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e According to Mansingh versus Jagat Narayan AIR 1934 all
312- erecting an unauthorized building on land are not act
nt but acts detrimental to the land.
Sec 5(19) Rajasthan Tenancy Act 1955- improvement- if
the whole land is covered with the dwelling house or other
Constructions it would not be an improvement, shri Mohan
vs Sitaram 1996(1) RLR 183: 1997(3) WLC 28: 1997 RRD

45

Mere erection by the tenant of permanent structure upon
the land let to him within the knowledge of the lesser would
not be sufficient to arise an equitable estoppels against the
lesser precluding him from suing for ejectment.(Nand

kishore VS Damodar Balaji AIR 1942)
he has no

rdinarily, @ tenant can make any improvement,
urpose inconsistent with the

e O
quthority to US€ it for any purp
purpose for which the land has been given to him.( Bhinda
Prasad Vs Bihari Tewari AIR 1936)
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