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Bofore Sir Charles Sargent, Kt., Chief Justice, wul My, Justice Birdwyod,
MORO SADASHIV, (orimyan Prawmrr), Aveeniany o VISAJL
RAGIIUNAH, (oniuivan DEFENDANT), Responprye®
Limitation det (XV of 1877), Sec. T—Cencral principle of law as to the disability
of minors—Provisions of the Civil Provedure Code (Act XIV of 1882)—Minor

represeided by o guerdicn, (i does wod van dygainst,

Section 7 of the Statute of Limitations (Act XV ol 1877), strictly speaking, only
applies to cases dealt with by thab stabutbe itscll.

The provisions of the Vivil Procedure Code (Ach NIV of 1882) must, in the
absenee of anything to the contrarvy, be deemed o he subject to the goneral
principle of law as to the disubility of minors, which is that time does not r
against o minor, and the circumstance that o minor Lias been represeuted by a
gaardian doos not alleet the question.

Tuis was a veference wade by John itz Maurice, Acting District
Judae of Ratndgiri, under seeblon 617 of the Civil Procedure
Code (Aet XTIV of 1882), in the matlter of an appeal pending
before him,

The rveason assigned by the Judge for making the reference
was as follows :—

“The appeal being one frow an order passed by the lower
Court under section 24, Civil Procedure Code, in proceedings
for the exceution of a decree which was pussed in o suit for the
recovery of a smmn ol Iis. 82, and so one of the natuve cognizable
by the Cowrt of Swall Causes (section 586, Civil Procedure
Codej, I aar of opinion, relying on the ruling in dithals v,

ubbdnne®, that wy deerce will he final,”
Subh W) that 1 I be final

The veference was wade in the following terns :—

“The deeree sought to bLe exeeuted was passed on the 13th
November, 1876, in favour of the minor applicant represented
by the guardian and administrator of his estabe, the Collestor.
The latter in the above capacity made several applications for
cxecution of the decree, which were granted j——the last applica:
o maude in 1888,

tion, which was granted, being
# Civil Reference, No. L4 of 1891,
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“ The applicant made the present application on the 17th
December, 1890, within three years after he attained majority.”

The point submitted for the opinion of the High Court was
whether the application of the 13th December, 1890, (being made
after the expiration of twelve years from the date of the deeree)
was time-barred,

The Distriet Judze’s opinion was that i was time-harred
undder section 230 of the Civil Procedure Code (Aet XIV of 1882),
There was no appearance for the parties in the Hiph Court,

sarceENT, O J —section 7 of the Statute of Limitations,
strictly speaking, only applics to the cases dealt with by the
statute itself. The question referved to us must be decided by
the general principle of law as to the disability of minors, to
which the provisions of the Civil Procedure Code must, in the
absence of anything to the contrary, be deewed to be subject.
The general principle 1s that time does not ran against a winor ;
and the eivcumstance that he has been represented by a guardian,
does not affect the question—Mon dolun Buksee v, Gunge
Sooncevy DibeeM, Jugiivan Amircland v Husoie Abraham®,

Oider cecordingly,

M 1T I, 8 Cale, 151, G 1L R 7 Bomy, 179,
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Befure Voo Tustiee Jurdine cad 3. Justice Pavsons.

VY ANRKATL (oR16I¥ oL PLATSTIFR), APPRLLANT, o, SARTARA'O APAJI-
RA'O, (or1c1INar. DEFENDANT), ESPONDENT. ™

Peasioas At (NXLIEof 1873), Sves. 3, 4 wd G— Meaning o the word *pension” —
Suit for n cash alloweance pogable by an indinddr—Necessity of Collector's cevtificele.

Plaintifl sued, as the trustee of a derasthdn, to recover the amount of o cash
allowance attached to the worship of certain idols in the village of Ankli. The
plaintift alleged that the defendant, who was the indmddr of the village, veceived
its vevenues subject to the payment of the allowance in question, and that he had
wrongfully appropriated the latter for the three years preceding suit.

second Appeal, No. 199 of 1890,
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