











GENERAL INDEX.

in the aggregite under s. 262 (2) of the Code of Criminal
Procedure. A sentence of three months' imprisonment may be
.ir.lﬂicted on each charge to run concurrently but not consecutively.
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TRANSFER OF SUIT FROM ORIGINAL SIDE, HicH COURT
TRUsTs Act (II oF 1882), ss. 3, 5, 6, 55, 56 '
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VALUATION FOR APPEAL TO PRIVY COUNCIL

, 8. 123 ...

VALUATION 'OF ADMINISTRATION SUIT—Couri-fees— Plaintiff's right o

value—Jurisdiction of Court—Valuation for purpose of court-fee
and jurisdiction —Court-fees Act (VII of 1870), s. 7 (iv) (f)—Suits
Valuation Act (Vi1 of 1887} s. 8—Civil Procedure Code {(Act V of
1908), s.15. An administration suit is a suit for an account and
the court-fees thereon are payable under s, 7 (iv) (f) of the Court-
fees Act. The plaintiff is entitled to make such estimate as he
.pleases of the value of the relief that he claims. Ummar v.
Ummar, LL.R, 9 Ran, 165—followed. Under s, 8of the Suits
Valuation Act the value of an admiristration suit for the purpose
of jurisdiction and the value for the computation of court-fee must
be the same. Consequently a plaintiff who values his suit for the
pyrpose of court-fee at less than Rs, 1,000, though the value of the
estate is Rs. 9,000, must file his suit in the Township Court and not
in the Assistant District Court: Ma Fatima v. Momin Bibi,
LL.R. 7 Ran. 164—referred to,
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VALUATION FOR JUR!-SDICleN-;Civil Procedure Code (Act V of 1908),

0. 21, r. 63—Suit by creditor— Avordance of transfer—Transfer of
Property Act (IV of 1882 and XX of 1929), s. 53—Representative
suit—Value of property transferred—Crilerion for jurisdiction—
Benefit of the decree. 'When a suit is brought under the provisions
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of O.21, r, 63, of the Civil Procedure. Code by .an attaching
creditor to estabhsh his right to attach arid "bring to sale certain +
property, and in order to succeed it is necessary to avoid a transfer
-of the property on the ground that the transfer has been made
with intent. to defeat.or - delay the creditors of the transferor, the
suit must be brought in the form of a representative suit for the
benefit of all the creditors-of the transferor. The valuation of the
suit for the purpose of jurisdiction is the value of the property
transferred, and not the. amount of the attaching creditor’s- decree.
.. If the creditor succeeds in the suitthe decree enures for the
benefit of all ‘the creditors of the debtor, both present and future:
Pillai v. Muthuraman, LL.R, 33 Mad, 205—v7eferred to. R.R.0.0,
. Chettyar Firwm v, Ma Sein Yin, LL.R. 5 Ran 588—com1dcred
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VALUE OoF SUBJECT-MATTER ON APPEAL 10 PRIVY CouxciL 355 _
VALUE OF SUIT FOR JURISDICTION ...' v = © e 670
WHIPPING (BURMA AMENDMENT) ACT (BU.RMA Act VIII or 1927),s. 2 404
, 5.3 344,349

NWHIVFING= Jccised  oged  18—Sentence of  detention  +in Borstal
School  and wlupjnug——anontwn of Crime (Young Offenders)
Act (\Burma Act 111 of 1930), s. 25 (1), The offender, about
18 years of age, was convicted of an offence under s. 366A of the
Indian Penal Code and was sentenced to be detained in the
Borstal School for. two years and also to receive 20 lashes. Held,
that under s, 25 (1) of Burma Act IIT of 1930 the sentence of
whipping was illegal.

KING-EMPEROR ¢, SHWE BEIN 349

WRIPPING — Delention in Borstal School—Separate comztctzmzs under
ss.- 326 and 324 of the Indian Pendl Code in same trial—
Scutence of detention for offence wnder s. 326—Senicuce of
“whipping for offence under s. 324—Legality of sentcnces—Pre-
vention of Crime (Young Offenders) Act (Burma Act 111 of 1930), "
8. 25 (1)—Whipping (Burma Amendment) Act (Burma Act VIII
0f1927), 5. 3, "The accured, aged ovér 16, was convicted under

" 8. 326 of the Indian Penal Code for causing grievous hurl to one
person and under s, 324 for causing simple hurt to another person,
For the first offence the magistrate directed him to be sent to the
Borstal School and for the second offence he ordered that the
accused should receive 20 lashes, Held, that the separate punish-

ments for the separate offences were legal and just. .
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