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(High Court) Krishna kumar vs State of Rajasthan & Ors. —Allotment cannot be cancelled after
occrual of khatedari rights-Proper remedy is to file suit for declaration-Held parties are free
to file suit for declaration of khatedari rights-Further Interference in impugned order

declined.

RRT 2008(2) Page 834 Pyare lal & Anr. Vs Rajaram (BOR) —Allotment cancelled after 13 years
when the allottees has already acquired the khatedari rights-After 10 years allottees can only
be rejected under the provisions of Tenancy Act & not u/Rule 14(4)-Appellants are the to
prove that allottees are not the bonafide agriculturist-Appellants are the trespasser & not
justified to give protection-Held, No reasons to interfere in the judgment passed by R.A.A.
“Under Rule 14(4) allotment cannot be cancelled after acquisition of Khatedari rights.”
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