
The pleader for tlie respondent raised a furtlxer questioB, as ijtoi
to tlie fom  of the notice. W iti regard to this we need only eaj 
that the law prescribes no form of notice. The learned pleader Ĵ’atk
for the respondent also says that the notice was given by the '
Miinsifi and -was not signed by the landlord. But the law does 
not apparently reqnii-e that the notice shonld he actually signed 
by the landlord. It is sufficient, if the notice is at the instance 
of the landlord calling upon the under-raiyat to quit the land; 
and it is quite immaterial whether the notice is aetually given l>y 
the landlord himself or at his instance, pi'ovided that the notice " 
signifies to the under-raiyat that the landlord has called upon 
Mm to quit the land.

With these remarks we set aside the decree of the lower 
Appellate Court and remand the ease to the Subordinate Judge.

The costs will abide the result-
s. c.G. Ap2̂ eal alhtml; case remanded.
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OEIG-IH-AL GITIL.
Before M r. J'ustioe Sale.

N ^ lN D O L A L  1902
Tehrum'ti 13-i\  _____ _j;__ ...

OHTJTTEErUT SING-.

Decree, trammission o fS x e e u t im — o f Decree— S'atiee— Civil I'roceiure 
Code CAsi X T F  o f 1832J 233.

In aa application by an assignes of a. decree for tmcsmissioJi oS the decwe and. 
for notice to issue under s. 232 o f Civil Procodure Coae.

Seld, tliat auch application can only be treatwl as oHe for oxecutioti.

This ^as an application in Ohamhers made by an assignee of 
a dea’ee upon a tabular statement, for transmission of a decree to 
Murshidabad, and for a notice to issue under s. 282 of the Civil 
Procedure Code,

Mr. Dunm for the assignee. I  asfc, in the first instance, for a 
aotice to issue xmder s, 232 of the Civil Proqeduxe Code.

: «  Suit-JTo. 63 o£ lOOO,



1902 An. appKcatiou ■was made some time ago, and a decree trans-
mitted -witli intimation that no notice under s. 232 had gone 
to the iiidffment-dehtox. The Mm'shidabad OoTirt has sent haokJ3T33!TEB!P"[J*3?

Sijsa. all papers feeling a difficulty as to notice tuider s. 232 going from 
any other Oonrt than the Court which passed the deoiee. As 
there is this difficulty, I  ask for notice to issue under s. 232 of 
the Code.

[S a l e  J. I t  has been the praotioe of this •Go-urt to consider 
applications to transmit decrees, not applications for execution, and 
there is no section ■which says that on an application to transmit 
fox the purpose of execution in another Oouit, notice must go.. It 
is only when an application is made for execution.]

But the only section under which an assignee can come 
in., is under s. 232 of the Code, and that section only pro'vides 
for an application to the Court which passed the decree. There is 
no section under which an assignee can apply to transmit for 
execution to another Oouit. As the Code now stands, I  submit, 
the assignee must come to the Court which passed the decree. 
A.t any rate, rather than run the risk of the judgment-debtor 
raising this point and inouning costs in the mofussil Oourts, I  
ask in the first place foi a notice to issue rmder s. 282 of the OiYil 
Procedure Code.

S a l e  J .  Very well, let this h e  treated as an application for 
execution under s. 232 of the Oî vil Procedm'e Code, and let notice 
issue imder that seotion to the assignee and the judgment-debtor.

Attorney for the appKcant. Romesh Chandra Bam.
E. G. M.
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CRIMINAL REVISION,
Before M r . Justice S a r in ^ io n  m d  M r .  Justice  Qv.pia.

EBEAHIM SIEOAE. 
t’.

1801 EMPEEOS.^
^ovemleir 16, „  ,,, ^

. .. Jfaoiic receiver appointed under Zand Registration Act, whether a—Non-
aUendanee in  ohsdienee to  orAer fro m , f u l l i o  seri'cm t-~Om ission io  ^ ro d itc i i

^ Criminal Hevisiou Nos. 407> 480, 546, £uad 547 of 1901j made aĝ aiust tliG oi’dei  ̂
passed by P. C. Mitter, Esq., Dietrict Magistrate of Eangpur, dated tie  28tb 
of March IPOl.


