VOL.V] APPENDIX &

DBefore My, Justice Loch and Mr. Justice Marily.

~In tue MaTrER oF RAMDYAL SING *

_— . .. . .. - 1 1870
Act XX 0f 1863, 5. 34— Conviction by a Magistrate for proctising cs 2 Mookhtar o (.
ki) q Jorp ! . Noe, .

in the Revenue Court without a Certificate— Jurisdiction.

Reference.—Mr. D. M. Testro, Assistant Magisirate of Khoordah, has fined
the appellant, under section 34 of Act XX of 1865, for practising as » Hevenne
Ageot in the office of the Assistant Colleetor of Khoordah, withour having
the certificaie required by the Act.
This order appears to me to be illegal, as such a fine could only be imposed
by the Revenue officer in whose Court the appellant practised. T therefore
forward the papers of the case, in order that the sentence may be set agide as
illegal.
Ovder of the Migh Couwri.
Locu, J.—We think that there has been a formal error on the part of the
Assistant Magistrate in transferring this case from the Revenne tothe Cri-
minal sideof his Court, and tryingitin his capacity of Assistant Magistrate
and not in that of Assistant Collector. This error, however. dves not appear to
be materiud, as Mr. Testrois both Assistant Collector and Assistant Magis-
trate, and the offence was commited before him in the former capacity,ind as
A ssistant Collector he might have disposed of the case. 'Ihe error, we thinks
may be rectified by his drawing up a fresh order in his capacity of Assistant
Collector and filing the proceedings in the Revenue side of his office.
Before Mr. Justice Norman. i 157/{‘) .
Sleerpeiet 26
ROBERT LACHLAN Axp otHERs v. SHATK ABDULLA, -
Plaint—Signature and Verification— Practice, -
Where vbe plaintiffa described themselves as lately carrying on business under X[; }:.Lx’l‘l‘.’:ﬁ
the name of C. and Co., held, that there was no irregularify in the plaint being
signed by 0. and Co., and verified only by A. B., one of the yp;n‘t,ners.
The plaintiffs in this suit were Robert Lachlan, Thomas Greenhill, and
Arthur Bois, lately carrying on businessin co-partnership at Dharramtolla
in Calzutta, under the style and firm of Cook and Co., and the plaint was
signed ©“ Cook and Co.” and verified by Arthur Bois alone.

Mr. Tngram, on behalf of the defendant, applied, on notice, to have the

* Reference to the Migh Court, under section 434 of the Code of Criminal Pro-
cedure, by the Sessions Judge of Cuttack, under hig letter No. 251, dated °Sth
$September 1870,
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