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A?];*E.[iliA.TE CIVIL.

Ĵ eforc Sir Arnold White, Cki&f mid Mr. Jitsikc
Bhashi/am Ayyanfjar.

1J>02. IvO G liA PPA AND ANOTHER (CoTJNTEK-PBTmONISlia '.NoS. 2  AN11 ‘."i),
A p pe il a n ts ,

V.

IV E V I Awi> an o 'i'hbk  ( P e t i t lO N m s), Ker['oni)v.nxs.-5=

CivU I'rocoiim'. Code— Acl. X IV  of L!iR2, a. to vnjunrAimi

isHw'il hy BiALrict lh m r t - - l ’o\VA‘r^ o f BlairicL C o m ' l o f  Cotrrt— 

O ow i <‘f  Rvarrd.

A. District fJoin'fi is Tinf. ii, Coni'i, oL' ,1’ mjoi'd, and, OiH wiû li, 1k i ,s  tin inhf-iv'nli 
l)0W0i’ (i) ciiiumil, foL-conk-’m])̂ -. Tlu; jiiriBdii'iiou wliirli a'DiHtrlcl Ooui-1. hafl t,o 
GOnimii ii! Lvwo nf (lisobiidii-.nco to iiri iujunc.Hon is c!(UiC(!i'Voii liy si'f'.iiciri of 
tho Cudf of. Civil rrooodiu'!!, Imt the powcvs coiilVi'iHMl bj' (hat Hi‘('.(ion iiro only 
oxei'oisaliio whoa Iki.; Coiirf-iK sci in tuoLiori by ti (xuiy ivlu» (lociiis hiuiHcU’ 
aggi’ieved.

CoMMi'iTAL by IHstrict Co'\)rfc for disoltediowco of ),wjivTi.etion. 
The facts are suffi,cioutly set out; in the jiidg'iiiorit: ol tho Iligli 
Court. The District Jacl|̂ i; dii'ooted cadh of the appellants to ho 
impi'iscmed for three mouth«.

This appeal was aecordiog’ly proferred.
Mr. C. Krishnan for a,ppcllaiLts. 
ir, Narayam Bau for rospoiidonts.
3i]1>gmbnt.—The plaintiffit̂  obtained a tompoxttty injunction. 

3'estramin.g the defendants fronio\ifcting' cei'tain crops. It is found 
that the defendants, in brcaoli of the torma of tlio iapinotion, and 
after servico izpoii thcjn of tho order, eat tho crops. Tho Diatricjt 
Judge. SMO and without any applioatioa by the plaintiflEs, 
issued notice to the defendants to show cause why they should not 
he ooinmitted, and afterwards, also wifchout mij application by tlie 
plaintiffs, although, they took part in tlie enqiiiry wlucb led to 
tte commitmen.t, made an order eonmiittiug th.e defendants to 
prison for thi-ee months for contempt, in making this order he 
purported to act as a Court of Kecord and to exercise a power

 ̂ Appeiil ag-aiiist ordei.- No. 82 of 1J»02, pi'osentod ayainst tko order oE J.W . l!\ 
Dumerg-ue, Digfcriot Judge of Soubh Canara, passed inthr; |irocceiiiiigs of that- 
Court> dated 18th July .1.902, in the matter of Misoellimoous Tetition No. 23 of 
1903 (Appeal Sait Ko, 3 oi‘ 1902).



iiilieront in the District Court as a Court of Eecord. A  Coxixt jcouhappa
wkieh is not a Court nf Eceord. lias no iulierent power to pommit

. . S a c h i  Dk.vi.
lor contempt. A  District Court is not a Court of Record. Tiie
jurisdiction of a ].)isfcrict Court to coniniit iu tliis matter i« con- 
ferrod by scotiou 4D3 of the Codo of Civil Procedaro. Under 
this section the Court may, in caye of disobedience, enforce an in
junction I'ly attachment of property or by imprifionment of the 
party disobeying'. It is clê i.r that the powers conferred by this* 
section are ..mly cxereisable when the Court is set iu motion by 
a party who deems hitnsolf aggrieved.

The object of paragraph 3 of the section is to provide ii mode 
of enforcing an injunction. It is not to )»e nssnmod that the use of 
the word ‘ disobedience’ in the paragraph entitles tlie Court to 
treat a breach of the terms of an injunction as au o/roiioo, and to 
punish such offence of its own motion.

The appeal is allowed witli costs and the order of enuuuit- 
mont is set aside.
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APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Mr. Justice Suhrahmmiia Ayyar and Mr. Juitiee Bmmi.

SABAPATHY CHETTY (PLA.iN’rn<'p), Ari-EXLiVTrT, jqq.;
Novwmbev

BENGAPPA N AIOK AN (S jsgond DErBNDANT), llssroisDENT.-'^'

Bevenue Recoverij A ct—JI of 18G4--Person- acjgnewdhv sale—Bate of came of 
aclion—Confirmation o f sale and not aale prricc.cdinffs.

Until a sale, held under the provisions ol‘ the Eovenue Eeeovery Act, is 
confirmed, the rights of persons whose interests may be affected hy tlie salo 
cannot ho injured so an to give thorn a riglit of action aa aggrieved poraonS; within 
the meaning' of eoction 59 of the Aefc. Snch a cause of action arises ocly when 
tho Bale has hoen confn'nxed.

VenTcatar. OhewjadU) §'c., (I.L.E,, 12 Mud., 1G8), tjijs'l'i-ngnislipd.

S u it  to recover possession of land l)y can celling a revenue sale on 
tho gronnd of material irregularity. The sale had been held on 
19th August 1898, and the suit was brought on 17th January

* Second Appeal F o. 891 of IGOI, prosonfced against the cleci-eo of JI. Mohorlj, 
District Jadgo of Madura, in Appeal Si'dt No. ^09 of 1900, presented agrainBt 
the decree of; V. Swaminatha Ayyar, District M'unsif of TinLtnangalam, mOrig'itial 
STiit JS’o, 31 of 1900.


