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46/2017 

of Revenue For Rajasthan Ajmer. Moolchand & Ors. Vs. Shyamlal & Ors. 

19 (1) dT T 574 

nalf of the revisionists, it was argued that before passing an order under 

251 (A) of the Rajasthan Tenancy Act, 1955, the Trial Court should be 

d that: 

ne necessity of the applicant (s) is absolute and it is not for mere convenient 

ent of holding and 

articularly in case of a new way through another khatedars holding, that 

e of alternative neans of access is proved. 
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