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Fhdl © Al R ? 3H W § AFGIY SwEad e &R
aTRo0aRo  (Rafdel) 2006(4) U1 947 wfga fafr= fvial # @w fagra
yfemifed far f& “Legal Services Authorities Act 1987, Section
- 20- Power of disposal of cases by Lok Adalat- No order can be
passed by Lok Adalat if no compromise or settlement is or
could be arrived at between parties” &1 fawgd fadom 56 TR
‘fasam & % “The specific language used in sub-section of Section
20 makes it clear that the Lok adalat can dispose of a matter by
way of a compromise or settlement between the parties, Two
crucial terms in sun-section (3) and (5) of Section 20 are
“compromise “ and “settelment” The former expression means
settlement of differences by mutual concessions. it is an
agreement reached by adjustment of confficting or opposing
claims by reciprocal modification of demands. As per Terms de
la Ley, compromise is a mutual promise of two or more parties
that are at controversy. As per Bouvier it is “an agreement
between two or more persons, who to avoid a law suit,
amicably settle their differences, on such terms as they can
agree upon” The word “compromise “ implies some element o
accommodation on each side. it is not apt to describe total
surrender. A compromise is always bilateral and means mutual

adjustment. “Settelment” is a termination of legal proceedings

by mutual consent. If no compromise or settlement is or could

MRSy SN

RN



be arrived at, no order and be passed by the Lok Adalat” s
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gre fbar s <orfd § srerar wEPgw W 2013(2) RRT Page
828 Rameshi vs. Kajod & ors # wfimifed f&ar 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-Concurrent judgments- Held, No illegality or perversity in
the order. 2012(2) RRT Pg. No. 1439 Pooran Chand & ors.
V/s. Gopal Prasad & ors. yfuifed fear 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.. can be granted
against the recorded Khatedar holding possession - Held,
RAA. 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. ¥ yfourfea foar
“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.
# gfeurfed fosar 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 #
gfaufed 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 # yufcrared
far 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. ¥ ufcuifed
far 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. # uftmifed féar f& “ Rajasthan
tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction - 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 respondent

no. 2 - No prima facie case found in favour of the petitioners -
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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. ¥ yRufea f&ar & * 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. # sfturfed
féar 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 RA.A. (Para’s 7,8). RRT 2009 (2)
Pg. No. 1398 Ramjuddin & ors V/s. Ganesh Kumar & ors. ¥
yfquifea fbar 5 © 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.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 3 ufqufea 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. H

yffea far fs © 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. ¥
yfqurfea fear 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 LRs. V/s. Jormal & ors. ¥ wufufeq far f& -
Rajasthan tenancy act, 1955-Sec. 212- Temporary Injunction -
RAA. 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).
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