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B e fo r e  J oh n  E dgey K t., C h i e f  J m tia e , M r . J u s i ie e  K m x , M r . J m iia e  
B la ir i  M r . J u s t i c e  B a n e r j i  a n d  M r . J a s i im  A ih m a n .

DIN DAYAL (De c e e e -h o s u e s ) t . PATRAKHAJT ( J pdgmbn’t -u e s t o b ).
JExeciiiion o f  d e c r e e— S u it o f  ilie  n a tu r e  cogn ixa h le in  Q o u ris  o f  S m a ll 

C a u ses— C iv i l  P r o c e d u r e  C o d e , s e c t io n  586.
Wliora the origiaal suifc is a suit of th e  nature cogaizable in Coarts of 

Small Causes, acd the subject m a tte r  o f  th e  s u it  does not exceed R s .  6 0 0  ia 
v»^ie, no’ s e co n d  appeal will l i e  in r e s p e c t  o f  an order made, in  oxecutioa 
p ro e g e d m g s  r e la t in g  tliereto. S a r a M  v. B am  S aru ^  (1) a p p ro v e d . S r i JBullov 

P kaiiacJ iarJ i v. B a lu ra m  C lia t io p a d h y a  (2) and A ith a la  v, S iiblanna  (8) 
referred to.

This case was referred to the Full Bench in respect o f  a point 
other than that upon which it was ultimately decided. At the 
hearing before the Full Bench it was, however  ̂ brought to the 
notice o f the Court that the case was governed by the ruling in 
Harahh v. Bam Sdrup  (1).

Bubu Durga Gharan Banerji for the appellant.
Munshi Gobind Prasad for the respondent.
The judgment o f the Court (Edge, 0. J., K n o x , Bl a ir ,

B akeeji and AikmaN; J.J.) was delivered by Edge, G. J .:—
This is an appeal from the order o f a Subordinate Judge passed 

in an appeal from an order of a Munsif on an objection iled to an 
application for execution of a decree. The suit was one o f the 
nature cognizable by a Court of Small Causes, and the value of the 
subject matter did not exceed Rs. 500. It has bueii held by this 
Court in Harahh v. Ram Sarwp (1) that section 586 of the Code 
of Civil Procedure bars such an appeal in such a case. The 
same view o f the law was taken by the Calcutta Court in Sri 
BuUov Bhattaoharji v. Babmam Ohaitopadhya (2) and by the 
Madras Court in Aithala v. SvManna (3). We accordingly 
dismiss this appeal with oostg.

Appeal dismissed.
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