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Rameshi vs. Kajod & ors # ufvwifaa fsar f& “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-




22 /2016
BRIRM T STaiE TNe
99 HaR 4 /7

Concurrent judgments- Held, No illegality or perversity in the

order. 2012(2) RRT Pg. No. 1430 Pooran Chand & ors. V/s.

Gopal Prasad & ors. # ufouifed fan f “ 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.L can be granted against the recorded Khatedar holding

possession - Held, RA.A. has not committed any illegality or
jurisdictional error.(Para’s 7,8 ). 2009(2) RRT Pg. No. 1327

Nannu Ram (Dead) through L.Rs. V/s.Jorlam & ors. % ufaufeg

fear & “Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary

Injunction RAA st aside the order - Revision - suit for declaration

on the basis of adverse possession - Petitioner admitted that non-

petitioners are recorded Khatedar- Both the parties are claiming

possession & their question cannot be decided as this stage -

Held, no error in the order & upheld. (Para’s 5,7). RRT 2013(1)

Pg. No. 133 Kalu & ors. V/s. Jagdish Prasad & ors. # ufoufea

i féar f “Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- RAA set aside the
: \ order of granting TI - Non-petitioner purchase the land from the
recorded Khatedar of the land by regd. Sale deed- Petitioners are
required to prove their case by producing evidence - Prima facie
case in favour of the non- petitioners - Held, No Jurisdictional
error in the order. (Para’s 7,8). RRT 2013(2) Pg. No. 805
Narayan Singh & ors. V/s. Ramesh # ufqufea fear f& -
Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary injunction -
Trail court directed the parties to maintain the status quo of
revenue record & at site - Appeal dismissed - Order should have

been passed on merits considering the three necessary elements-
Held, orders are set aside & case remanded to trail Court.(Para’s 7
,9 ). 2006-07(supp.) RRT, Pg. No. 368 Dhanni V/s. Ramuram 3
yfcurfea fear fé “Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Revision -
Scope - Temporary injunction refused- Order upheld in appeal -

Wfailed to prove prima facie case, balance of convenience
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& 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. ¥ wRiufea f&ar f& “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. #
yfqwfes f&=ar f& “ Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212-
Temporary Injunction - R.A.A. Set aside the order of granting T.L
& Affirmed by the BOR - Registered sale deed in favour of ‘B’
husband of the respondent no. 2 - No prima facie case found in
favour of the petitioners - Held, No error in order of rejecting
revision. (Para’s 9,10,11). RRT 2014(2) Pg. No. 1301 Goparam
& ors V/s. Harima Ram & ors. # ufquifea féar f& “ Rajasthan
tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- 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. # ufoufea far f& -
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 RAA. (Para’s 7,8). RRT 2009 (2) Pg. No. 1398
Ramjuddin & ors V/s. Ganesh Kumar & ors. 3 sftmfeq faar f&
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
er sold the Land to non-petitioner no. 2 & 3 pending suit-
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Non-petitioner no. 1 recorded Khatedar & petitioner has not
produced any document of possession - No T.I. can be granted
against a recorded Khatedar - Concurrent findings - Interference
not justified.(Para 7). RRT 2009(2) Pg. No. 1393 Dhupa V/s.
Mamman & ors # uluifea far & “ Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-
Sec. 212 & 230 - Application for granting T.I. rejected in absence
of the prima facie case - revision - Non-Petitioners are recorded
Khatedar of the disputed land & they are in possession - No proof
produced to show possession - Concurrent finding - Held, No case
made out for interference.(Para’s 8,9). RRT 2001(2) Pg. No.
1261 Smt. Prakash Kanwar & ors V/s. Kailash Chandra & ors.
% gfeoifea fasar & ~ Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Land in
disputed is a firm property - ) share was of plaintiff’s father & half
share was of ‘S’ & ‘R’ who sold it to ‘R’, ‘K’ & ‘R’ through regd. Sale
deed - ‘R’, ‘'K’ & ‘R’ again sold to land to ‘P’, ‘A’ & ‘M’ through Regd.
Sale deed - Parties are joint recorded Khatedar & co-tenant -
Held, No order of T.I. can be passed against co-tenant to deprive
them from use if their share & also cannot be evicted & orders are
set aside.(Para’s 9, 10). RRT 2010(2) Pg. No. 1392 Ramkaran &
ors. V/s. Smt. Ghewari & ors. # wfaufea far f& “ Rajasthan
tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction - Application
and Appeal rejected - G.R. was the co-tenant & he sold the land to
‘G’ & and she became Khatedar - No name of ‘KR’ in Kh. No. 10 nor

| he has possession - No document produced to prove the land
/ ancestral - Recorded Khatedar Cannot be restrained from selling

his share - Concurrent finding - Held, No illegality in the order.
(Para’s 11, 12). RRT 2009(2) Pg. No. 1327 Nannu Ram (dead)
through L.Rs. V/s. Jormal & ors. ¥ ufiuiica f&ar f& “ Rajasthan

tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction - RA.A. set
aside the order - Revision - Suit for declaration on the basis of

adverse possession - Petitioners admitted that non-petitioners
are recorded Khatedar - Both the parties are claiming possession
& their question cannot be decided at this stage - Held, No error
in the order & upheld. (Para’s 5,7). TRIIA R0l H SURIGT RS
g ofaar e 8 2| gud JfiRed sdieic 7 amEue RS
T aes T ¥ WiRY RS e fee ade @ 21 fag
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