AV(')L. XX BOMBAY BERIES,

It is o general allegation, and if a manager is charged with mis-
management he is entitled to some particulars of the charges
made against him. We might doubtless allow the application to
be amended, or direet that the applicant give particulars of the
nfture of the mismanagement of which he complains ; but when
the pl"é‘adel for the applicant was questioned by the Assistant
Judge upon this subject, he stated that he was unable to furnish
any particulars, but would he able to do so when the accounts
were filed. The appellant’s pleader before us was likewise
unable to specify any. It would be useless, we think, to- remand
the case on this ground. Other than the non-filing of the inven-
tory and accounts no cause for the removal of the manager has
heen urged before us.

We must, therefore, confirm the order under appeal with costs.

Order eonfirmed .

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Mr. Justice Javdine and Mr. Justice Ranade.
IN R BA'I HARKHA*

* #uardion end Wards Aot (VIIT of 1890), Sces. 47 () and 48—0rder refusing
) ~ tovamove @ guardian—Not appealable— Appeal—FPractice. .
The effect of sections 47 (g} and 48 of Guardiau and Wards Act (VIII of 1890 is

to allow no appeal from au ovder refusing to remove a guardian,

Arpear from the decision of Venkatrdo R. Inamdé,l, Actmg
Joint Judge of Ahmedabad.

One Jesang Bliukhan died leaving a widow Bdi Harkha and
four wminor sons. On his death the District Judge of Ahmed-

abad appointed Shankdr Bhdibabhai to act as Guardmn of the
‘minor’s property

Some time afterwards Bai Harkha applied to the Dzstmct

Judge to remove the guardian, on the ground that he had mis-

managed the minor’s property, and mlsappmpmated its: income,
and was otherwise unﬁt to act ag guardian,

* Appeal, No. 9 of 1895, ‘
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1805, The Joint Judge vejected this applieation, bolding that the
“iwss  applicant had not made out a ease suflicient for removing the
H..l.]gcxm. guardian.
Thercupon Bai Harkha appealed to the High Court.
Gokaldis K. Parelh for appellant.
C. A. Setalvad for respondent.
Prr Curlaar—The effect of sections 47 (y) and 48 of Act
VILI of (1890 is to allow no appeal from an order such as the
Joint Judge has made, vi2., a refusal to remove a guardian,  We,
therefore, reject the appeal with costs.
Appeal dismissed,
APPELLATE CIVIL.
Befare Me. Jusiice Parsons and M. Justiee Cundy.
1303, GANESH VITHAL (orieiNan Pramrire), Arpsirant, o SHRITAD
Avgut 1-'" DATTOBA’ NA'IK anp ormsks (ORIGINAL DEFENDANTS), REspoNDENTS.*

Toils A::z (Bombay Act 11T of 1815), See. Tt—Loaseto lery folls—FLesyee, right

of, to alnit partncrs— Adccounts, two sets of—Hulse accounts kepl o deceive
Government, '

A lessee from Government of the right to levy tolls admitted into partuership with
him the plaintiff and two othevs,  One of the conditions attached fo the lease pro-
hibited sub-letting,

The plaintiff baving brought a suit for his share of the prois rea'ized in tho trang-
aotion, the Judge diswmissed the suit ou the ground that the partnership was illegal,
betng of opinion that sub-letting and admisting a partner were identical,

Held, vreversing the deeree, that the pavtnership was not illegal,

Where in such a partnership two sety of account wero kopt, oue trre and the other
false, . tT

* Sccond Appeal, No, 945 of 1593,
+ 8egtion 7 of the Tolla Act (Bombay Ach TIT of 1877} ;—

Every person other than the persons appointed to colloet the tolls under this Aok, vhip shall
levy or demand any toll on any public voad or bridge, or for puseing throngh any bazir eitonted
thereon, and alse every person who shall nnlawfal'y and extortionn ely demand or tuke any other
higher toll than the tawful toll, or under colonr of this Act seize or soll any property, knowing such
seigure orsale t0 be unlawful, or inany manner anlawtully extovt monoy or any vu)unhle‘thing from
any person under colour of this Act, shall be liub'e,on convietion befare a Maxistrate, to imprisonment
for any term not exceeding six raouths, or to fine not exccoding Ra. 200, any prt of which fine may
he nwarded by the Magistrato tothe pursonaggrieved, hut this remer.l)} shall nctho d emed to bar ov
affect his xight to bave redress by suit inthe Civil Couvt of the distaist,



