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S.B. Civil Writ Review Petition No. 189/2025
In

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.11736/2010

Rajesh Kumar S/o Shri Mohan Lal, Resident of Ratlai, Tehsil
Jhalrapatan, District Jhalawar (Raj.)

----Petitioner/Review Petitioner

Versus

1. District Collector, Jhalawar (Raj.)

2. Gram Panchayat, Ratlai, Panchayat Samiti, Bakani Tehsil
Jhalarapatan, District Jhalawar (Raj.) Through Its
Sarpanch/secretary

3. Rai Singh S/o Kishanlal, Resident Of Ratlai, Tehsil

Jhalarapatan, District Jhalawar (Raj.)

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Hemant Taylor
For Respondent(s)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MAHENDAR KUMAR GOYAL

Judgment / Order
25/05/2026

This review petition, which is reported to be time barred by
183 days, is accompanied with an application under Section 5 of
the Limitation Act, 1963 seeking condonation of delay.

For the reasons stated in the application (1022/2025), the
same is allowed. Delay in preferring the review petition is
condoned.

This petition is filed seeking review and recalling of the order

dated 24.02.2025 passed by this Court in S.B. Civil Writ Petition
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No.11736/2010 whereby, the writ petition filed by the review-
petitioner was dismissed.

Learned counsel for the review-petitioner submits that the
order dated 24.02.2025 suffers from an error apparent on the face
of record inasmuch as it was wrongly canvassed on his behalf by
his learned counsel that the subject Patta was issued to him in an
auction rather, as a matter of fact, it was issued under Rule 157 of
the Rajasthan Panchayati Raj Rules, 1996 (for brevity "the Rules
of 1996"). He further contends that since, his old house existed
on the subject land, the Gram Panchayat has rightly issued Patta
of the subject land under Rule 157 of the Rules of 1996. He,
therefore, prayed that the review petition be allowed, the order
dated 24.02.2025 be recalled and the S.B. Civil Writ Petition
No0.11736/2010 be restored to its original number.

Heard. Considered.

A perusal of the order under review dated 24.02.2025
reflects that it was categorically contended on behalf of the
review-petitioner that the subject Patta was issued to him in an
auction. However, be as it may, this Court has considered that the
Patta was issued to the review-petitioner pursuant to resolution of
the Gram Panchayat, Ratlai dated 05.07.2004 on the premise that
to augment income of the Gram Panchayat, a decision was taken
to allot the Patta of the old buildings/houses. The revisional
authority has, vide its order dated 16.06.2010-the subject-matter
of challenge in the writ petition, categorically held that from the
record, it was not reflected that the petitioner had any old house
on the subject land. It was also held by this Court while dismissing

the writ petition that Rule 157 of the Rules of 1996 which provides



[=] i [s]
[2026:RJ-JP:22123] (3.0f 3) [WRW-189/. E;g

2026:R}-JP:22123

for regularization of old buildings/houses at the rate and the
manner prescribed therein, was not followed before issuance of
the subject Patta.

In view of the aforesaid findings, this Court is not satisfied
that the order dated 24.02.2025 suffers from any error apparent
on the face of record so as to warrant its review/recall.

On that premise, the review petition is dismissed.

Pending application(s), if any, also stands disposed of.

(MAHENDAR KUMAR GOYAL),J]

14/Manish



