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IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAI PUR

SB ClVIL WRIT PETI TION NO. 7705/ 15.
The Shiva Cooperative Housing Society Ltd. —

Petitioner.
Vs.
State of Raj. & Anr. - .Respondent s.
DATE OF ORDER: 29'" May, 2015.
PRESENT

HON BLE M5. JUSTICE BELA M TRl VEDI

S.N. Kumawat for the petitioner.

ORDER

The | earned.counsel M. 'S. N~ Kumawat for the
petitioner seeks ' permssion to place on
record the .copy of the ‘advertisenment dated
18.5.15 published’ “«in**local daily Dainik
Bhaskar to show that the respondent-JDA has
decided to hold theicanmps in June, 2015. The
sanme is taken on;the record.

The petitioner-society ‘has filed the present
petition [ seeking  direction against t he
respondent - JDA, - for not' holding the canp as
per the news clip - -Annex.13, considering the
Scheme 6D Engineers Colony off the petitioner
as the part of the Prithviraj Nagar Schene,
and further for restraining the respondents
frominitiating any proceedi ngs under Section
90A(8) of the Rajasthan Land Revenue Act,
1956.

It is the case of the petitioner that the

petitioner-society had pur chased t he
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agricultural Jlands bearing various Khasra
nunbers situated at Village Nandki shorepura @
Manyawas, Tehsil Sanganer, District Jaipur

from various Khatedars by executing the
di fferent sal e-deeds: According to the
petitioner, the said |ands._were not part of

the Prithviraj Nagar Scheme. Thereatter the
sai'd lands were permtted to be converted
from Geen Belt to Urbani sable use by.the
Governnent on paynment of conversion charges

and devel opnent chrges. However , t he
respondent JDA has' i'ssued the. ‘i-npugned notice
dated 20.4.15  (Annex.9) calling upon the
petitioner to. show.cause as to why action
should not "taken againt them under Section
90A(8) of the Land Revenue Act. It is further

case of the. petitioner that though the
petitioner has already filed the reply to the
said notice before the concerned authority of

JDA, the respondent-JDA has decided to hold
t he canps for the regularisation of allotnent

in respect of the residenti al schenes

including the “scheme “of  the petitioner,

though the land of the petitioner is not

situated within the area of Prithviraj Nagar

Schene.

Havi ng regard to the subm ssions nade by the
| earned counsel for the petitioner and to the

docunents on the record, it appears that the
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petitioner has chall enged the inpugned notice
dated 20.4.15 (Annex.9) and the notification
dat ed 21.4.15 ( Annex. 10) wher eby t he
petitioner has been called upon to show cause
as to why actionyunder Section 90A(8) of the
Land Revenue Act should not 'be taken agai nst
the petitioner. The petitioner has also filed
reply dated 27.4.15 (Annex.11) in respect of
the said notice and notification. However,
according to the |earned ocunsel M. Kumawat
for the petitioner, without considering the
said reply ~of the «petitioner. and without
taki ng any .decision_on the said show cause
notice, the  .respondent-JDA has shown the
schenme of the petitioner-society in the said
adverti sement dated 18.5.15 as if it was part
of the area of the Prithviraj Nagar Schene
and has decided to, hold the canp for
regul ari sation of the allotnent by applying
the rates of charges equivalent to rates
applicable “to the Prithvira] Nagar Schene
t hough the said schenme is not the part of the
Prithviraj Nagar Schemne.

In this regard it is required to be noted
t hat since no decision has been taken on the
showcause notice Annex.9, it is directed
t hat t he concer ned aut hority of t he
respondent No.2 shall first take the decision

on the showcause notice dated 20.4.15
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(Annex.9) considering the reply of the
petitioner (Annex.11) on or before 4!" June,
2015 i.e. before the date scheduled for
hol di ng the canp in question.

5. Wth the aforestated; direction and wthout
expressing any opinion on 'the nerits of the
case, the petition is disposed of. By this
order, the stay application also stands

di sm ssed.

(BELA M TRIVEDI) J.
MRG

Al corrections madesi.n t he judgment/order have been incorporated in
t he judgment/order being' email ed.
PS



