
B efore Mr. Ju stice  Kendall.

E M P E R O E  KISH AN  LA L.^ W26Novemhei,
A ct No. XX V of 1867 (Press and Rfigistration of Books Aci), 

section  9, clause (a)— “ Delivered out of the press ”—
Term  not m erely synonymous with “ -printed.”
H eld, on a construction of section 9(a) of the Press and 

Registration of Books Act, 1867, that the words “ delivered 
out of the press ” are not merely synonyiDons wifch “ printed/’ 
but indude at lea.st the fnrther processes of folding and bind
ing necessary to make u book ovit of tlie printed matter, if not 
Die nctunl caiTyiiig' of the book ontside the Press.,

T he facts of this case, so far as they are necessary 
for the purposes of this report, appear from the jiiclge- 
iTient of the Court.

Babu Satish Chandra Das, for the applicant.
The Assistant Government Advocate (Dr. M. 

Waliullah), for the Crown.
K e n d a l l , J .  :— This is a trivial matter in itself,

b̂ut it deals with a decision which may be of import
ance. The applicant has been convicted by a Magis
trate of an offence under section 16 of the Press and 
Registration of Books Act of 1867, and fined Rs. 5 
-in the following circumstances :—

The applicant is a proprietor of a press and a 
book-seller, and he had been printing copies of the 
Bliagwat Gita in his press. Under clause (a) of 
■section 9 of the Act, he had to deliver copies of the 
book within one calendar month after the day on which 
the book had first been delivered out of the 'press, at 
a place notified by the Government, which in this case 
was the District Magistrate’s office. Copies of the 
book were ready printed on the 8th, 11th and 15th 
December, 1925, but they remained in the press for 
binding, etc., and were not sent out of the press until

* Criminal Bsvision No. 545 of 1926, from an order of IsTand Samp,
^Magistrate, first class, of Muttra,, dated tlie 1st of April, 1936.
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_January, They were received at the District Ma,gis-
kmpkhoh trate’s oflice on the 2nd of February. The trying-
Kish AW Magistrate has held that the book rniist be deemed to-

' have been published as soon as it was isrtiied from thô
press, by which he appareiitly iniians as soon as the 
process of printing had been coniplcted. I do not. 
.ogree with this pronoiinceineiit on the deiinition of 
wiiat constitutes publication. The word publica
tion ” is, liowever, iiot used in danse (a), section 9' 
of tlie A(it. Tho words used are “ delivered out of 
the press,” and. it seems to me that tlus cannot be hold 
to be equiv îleut to printed.” The work of printing" 
might be completed before an.y copy were a.ctnally deli
vered out of the press. When a slieet has been 
printed, it does not constitute a book; it needs to bo- 
fohled, corrected and bound before it can take the form 
of a book, and this process had not beĉ n compleled 
OF) the (.lates shown in the Magistrate's jiidgcmeut, 
viz., 8th, 11th, and 15th. of December. Tlio book does 
not appear to have bee.n delivered out of the press until’ 
January, and there was, therefore, no offence nm1(',r 
clause '{a), section 16 of Act X X V  of 1867. In these 
circumstances, I accept the application, and order that 
the conviction and sentence of fine be f?et aside. Tbe 
fine, if paid, will bo refunded.

A/pplioaMon allow<’d.
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ISovember,

30. Criminal ProcedurG Code, fiection ‘256—hUiUiifv. to Gom.'phj with 
' the promsiom of—Irreg-tdanty in procedure.

The provisions in section 25f5, Code o.f Criminal Procedure^ 
are not provisions relating to tlie mode of tria], and failure to 
follow those provisions strictly amoiintB to no more than an 

. irregularity in iwocedure, and would not be a ground for setting-

* Criminal Revision No. 589 of 1S)2G, jfrom an order of H. Beattŷ  
Sfssions JiidgG of Moradabad, dated 18th of July, 1920.


