
?Oia. I I A ttA H A B iD  SEEIES.

of tlie uatnre of tlie application of 28t1i May, 1.875̂  is siipporfcod by 
a decision of a Bench of this Coiirfc dated 22nd ult», la miscellaneous 
special appeal No. 64 of 1877, Banki Bchari  ̂appellant r. Musammat 
Malm, respondent.

We rererse the lower appellate Court’s order of 20tk June lasfcj 
and, decreeing the appeal with costs, direct that the application be 
allowed and proceeded with.

Appeal allowed.

APPELLATE CRIMIHAL.

before M r. Justice. SpanUei 

M U T H R A  V. J A W A H IR  and othebs.

BuUk S'eyry—A etX L V  of {Indian Penal Co^e), sa. 1S8, 
Tre»p(m-^Be^iilation FT o f 1819, s. Q—J)isobedience to order duhj promulgai^ by 
FiM k ^ m t~ ^ A € 6  n i l  o f  1851-

A  person plying a hoat for hire at a disfcance of three miles &oia a' pitlrlic ferry 
cannot be siiid, w Uli roiereuiie to such ferry, to commit “criminal trespass,” within the 
me.T,ning of that term in e. 441 of the Indian Penal Code (3 ).

( 1 )  1  M a d .  H .  a  E e p .  8 0 .  ( 2 )  I .  L .  B . ,  1  A l l .  4 9 ? .

(3) As_to ''crimiaal tresspass "  ou a S'Ae Sinpress v. Chhm I, h, !R*
right of fishery in a public river, see 2 Calc.
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Before Mr, JusHcb Pearson and Mr, Justice Turner,

EMPRESS Off m D IA  v. SALIK.

Act X L Y  of I860 {Indian Penal Code), s. 211—False Oharge.

'To constitute the offenco of making a false charge, under s, 211 of the Indian 
Penal Code, it is enough that the false charge is made and that the charge is not pend­
ing at the time of the oifeuder’s trial. The Qmen v. Suhbcinna Qmnclan followed (1),

T h i s  was an appeal to the High Court by the Local Government 
against a judgment of acquittal passed by Mr. J. W . Power^ Ses­
sions Judge o f Ghazipiir, dated the 8th Septemberj 1877, reversing 
a Judgment of conviction passed by Mr. A. E. C. Casey  ̂ Assistant 
Magistrate of the first class, dated the 1st August^ 1877.

As this case merely follows Reg. v. Suhbanna Oaundan (1) al­
ready followed in Empress of India v. Abiil Hasan (2), it is not 
reported in detail.
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