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Courts of Justice Order, 1882, inasmuch as the Mahkeme-i-Sherie are NETTLE-

not among the Courts established by the Order in Council, 1882. T(? }T‘

The Mahkeme-i-Bherie were religious tribunals in existence long DIC%I.N-
before the Qrder in Council waa issued, snd the Order in Council only SI?};'-
varied their jurisdiction, by vesting all the powers, previously exercised
by such tribunals, other than those dealing with religious matters _ Sawp

. . MoULLa
between Moslems, in the District Courte, and these tribunals still ».

. » . . . . s . A.HHED
continued to have jurisdiction in such religious matters. RasErD
Application refused. -

Appeal No, 3136.
[NETTLETON, C.J. anp DICKINSON, P.J.} N’I"}I"I(‘;I‘b%E-
&. BARIOGHLOU ¢J.
v, DICKIN.-
%  COSTI HAJI PIERI iND OTHERS. SON,
Privy CouNciL ArPEAI—PaurEr RULEs, 1608—CouUrTs 0¥ JUSTIOR—ORDER IN 1828
Counom, 1882, oravse 41, Sko. 27. June 23

Application by plaintiff (appellant) for leave to appeal to His Majesty in Councl -
from an Order of the Supreme Courl of Cyprus dated Tth May, 1928, dismissing an
appeal from the District Court of Larnaca, and, if leave 12 g0 granted, application
Jurther for leave to be allowed to prosecude the appeal before the Privy Council under
the Rules of Court (Pauper) of 1908,

Hruo: Local Rules of Court are not applicable to appeals before the Privy Council.
For Applicant Fadil.

For some of the Respondents (Defendants) N, Chrysafinis.

Other Respondents absent.

Judgment : Leave to appeal to the Privy Council granted subject
to applicant entering into good and sufficient security in the sum of
£500 within three months from to-day.

Application for leave to appeal under the Pauper Rules refused.
Pauper Rules do not apply to appeals before the Privy Council. The
applicant may apply to Hiz Majesty the King in Council for leave to
appea! under clause 41, (27) of the Courts of Justice Order, 1882, which
expressly preserves the prerogative right to grant apecial leave to appeal.



