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tenant.—If any person who, after the commencement of this Act, has been put in

possession of land in a colony as a tenant. shall have given false information
intending or having reason to believe that any officer of the State Government may
be thereby deceived regarding his qualifications to become a tenant, he shall be
deemed to have committed a breach of the conditions of his tenancy.

14. Penalty for breach of conditions.—When the Collector is satisfied that a
tenant in possession of land in a colony has committed a breach of the conditions of
his tenancy, he may, after giving the tenant an opportunity to appear and state his
objection,— (i) impose on the tenant a penalty not exceeding [two thousand

rupees,] or (ii) order the resumption of the tenancy I, T ® faotg #
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__ had the allottee in the meanwhile acquired khatedari rights. | would agree with

him that he could not be touched, but since this is not so he is liable to ejectment if
the conditions mentioned in Rule 14(4) of the new Rules are attracted.
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settled legal position as stated above, would apply to the agricultural land in
possession of the tenants/ khatedars also once the cases of such tenants/
khatedars are decided and their rights have been concluded and pursuant to the
same they are in possession of the land. Ordinarily the revisional power under
Section 82 of the Act of 1956 and under Section 232 of the Act of 1955, cannot be
exercised after a period of one year from the date of the order sought to be revised.
Once a tenant/khatedar acquires tenancy/ khatedari rights and continues to be in
possession of the land, his rights cannot be called in question after unreasonable
delay. Such tenant/khatedars are required to be treated at par, for all purposes, with
all other tenants/khatedars who acquired tenancy/ khatedari rights over the land. To
permit the exercise of revisional powers under Section 82 of the Act of 1956 and/Or
under Section 232 of the Act of 1955 after unreasonable delay, would amount to
putting imprimatur of the Courts on the unreasonable and arbitrary exercise of
power. Within a period of one year the tenant/khatedar of the land would have
spent money for the improvement of the land, he would have arranged his affairs of
life on the basis that he is in occupation of the land, he would have entered into
several transactions on this basis and made many commitments. Therefore,
ordinarily revisional powers under Section 82 of the Act of 1956 and under Section
232 of the Act of 1955, cannot be exercised after a period of one year. If this
. requirement of reasonable length of time is not read into the aforesaid provisions,
' ; _‘the provisions would become unconstitutional.

in view of the discussions herein above, the writ petition deserves to be
llowed, hence the same is allowed and the order dated 15th June, 2001
/ (Annexure-4) passed by the Board of Revenue Rajasthan, Ajmer, the order dated
28 th Apri1,1997 (Annexure-3) passed by the Revenue Appellate Authority, Alwar
and the order dated 16th July,1997 (Annexure-2) passed by the Addl. Collector

Alwar are quashed and set aside.
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far B f The period of delay of 24 years, with which the application for
cancellation of allotment has been filed by the respondent no.2 and has been
accepted by Collector, cannot be regarded as reasonable delay. And counting from
the date of allotment, the order of cancellation of allotment has been passed after
unreasonable delay of 25 years, which period in itself is highly unreasonable.
Petitioner was in cultivatory possession much prior to date of allotment and also
during the aforesaid period of 25 years and thereafter continuously for last 15 years
including the period of 12 years of pendency of this petition before this Court. In
view of above, the impugned orders passed by the Board of Revenue, Revenue
Appellate Authority and District Collector cannot be sustained and are accordingly

set aside. Petitioner is held entitled to retain the land in dispute.
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