ (Signed by mark) Swarxa Crinna VENKALACHALLAM
“ (Signed by mark) Susmava, son of
Swarna Korarpa.”

The District Munsif was of opiuion that the instrament was &
bond, and in his statement of the case he referred to Reference

* Reforred Case No. 7 of 1889,
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1889,

Qct. 2, 25,
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under Stamp Aet, s. 49(1), Pattat Ambadi Marar v. Krishnan(2),
Negotiable Instruments Act, s. 46, and Proceedings of the Board
of Revenue, No. 1434, dated 24th April 1884,

Counsel were not instructed.

JunemENT.—We reply to the reference that the document is
2 bond, See Reference under Stamp Act, s. 49(1), and section 3 of
the Stamp Act.

APPELLATE CRIMINAL.

Before Sir Arthur J. H. Collins, Kt., Chicf Justice, and
My. Justice Parker.

QUEEN-EMTRESS
s,

RAMAYYA axp oruers {PETITIONERS).®

Fenal Code, ss. 97, 146—=Self-defence—Rioting— Unluuwful distraint,

A landlord who had not tendered to his tenant such a patta as the latier was
bound to nccept under the Madras Renl Recovery Act, distrainod his caitlo for
avrears of rent, the assistance of the Police having been proeured for the purpose.
The tenant, with the assistance of eleven other persons, Forcibly obstructed the
removal of the cattle which had already been actually selzed and deiven for some
yards. They were charged with the offence of rioting and convieted :

Held, that the conviction was 1ight,

Prrrmiow under Criminal Procedure Code, ss. 485, 439, praying
the High Cowt to revise the proceedings of the Additional
Deputy Magistrate of Kistna in criminal appeal No. 72 of 1888,
presented against the convictions of petilioners under Penal Code,
s. 146, by the Second-class Magistrate of Bandar town in calendar
case INo. 579 of 1888,

The accused preferred this revision petition.

Pattabhiramayyar for petitioners.

The facts of the case appear sufficiently for the purpose of this
report from the following

Jupement :~The facts found are that the complainant, the
landlord, had distrained the moveable property of first acoused (his

(HLLR., 10 Mad., 158 (2) LL.R., 11 Mad., 290,
* Ommmal Bevision Case No, 209 of 1889.



