
In the view that I have taken of this case, it has be-
come unnecessary to consider the result of this argu- bashid Ahmms

ment. T̂he Ceowk*
For the reasons given above I would refuse this ^  _

. . .  °  Mosot&B'J,-
application.

A b d u l  Q a d ir  J.— I agree. A b d u l Q am r ,

N.  F.  E.

Revision dismissed.
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MIS CE LL AN EOU S C R I M I N A L .

Before Teh Chand J.
SHAMSHAD ALI KHAN (C o m p l a in a n t ) ^

Petitioner July Zt.
versus

MOHAMMAD' AMIN KHAN a n d  o t h e r s  (A c c u s e d )

Eespondents.
Criminal Miscellaneous No. 130 of 1932.

Grimhml Procedure Code, Act F of 1898, section 626:
Travsfer of case—Magistrate recording complainant’s evi
dence at 0 clock at night—in contravention of High Court 
circular leffer No. 2167-G., dated the 2nd April 1924.

IIeldy that the examination of ■witnesses for tHe com
plainant after 9 o’clock at nigtt in contravention of tt© 
directions of the High Court, as contained in its circular 
letter No. 2167-Gr., dated the 2nd April 1924, is a sufficient 
ground for tie transfer of the case.

Mst. Day a Wanti v, Bita Nand (1), referred to.

Petition under section 6£6, Criminal Precedure 
Code, for transfer o f the case from the Court of 
Ohaudhri Mohammad Anwar Khan, Magistrate, 1st 
clasp;, Rohtak, to some other Court of compstent juris
diction.

' (1) (1929) 30 T>. £ . E. 657.



1932 Mohammad A min, for Petitioner.
Nemo  ̂ for Respondents.

. Tek C h an d  J.— After examining the record and
reading the explanation submitted by the Magistrate,.

___ _ I  withdraw the case from the Court o f Chaudhri
Tek Chanb. J. Mohammad Anwar Khan, Magistrate, 1st Class, 

Rohtak, and direct the District Magistrate to assign 
it to any other Magistrate for trial at the head
quarters.

The Magistrate has admitted in his explanation 
that he examined some of the witnesses for the com
plainant after 9 p.m., as,he was busy during the day 
in discharging certain executive duties in connection 
with the visit of troops. The directions of this Court 
as contained in its circular letter No. 2167-G., dated 
the 2nd April, 1924, addressed to all District and 
Sessions Judges and District Magistrates are quite 
clear that no new cases should be taken by the subordi
nate courts after 4 p.m.; see also in this connection 
Mussammat .Daya W  anti v. Bit a Nand (1). The 
Magistrate states that he was unaware of the contents 
of this circular letter. This discloses a highly un
satisfactory state of affairs, and I have no doubt that 
the District Magistrate will take steps now to bring 
the circular to the notice of all Magistrates in his 
district.

N.  F. E.
petition accepted.
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(1) (1929) 30 P. Jj. R. 657.


