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Heag AfAfola by g 8 R § 2013(2) RRT Page 828 Rameshi vs, Kajod
& ors # ufquifed fosam f&6 “ Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- temporary Injunction
application rejected & affirmed by the appellate Court-Land not recorded in the Khatedari of
the plaintiff- No. T.I. can be granted against the recorded khatedar- Possession of non-
petitioners no. 3 & 4 would be treated after the death of ‘B’- Petitioner failed to prove
possession- objection raised can only be decided during trail-Concurrent judgments- Held,
No illegality or perversity in the order. 2012(2) RRT Pg. No. 1439 Pooran Chand & ors.

V/s. Gopal Prasad & ors ¥ ufquifeq fasar & - Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212-

Trail court restrained both the parties but RAA Dismissed the application of the petitioners —
Land recorded on Khatedari of GP — No Revenue entry in favour of the petitioners —
Khatedari of ‘GP” is based in the registered sale deed Appellate court not found the Prima

| facie case in favour of the petitioner ‘KP” & ors. — Concurrent finding regarding Khatedari &
/ possession — No T.I can be granted against the recorded Khatedar holding possession —

Held, R.A.A. has not committed any illegality or jurisdictional error.(Para’s 7,8 ). 2006-
07(supp.) RRT, Pg. No. 368 Dhanni V/s. Ramuram ¥ 9fRyufdd fasar f% * Rajasthan
tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Revision — Scope — Temporary injunction refused- Order upheld
in appeal — Petitioner failed to prove prima facie case, balance of convenience & irreparable
loss — Rights & title will be decided in regular suit — Possession not proved — Scope of
revision is very limited — Re-appreciation of facts in not. Justified-Held, Revision deserves to
be dismissed.(Para’s 9,10). RRT 2015(1) Pg. No. 633 Awtar Khan V/s. Mehar Bano &
ors. ¥ ufcufed foar s - Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction —
Applications dismissed — Respondent No. 1 & 2 are the recorded Khatedar of the land & no
temporary Injunction can be granted — Concurrent finding — Limited scope — Held, No
material illegality or jurisdictional error in the order. (Para’s 8,9). RRT 2015(1) Pg. No. 560
Jhanwari Lal & ors V/s. the Board of Revenue & ors. § Ufourfed fopar f - Rajasthan
tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary njunction — R.A.A. Set aside the order of granting
T.I. & Affirmed by the BOR — Registered sale deed in favour of ‘B’ husband of the
rgq‘pondent no. 2 — No prima facie case found in favour of the petitioners — Held, No error in
Drder of rejecting revision. (Para’s 9,10,11). RRT 2014(2) Pg. No. 1301 Goparam & ors
V/s. Harima Ram & ors. § yfoufed foar 5 ‘Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212-
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Temporary Injunction — Application for granting T.I. was dismissed — Defendants / non-
applicants are the recorded Khatedar of the land & they are in possession of the land —
Concurrent findings — Held. No T.I. can be granted & order suffered with no irregularity or
illegality.(Para 7). RRT 2004(1) Pg. No. 587 Kaushlya V/s.Chotu & ors. 3 wRifeg
far & “Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- P&N purchased the land from non-
petitioner nos. 1 to 3 who subsequently sold to non-petitioners nos. 5 to 9 & they are in
possession of land — No Possession of plaintiff — 1/5 share claimed by plaintiff in property
being ancestral — No prima facie, or balance of convenience in favour of petitioners — Held,
no illegality or irregularity in the order of R AA. (Para’s 7.8). RRT 2009 (2) Pg. No. 1398
Ramjuddin & ors V/s. Ganesh Kumar & ors. 3§ URURd s fb "Rajasthan tenancy

act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction — Name of non-petitioner no. 1 entered wrongly in
the revenue record — Suit relating to land is pending disposal since 1995 — Non Petitioner
sold the Land to non-petitioner no. 2 & 3 pending suit- Non-petitioner no. 1 recorded
Khatedar & petitioner has not produced any document of possession — No T.L can be granted

against a recorded Khatedar — Concurrent findings — Interference not justified.(Para 7). T“;T"'I'CF\)
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