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VENKATARAM JETTI.^

Criminal Trocedure Code— Aci X of 1882, s. 11— Sentence imposed in British 
India postponed tiU expiry of a sentence imposed in Mrjsore.

It is competent to a Magistrate in Britisli India to pass a sentence whioli 
should iaka effect after the expiration of a sentence in Mysore-

Case reported for the orders of the High Court imder section 438 
of the Godo of Crimin.al Procedure by H. Bradley, District Magis­
trate of Coimbatore.

A  person, who was undergoing a sentence of sis years’ rigorotis 
imprisonment in the jail at Mysore, was tried by the Tahsildar- 
Magistrate of Kollegal in Calendar Case No. 135 of 1891 for the 
oifence of theft in a building, and was convicted and Bentenced to 
sis months® rigorous imprisonment to take effect after the expiry 
of the sentence which he was undergoing in the Mysore Jail. The 
District Magistrate entertained a doubt as to whether it was legal| 
for the sentence imposed in a British Court to be postponed until 
the prisoner had served out in a foreign jail a sentence imposed in 
a foreign Oouifc. He acoordingly reported the case for the orders 
of the High Court as above.

The Public Froseeutor (Mr. Potcell) for the Crown.
Oedek .— W e think it was competent to the Magistrate to pass 

sentence which should take efiect at the only time when it could 
take effect, viz., after the expiration of the sentenc|p in foreign 
temtory.

W e therefore decline to interfere.
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