
1919 refused under tlie section maj^ be revoked or granted
by any autiiority to which the authority giving or 

EA.arji Das refiisiflg it is subordinates and clause 7 goes, on to: pro-
T h i C r o w n  Court of appeal in matters coming under the

section when an appeal from the refusing or 8anction- 
ing authority lies to more than one Court. Sub-clause- 
(c) to clause 7 also provides for the Court when no appeal 
at all lies ordinarily from the sanctioning or refusing 
authority. None of -these sub-clauses provide for an 
appeal from an order of a Judge in G h a m b e rs  of the late 
Chief Court, and -we hold in consequence tha t no' appeal 
does lie. This appeal or application is therefore dis­
missed.

Appeal dismissed.
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CRIM iN A L R E F E R E N C E .

Before Mr. Justice Scott-

i w  ■ The GEOWN carsMS EAHMAN.
C rim in a l R e fe re n c e  No. 1140 o f 1919*

Criminal ProGedure Code ̂  Act V of 18%, seiMon S41r---aGGm&d̂  
who does m t understand pTOGeeMngs----case re;po?M̂^̂ ^̂  High Oowt--- 
proper action.

, Eeld, tliat the-QsmX practice in casesy reported : to the HigK 
Court linder section: 341Vof: the' o£ Criminal Procedurej is to
:rclti tiit itiatter .to tlie: Local OoT where the offence
:is j, II inor one: fcte Gourfc may sentence the accused to a' term, of 
impiisoiment ordiBcharg'elaim.  ̂ ~

: Empress V. Gdhna (1)̂  Grown -v:: Dost Muhammad (2), Qumr 
V, Bowha Eari ( 8 ) / Sam: v! Impress (4) and Crirainal B,evision 
Ko. 1501 of 1915 (unpublished);, referred to.

■ The' accused - was sleeping- at̂  the shriue of Shall:: 
Jahangir next to the /complainant^ During the night 
the latter felt someone touching Uie fold of his loin 
cloth and seised the hand of the accused. Complainant 
had Rs. 2 in the fold of his cloth. ; Accused was io u n d  
■guilty of an' offence :iinder section 379*511, Penal 'Gode.': 
and the qase referred to the . High Court undei 
: section Sd'l, Cuminal .trooedure Code, for orders.

(1) 37 P. B. (Or.) 1889. (3> (1874) 22 W. R, 35 (Or,).
(3) 13 E; B. (% ) 1911. (4) S4 P. E. {Cr.) 1885,



Case referred hy B, N , BosivoftJi-S'mitli, Esquire, Depiitij
■ Gommimtomri Gujrammla, with: his kider Mo. 2541,

dated 16th A ii^ is t 1919.
ScoT^r-SMiTH, am sa tisfe i from tlie eTideace 

that Raiimaii iias been riglitly conyicted of an' attempt 
to commit tlieff-.

In  serious cases reported under section 341* Crimi* 
nal Procedure Gode, it is usually tbe practice to refer 
the m atter to the Local GoYernment,—see Groton v. Dosl 
Muhammad (1)  ̂ following Emfress y .  Galina (2), but 
in. Criminal Reyision No. 1501 of 1915 the Chief Court 
sentenced, the accused to five years’ rigorous imprison® 
ment. In  the case of a minor offence the accused is 
sometimes discharged as in those reported as Queen y. 
Bo‘Wha M ari (S)a and A tu Bam v. .Smpress (4).

Here the offeoee is a very petty one and accused 
lias been in the lock-up for over three months since

■ the date of his conviction. ' -
I sentence; him to three oioiiths® simple imprison* 

ment to count from the date of Ms conviction, the 
result of which will be that he will now be set a t 
liberty.
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The Gkows'
9.

Befemme acoepted.

(1) 13 r. R. (Qr.) 1911.
(3) 37 P. li, (Or.) 1S89

(3) (1S74) 22 W. E. 3S {Crj.  
;4' a4 > ■ R. (C .) 1885.


