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Ho'wever the learned counsel for the applicant is right it
SayIng that no appeal is provided against an order passed
under section 55 of the R. T. Act Under the circumstances of
the case the appeal before the Additional Collector could not
have been filed under section 75 of the L. R. Act because the
order of the Tehsildar is obviously under the Tenancy Act
Section 225 of the R. T. Act provides for a first appeal to the
Collector against an order passed by Tehsildar but the appeal
lies from an order passed on an application of the nature
specified in the 111 Schedule, In the III Schedule there is no

entry so far as section 55 of the R. T. Act is concerned.
Additional
Collector against the order passed by the Tehsildar on
11.11.82 is correct. The orders by the learned Additional
Collector and the learned RAA will therefore have to be set

aside and the case will have to be remanded to th
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