
ii879 There were no objections taken under s. 324, and under the cir
cumstances'the Court should have given judgment according to
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3u a n d  the award.
L *’• Appeal allowed,
fa.B A T A S .

11870 Before S ir  Robert Stuart,R t., C h ief J -m tice,M r. Justice Peanon, M r . Justice
Spanhie, and M r , Justice Oldfield.

' '  F A Z A L  M U H A M M A D  { P l a i n t i i ' f )  v . P H U L  K U A K  ( D e f e n d a n t ) . , *

Appeal under cl. 10 o/ the Letters Patent— Computation o f  Limitation.

In  computing the period o f lim itation prescribed for an appeal under cl. 10 o f 
the Letters Patent, the time requisite fo r obtaining a copy o f the judgment ap­

pealed from cannot be deducted, such copy not being required, under the rulea o f 
the Court, to be presented with the memorandum o f appeal.

T h is  was an appeal to the Full Court, under cl. 10 of the Letters 
Patent, which had been preferred two days after the period of limi­
tation (1) had expired.

On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the time re­
quisite for obtaining a copy o f the judgment appealed from should 
be deducted, in computing the period o f limitation. On behalf o f 
the respondent it was contended that, inasmuch as under the Rules 
of Practice adopted by the High Court on the 21st May, 1873, 
regarding the admission of appeals under cl. 10 of the Letters Pa­
tent, a copy of the judgment appealed from was not required to ba 
presented with the memorandum of appeal (2 ), the time for obtain­
ing a copy could not be deducted.

The Senior Government Pleader (Lala Juala Prasad), Munshi 
Hanvman Prasad, and Maulvi Mehndi Hasan, for the appellant.

Mr. Colvin,for the respondent.

The Full Bench delivered the following

J u d g m e n t . — The Full Bench is o f opinion that the appeal is 
beyond time and not entitled to be admitted. It  is therefore dismiss­
ed with costs.

* Appeal under ol. 10, Letters Patent No. i  o f 1878.

<1) Under the Rules o f Practice adopt- discretion, on good cause shown, Bhall
ed by the H igh Court on the 21st May, grant further time. ”
187.’!, regarding tlie admission o f  ap- (2 ) Role iii.— The appellant shall not 
peals under cl, 10 o f  the Letters patent, be required, as in oidinary appeals, to
such appeals must be preferred within file, with guch petition o f appeal, a
ninety days, “  unlesja the Court, ia ita copy o f the judgment appealed to m .


