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T & & “....Now comes as to what the grievance of the petitioner in regard to issuance

of patta. the counsel for the petitioner could not supply any reason other than the fact that in
the garb of issuance of pattas, non-petitioner No.6 is trying to encroach upon the land of
public way. If the grievance of the petitioner is regarding encroachment on the public way
then the said issue could have been taken up but the petitioner's whole grievance is against
the issuance of pattas, therefore, the petitioner could not show his locus even for maintaining
revision petition that too when pattas were issued in the Year 1981 and revision petition was
filed by the petitioner in the Year 2002 ie after lapse of long 21 years without giving
appropriate justification for delay more so when it has otherwise came on record that non-
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petitioner No.6 starting raising further construction on the disputed land in the Year 1998
and in that regard civil suit was also filed by others. Thus if the petitioner is so relevant and
concerned about the land then he could have noticed raising of further construction by the
non-petitioner No.6 so as to pursue his remedies, if any, but then petitioner could not
justified his part of inaction apart from his interest and locus in the property. It is otherwise a
fact that if one remains in peaceful possession for a period of more than 12 years then right
it to challenge such possession vanishes and goes away however in the present matter since

the revision petition has been filed after lapse of 21 years, it becomes clear that even if it is

assumed that there is no period of limitation provided for maintaining a revision petition

under Section 97 of the Act of 1994 then delay of 21 years is such a delay which cannot be

ﬁ condoned unless there are convincing reasons.” U THR SIOTA0S0 2012 (2) U
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Ig MfAeiRe fear & o - Rajasthan Panchayat Act, 1994, Sections 61 and 97 -
Filing revision petition belatedly after twenty years - Held that, the Section 97 confers power
of revision and review on Govt. but does not prescribe a period of limitation yet the period
within which the aggrieved party can invoke power under Section 97 of the Act, has to be

reasonable - Impugned order by the revising authority remanding the matter to the Gram
Panchayat was absolutely unwarranted - Writ petition allowed and quash and set aside the

order dated 21.6.2005 passed by the Additional Collector.” sl UBR A= W)
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