
JUDGMENT.
This is ail application to revise the order of the meê ûcshi 

District Munsif of Vellore. The order is the petition 
■will be recorded This is no order at all. Such an 
order should not liave been passed on any petition.
The District Munsif should have* either allowed the 
petition or dismissed it. The order is therefore set 
aside and he is directed to hear the petition on the 
merits and dispose of it.

Costs of this application will abide the result.
K.B..
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APPELLATE CIYIL.

Before Mr. Justice Waller.

SEEE R A JA H  BOMMADEVARik N A G  A N N A  N A Y U D U JN ovsm u0r
B A H A D U R  ZAM IN D AR G ARU (P£,esentant)j P etjtioneEj ---------------

V.

T H U R A G A  P A T T A B H IR A M A Y Y A  (O bjector), 
Respondent."*'

Indian Registration Act {X V I  of 1908), sec. 75 (4)— Order under 
the section, made by a Joint Suh-Registrar-—-Revision against 
order, wTietJier competent— Joint Sub-Registrar, whether a 
Court, subordinate to High Court— if  he were a Civil 
Court meaning of.

The Joint Sub-Registrar acts, under section 75 ( 4 ) .of the 
Indian Registration Act, merely as if he were a Civil Court j 
hut he is not a Court subordinate to the High Court witliin the 
ineamng of section 115 of the Civil Procedure Code; conse­
quently the High Court cannot interfere in revision with his 
orders.

P etition under section 115, Ciyil Procedure Cod.e, and 
section 107 of the Government of India Act to revise

® Ciyil Reviaion Petition No. 1017 of 1926.



Naganna tlie order of the District Reffistrarj Kistiia, pa,ssecl in
N a y d d d

Will Inquiry Ro, 6 of 1925.[Pattaehi* l  ̂ ^
RAMAYTA, The material facts appear from the judgment.

L. Venlcafanarasayya for petitioner,
(JL Bagham Liao and S. Bamachandvan for res“ 

pen dent.

ju d g m :e n t .
I do not think that this Court has any power to 

interfere. Tlie Joint Snb-Regiatrar acta under section 
75 (4) of the Indian Registration Act merely as if he 
were a Ciyil Court. I do not think that he is a Court 
subordinate to this Court within the meaning of section 
115 of the Code of Ciyil Procedure.

The petition is dismissed with costs,
K.E.
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APPELLATE CIVIL. 

Before Mr. Justice Jaclcson.

No7embor‘>5 RAM AOHAjSTDRA U PAD TA AND ANOTHER P̂ETITIONERS),, 
-----------------  Petitiokees,

V.

SRINIVASA TAITTRI and anothee (1st anp 3rd RespondentSj 
D ecree- holder and Pueohaser)̂  Respondents.■'''

Civil Procedure Code {A d  V  of 1908^ 0 . X X I , r, 8 9 —- 
Sale in auction of the share of a member of a joint 'Hindu 
fam ily— Afflication by another metnber to set aside sale 
under 0. X X I , r. 89  ̂ loJiather com'petent.

In a joint Iliiidn family, when the share of one hrot]ier is 
sold in execution, another l^rother can apply, under Order X X I ,  
rule 89, of the Civil Procedure Code, to set aaide the sale on 
depositing the amoxmt specified iu the rule, as a person holding

* Civil Revision Petition No. 1082 of 1926.


