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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN

AT JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.

S.B. CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO.______________/2009.

1. Smt. Archana Joshi W/o Late Shri Mohan Joshi, R/o Near Songiri Well, Bikaner. 
2. Shri Deepak Joshi S/o Shri Mohan Joshi, R/o Mahaveer Hotel, In front of Polovictory Cinema, Station Road, Jaipur. 

Both through their Power of Attorney Holder Shri Kishan Pareek S/o Shri Thakur Prasad, R/o- Bikaner Hotel, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer. 

3. Shri Kishan Pareek S/o Shri Thakur Prasad, R/o- Bikaner Hotel, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer. 

4. Tak Engineering Company, C/o- Hindu Rol Dharmshala, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer through its Partner Shri Man Singh Tak.

5. M/s Prakash Motor Company C/o- Hindu Rol Dharmshala, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer through its Partner Shri Gopal Rathi through its power of attorney holder Shri Ramesh Chandra Somani S/o Shri Madan Lal Somani, R/o Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer. 

 ---PETITIONER
VERSUS
1. State of Rajasthan through Chief Secretary, Secretariat, Jaipur.
2. Principal Secretary, Swayat Shasan Vibhag, Secretariat, Jaipur.

3. District Collector, Ajmer, Rajasthan

4. S.D.O., Ajmer, Rajasthan

5. Inani Charitable Trust, through its Manager Shri Ramprasad Ojha, C/o Hindu Rol Dharmshala, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer. 
---RESPONDENTS
S.B.CIVIL WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

AND

IN THE MATTER OF RAJASTHAN RENT CONTROL ACT, 2001 

AND

IN THE MATTER OF ARTICLE 14, 19(1)(G), 21 AND 300(a) CONSTITUTION OF INDIA. 
AND 
IN THE MATTER OF GAZETTE NOTIFICATION DATED 30.05.2008 AND 10.06.2008.
To,

The Hon'ble Chief Justice Shri Deepak Verma
 & his other companion Judges of the 
High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jaipur Bench, Jaipur.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR LORDSHIPS:

The humble petitioner named above, most respectfully, submit as under :-

1-
That the petitioners are citizen of India, hence has a right to invoke the extra ordinary jurisdiction of the Hon'ble Court under article 226 of The Constitution of India. 
2-
That one Seth Shri Shiv Narayan Ji and Banshilal Ji Inani R/o- Rol Marwad constructed a Dharmshala, situated at 30/9, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer in Samwat 1980 and the same was being used as Private Dharmshala by the descendants of Seth Shri Shivnarayan Ji and Banshilal Ji. AT present there are more than 14 tenants of the premises at joining to the Dharmshala. Petitioners are the tenants of the respondent trust. 

 3-
That the Inani Charitable Trust was brought in to existence by a deed of indenture dated 28.10.1961 at Ajmer executed by its settler Shri Ram Prasad Inani S/o Seth Kishan Lal Maheshwari, R/o Maharaj Ganj, Hyderabad and the private dharmshala and the other adjoining premises came to be vested in the Trust. The Inani Charitable Trust was (family & private trust) registered under Section 21 of the Indian Registration Act, (hereinafter referred to as “The Trust” for sake of brevity) at the time of its registration Shri Ram Prasad Inani, Shri Venugopal Inani, Shri Pusaram Inani, Shri Nathmal Inani, Shri Shrigopal Inani was the  trustees and Shri Ram Prasad Inani was the Managing Trustee of the Trust. According to the trust deed the objects for which the trust was incorporated were inter-alia as under:
(i)
To run and to continue to run a Charitable Free Dharmshala for Vegetarian Hindu passenger visiting the city of Ajmer in accordance of the rules framed for the purpose.

(ii)
To aid, assist, donate for the relief and benefit of the poor distressed and needy and to open run and maintain a school, library, dispensary, water and other similar charitable works out of the income of the subject matter of the trust after meeting the recurring and routine expenditure on the maintenance of the Dharmshala.
(iii)
To collect and accept donation, grants, presents and other offering to deal with the same for the purpose of the trust.

(iv)
To arrange for regular daily Puja of deities of Shiv Ji and Hanuman Ji the idols of whom have already been installed in the Dharmshala.

(v)
To purchase, acquire, billed, repair, extend, demolish and any building or structure and to dispose of, transfer or lease and to otherwise deal with the subject matter of the Trust in such manner as the trustees should deem fit so as to fulfill the above said objects. 


Exact and correct copy of the Trust Deed is enclosed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-1.
4-
That the above mentioned Private Dharmshala is situated on the Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer which is the main commercial locality of Ajmer and the premises in question has got more than 14 tenants at present. 
5-
That the petitioners are the tenants of the Trust and running their commercial activities in the premises adjoining to the Dharmshala since long which is situated on Main Road, while Dharmshala is running in inner portion of the premises. 
6-
That the tenants are running their business for last more than 40 years and monthly rent are also being paid to the Trust by respective tenants. Petitioner M/s Tak Engineering Company is a tenant since the year 1968, petitioner Shri Shrikishan Pareek is a tenant since 1969. 

7-
That the petitioners are regularly paying the monthly rent as per the contractual rate of rent and they are in peaceful possession of their respective premises. And they are not at all creating any hindrance or nuisance in running of Private Dharmshala by the Trust. 
8-
That the Trust was bent upon to evict tenants any How and therefore the trust filed eviction suits against the tenants, i.e. – 

(i)
A civil suit bearing no. 236/2002 titled as Inani Charitable Trust Versus M/s Tak Engineering Company is pending before the Civil Court, Ajmer. Copy of the plaint is filed and marked as ANNEXURE-2
(ii)
Civil Suit bearing no. 72/1993 and 03/1996 against Smt. Archana, Deepak, Shrikishan which was dismissed by the Learned Trial Court and Civil First Appeal No.44/2004 of the same is pending before the Learned District Judge, Ajmer. Copy of the plaint is filed and marked as ANNEXURE-3.
(iii)
A civil suit for eviction was filed against petitioner Prakash Motor Company, which was dismissed, first appeal filed against was also dismissed and a civil second appeal is pending before this Hon’ble High Court. Copy of the plaint is filed and marked as ANNEXURE-4.
9-
That with a view to escape from regularity provisions of the Rajasthan Rent Control Act, 2001 and deprived the tenants of the various benefits flowing out of the beneficiary provisions of the act of 2001, The trust is learnt to have applied to Shri Prakash Chandra (Mahamantri) Bhartiya Janta Party, Rajasthan, which was the ruling party in the state for issuance of an order/notification under section 3 of the act, exempting the premises owned by the Trust from all the provisions of the act. Shri Prakash Chandra requested and wrote a letter dated 25.3.2008 to Shri Surendra Goyal, Minister of Local Self Government, State of Rajasthan, Jaipur. A certified copy of the letter dated 25.03.2008 is being annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-5. The Minister in reply also wrote a letter to Shri Prakash Chandra in which he directed the officers to do the needful. A photocopy of the letter dated 27.03.2008 is filed and marked herewith as ANNEXURE-6. By the office comment no. 21 of the Additional Law Advisor who objected the exemption under the provisions of Rent Control Act, hence the exemption could not be granted to the Trust. A certified copy of the office comment is hereby annexed and marked as ANNEXURE-7.
10-
That the Trust have also submitted the Balance Sheet and profit & loss accounts in which the trust is having a surplus income and as per the details of accounts no loss has incurred and the Trust is not able to spend its total profit even. The Balance Sheets and accounts details are submitted herewith as ANNEXURE-8.
11-
That the trust have submitted its incomplete documents in a hurry and the Government even looked them in a very cursory manner and granted exemption under section 3(8) of the Act, to the trust. The photocopy of the Map of disputed property as submitted by the trust is filed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-9. Which no where shows the exact and correct boundaries of the property even the location and premises of the tenants for whom the exemption was sought. Even the whole front portion of the Dharmshala has been kept idle and vacant from starting and the same is not earning a single penny. Even a shop on Main Road which was vacated by tenant M/s Verma Batteries in the year 1985 is lying vacant and idle for last more than 20 years. The photograph clearly showing the position of the vacant first floor of the building as well as the idle shop is filed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-10. 
12-
That no opportunity was given to any of the tenants before issuing of the order/notification under section 3(8) of the Act, 2001. The proceeding under section 3(8), of the Act, 2001 for exemption of the Dharmshala Premises from the provision of the Act, 1950 haven been carried out by the state Government and at the back of the tenants and without ascertaining the view of the tenants and without considering the extent of the hardship that is likely to be caused to the tenants of the trust as against the benefit that are likely to be caused to the trust by virtue of the exemption. By an order dated 30.05.2008 published in Rajasthan Gazette dated 03rd June, 2008. The State Government has notified that in exercising its powers under section 3(7) of the Act of 2001 all the premises of the Inani Charitable Trust, Ajmer is stood exempted from chapter no. 2 & 3 of the Act of 2001 and further clarified by order/notification dated 10.06.2008 published in Rajasthan Gazette on 18.06.2008, that in second row of the notification dated 30.05.2008, section 3 (7) shall be read as section 3(8). Photocopy of the said notifications are being annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-11 & 12 respectively.
13-
That the petitioners state that the trust does not posses any other property except this Dharmshala and the premises adjoined. 
14-
That the activities of the Trust have never suffered at any time during the course of preceding 50 years on account of  paucity of funds ever since the Dharmshala was established in Samwat 1980. It is being run without any constrained as to finance the trust has also not suffered at any point of time on account of paucity of finance. 
15-
That section 3 of the Rent Control Act, 2001 read as under :


Section -3-
Chapter II & III not to apply to certain premises and tenancies. Nothing contained in chapters II & III of this act shall apply –

(i)
……


(ii)
…….


(iii)
…….


(iv)
…….


(v)
……..

(vi)
……..

(vii)
To any premises belonging to Devsthan Department of thee State which are managed and controlled by the State Government or to any property of a Wakf registered under the Wakf Act, 1995.

(viii)
To any premises belonging to such religious, charitable or educational trust or class of such trusts as may be specified by the State Government by notification in the Official Gazette. 

16-
That the petitioners also filed a representation with the Hon’ble Chief Minister of Rajasthan, the officials of the State and the respondents vide representation dated 25.02.2009, but no heed was paid. A copy of the representation dated 25.02.2009 is filed and marked herewith as ANNEXURE-13, registered A.D. and Postal Receipts of the same is filed and marked herewith as ANNEUXRE-14 .
17-
That in pursuance to the notification dated 30.05.2008 exempting the trust from the provision of the Rent Control Act, 2001 the trust has served legal notices for termination of the tenancy under section 106 of the Transfer of Property Act, in which the trust admits that the trust is not a public trust but a private family trust. A photocopy of the legal notice dated 19.02.2009 is also filed and marked herewith as ANNEXURE-15.
That petitioners are seriously aggrieved by the order/notifications dated 30.05.2008 & 10.06.2008 (Annexure 8 & 9) respectively, failing aggrieved of the same this writ petition is being filed on the ground among others :
G R O U N D S:

A-
That the trust is not registered with Devsthan Department or under Rajasthan Public Trust Act. It is submitted that the trust is only a private and family trust and the same has been admitted by the trust in its reply dated 20.12.1978 filed before Assistant Commissioner Devsthan, Ajmer. A photocopy of the reply dated 20.12.1978 is being submitted and marked as ANNEUXRE-16. Even the trust is not a charitable trust as no donation is taken or given to any charity purpose, it is also clear from the bare perusal of the balance sheet (Annexure-8). Even the lodging facility in Dharmshala is charged on the other heads such as Electricity, Bed & Mattresses etc. Dharmshala receipts are filed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-17.  In which for providing a Khat, to a customer a sum of Rs. 51/- is charged for a day and in another receipt electricity has been charged at Rs. 240/- for two days only. It is crystal clear that the respondents are charging even the room rent on the name of other heads. 
B-
That the preamble of Rajasthan Rent Control Act, 2001 lays down that this is an act to control to rent and eviction of the tenants and to provide some safe guards and to determined reasonable rent to the tenants. Section 6 of the Act provides for revision of the rent of existing tenancies, section-7 provides for revision in new tenancies and section 9 which is very important provides for eviction of tenants. The first part of the section 9 read as under :
Section -9- Eviction of Tenants – Notwithstanding any thing contained in any other law or contract but subject to other provisions of this act, the rent tribunal shall not order eviction of tenant unless it is satisfied that –

It is apparent from the bare perusal of the section that no tenant can be evicted from the rented premises until and unless the rent tribunal is satisfied that the eviction of the tenant is necessary because of the grounds mentioned in section-9 sub  clause (a) to (m). But the trust has malafidely got exemption with ulterior motives to harass the tenants under the provisions of the Act of 2001. Since the Act is not applicable to the present petitioners, the defense available to all the tenants in Rajasthan is not available to the present petitioners0 and this is direct infringement of the constitutional rights of the petitioners against discrimination. 

C-
Because the Act of 2001 is remedial and beneficial law which is supplement to the general law i.e. the Transfer Of Property Act, it is also clear that when the Rent Control Act is not attracted or extended to a particular place, the landlord is entitled to evict the tenant by terminating the tenancy as per the provisions of T.P. Act unless of course there is a contract to the contrary. Thus the scheme and structure, the policy and plan of the act is perceivable from the above mentioned provision of are unmistakably aimed at regulating the condition of the tenancy, controlling the rents and preventing unreasonable eviction of tenants of all residential and commercial buildings. But by one stroke vide notification Annexure-11 & 12 the State Government has exempted all the premises of the Trust from all the provisions of the Rent Control Act. 
D-
Because the notifications under challenge does not provide same exemption for the various other trust properties situated at Ajmer or any where in Rajasthan. Thus the classification is not reasonable rather it is unfair and arbitrary. This shows hostile discrimination and treat the petitioners in a discriminating and exploiting way. 
E-
Because the action taken by the Government no where shows any public interest. It is very difficult to understand how the exclusion of the tenants from the protection of the act of 2001 will serve a public interest. Rather it is an admission that the trust is a private & family trust and no one from the general public or any one except the Inani Family is allowed to be included as a Trustee. The trust is a Private Trust and it is a association of individuals of a particular family and they are providing Dharmshala facilities to a specific class only namely The Vegetarian Hindus, in fact they are deriving income from the people who are visiting the Dharmshala in the name of various other heads. Which is clearly shown by them in their profit & loss account itself. Whether in these circumstances the trust can be said to be a religious and charitable trust. 
F-
Because the exemption was given by the state clearly shows malafides as all the actions have been taken at the instance of political pressure, which is crystal clear from the record itself. The office comment no. 21 of the concerned file clearly shows that the trust is not a registered trust hence exemption cannot be granted, but still the notification has been published under the political pressure. 
G-
Because one of the ground for granting exemption under the Rent Control Act and deeming the trust as charitable and registered trust is that the trust is also having certificate for taking donations which will be permitted donation under provisions of 80 G of the Indian Income Tax Act. It is submitted that from the bare perusal of the accounts of the trust. It is apparent that the trust is not getting any donation and the trust is running on solely on income of rent and income from Dharmshala. The Income Tax Certificate under section 80G is only a paper work and formality. It has nothing to do with the business of the trust. 
H-
Because the trust is not registered under the Indian Trust Act or Rajasthan Public Trust Act or with Devsthan Department. 
I-
Because the exemption was sought by the trust in order to out reach the courts of law. Various Civil Courts has already decided matters relating to eviction of tenants from the disputed premises and a few matters are still pending,  some matters are also pending before this Hon’ble Court in which order of status quo has been passed by this Hon’ble Court. When the trust has failed to get eviction decrees against the tenants from the competent civil courts, the trust chose to get eviction of tenants by ulterior ways, with intention to defy and to nullify the various civil court decrees passed against the trust. 
J-
Because the petitioners are the tenants of the trust and running their commercial activities in the premises adjoining the Dharmshala for the last several years while the Dharmshala is running in inner portion of the premises. The tenants are doing their business for about 41 years and paying the rent of the respective premises. In case they are evicted from the premises, their commercial activity which is the means of livelihood would be cost. This would amount to a clear violation of Articles 21, 39 (A), 41 and 226 of the Constitution of India. 

K-
Because the right to life includes the right of livelihood. The sweep of the right of life conferred by Art. 21 is wide and far reaching. It does not mean merely that life cannot be extinguished or taken away as, for example, by the imposition and execution of the death sentence, except according to procedure established by law. That is but one aspect of the right to life. An equally important facts of that right is the right to livelihood because, no person can live without the means of living, that is, the means of livelihood. If the right to livelihood is not reated as a part of the constitutional right to life, the easiest way of depriving a person of his right to life, the easiest way of depriving a person of his right to life would be to deprive him of his means of livelihood to the point of abrogation. Such deprivation would not only denude the life of its effective contnet and meaningfulness but it would make life impossible to live. And yet, such deprivation would not have to be in accordance with the procedure established by law, if the right to livelihood is not regarded as a part of the right to life. That, which alone makes it possible to live, leave aside what makes life livable, must be deemed to be an integral component of the right to life. Deprive a person of his right to livelihood and you shall have deprived him of his life. 
L-
Because as stated in this writ petition, the respondent no. 5 Inani Charitable Trust is not carrying on the Charitable activities. Moreover, there is no reason for the trust to get it exempted under section 3 (viii) from chapter II and III of the Rent Control Act, 2001.

M-
Because as stated above in case the impugned notification is allowed to stand, the petitioner tenants would be deprived of the let out premises where they are carrying on their commercial activities on small scale and providing employment to poor workman also. Depriving the petitioners from the let out premises would amount to depriving them from their means of livelihood, which is a clear violation of Articles 21, 39(a), and 41 of the Constitution of India. The Apex Court has held that depriving a person from livelihood would amount to deprivation of right of life. 

N-
Because the respondent Inani Charitable Trust respondent no. 5 is acting malafidely against the tenants and it has obtained the exemption under section 3 (viii) of the Rajasthan Rent Control Act, 2001, merely for depriving the petitioners from the protection given by the legislature under the Rajasthan Rent Control Act, 2001, Chapter II & III, which is a social legislation and has been enacted to help the weaker sections of the society. 

O-
Because in order to constitute a valid charitable trust is should be for the benefit of the public or a specified section of it. A fluctuating body of private individual would not be a part of the general public or any section of the public. 

P-
That other grounds shall be urged at the time of arguments.

18-
That the petitioner has not filed any such similar writ petition earlier either before this Hon'ble Court or before Hon'ble the Supreme Court of India.

19-
That the petitioner has got no other efficacious, alternative or speedy remedy available to them except to approach this Hon'ble Court by way of filing the present writ petition under Article 226 and 227 of the Constitution of India.

20-
PRAYER:-

It is, therefore, prayed that this Hon'ble Court may very graciously be pleased to accept and allow this writ petition, call for the entire record of the respondents relating to the present matter and after examining the same, the Hon'ble Court by issuing an appropriate order or direction may be pleased:-

(i) To declare the notification dated 30.05.2008 & 10.06.2008 (Annexures 11 & 12) passed by the respondent no. 1 as ultra-vires, illegal and void. 

(ii) To quash and set aside the impugned order/notification dated 30.05.2008 and 10.06.2008 (Annexures 11 & 12) passed by the respondents.

 (iii)
Any other order or direction which this Hon'ble Court may deem just and proper may also kindly be passed in the facts and circumstances of the case with costs.

21-
PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF/ORDER:-

During the pendency of the writ petition the Hon'ble Court by way of passing an interim order may further be pleased to stay the operation of the notification/order dated 30.05.2008 & 10.06.2008 (Annexures 11 & 12) and stay the eviction proceedings initiated on instance of notifications dated 30.05.2008 & 10.06.2008 (Annexures  11 & 12) .

Any other relief as may be deemed just and proper by the Hon'ble Court may also kindly be passed in favour of the petitioners.

JAIPUR

DATED:

HUMBLE PETITIONERS

THROUGH  COUNSEL:

SHOBHIT TIWARI
ADVOCATE.
Notes:-

1-
That no such similar writ petition has been filed before this Hon'ble Court earlier.

2-
That this is SB Civil Writ Petition as no vires of any Act or Rule is under challenge.

3-
That the PF, notices and extra sets shall be filed within time.

4-
That it has not been typed by any staff member of this Hon'ble Court.

5-
That since pie papers are not readily available, hence stout papers have been used.

Counsel for petitioners.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN

AT JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.

S.B. CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO.______________/2009.

Smt. Archna Joshi  & others
Petitioners
VERSUS

State of Rajasthan & anothers
Respondents
Affidavit in support of the writ petition.


I, Shri Kishan Pareek (Sharma) S/o Shri Thakur Prasad, aged about 62 years, By Caste -Brahmin, R/o- Bikaner Hotel, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer.  do hereby take oath and state as under :-

1-
That I am petitioner in the aforesaid writ petition and, as such, am fully conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case.

2-
That the annexed writ petition has been drafted and prepared by my counsel under my instructions and I have read over the same.

3-
That the contents of paras No. 1 to 21 and sub paras A to J of the writ petition are relating to facts are based on record available, and legal submissions made therein are based on advice given by counsel which I believe to be true. 
JAIPUR

DATED:

DEPONENT.

VERIFICATION

I, the abovenamed deponent, do hereby verify on oath that the contents of Paras No. 1 to 3 of my above affidavit are true and correct to my personal knowledge. Nothing material has been concealed therefrom and no part thereof is false or incorrect.

So help me God.

JAIPUR

DATED:

DEPONENT.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN

AT JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.

S.B. CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO.______________/2009.

Smt. Archna Joshi  & others
Petitioners
VERSUS

State of Rajasthan & anothers

Respondents

Affidavit in support of Documents.


I, Shri Kishan Pareek (Sharma) S/o Shri Thakur Prasad, aged about 62 years, By Caste -Brahmin, R/o- Bikaner Hotel, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer.  do hereby take oath and state as under :-

1-
That I am petitioner in the aforesaid writ petition and, as such, am fully conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case.

2-
That Annexure-1 to 17 are true and correct photo stat copies of their originals. 

JAIPUR

DATED:

DEPONENT.

VERIFICATION

I, the above-named deponent, do hereby verify on oath that the contents of Paras No. 1 to 2 of my above affidavit are true and correct to my personal knowledge. Nothing material has been concealed there-from and no part thereof is false or incorrect.

So help me God.

JAIPUR

DATED:

DEPONENT.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN

AT JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.

S.B. CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO.______________/2009.

Smt. Archna Joshi  & others
Petitioners
VERSUS

State of Rajasthan & anothers

Respondents

Brief Synopsis

- 
That one Seth Shri Shiv Narayan Ji and Banshilal Ji Inani R/o- Rol Marwad constructed a Dharmshala, situated at 30/9, Prithviraj Marg, Ajmer in Samwat 1980. AT present there are more than 14 tenants of the premises at joining to the Dharmshala. Petitioners are the tenants of the respondent trust.
-
That the Inani Charitable Trust was created on 28.10.1961 at Ajmer. The trust is a family & private trust, which is not registered under Rajasthan Trust Act, Or Indian Trust Act Or Devsthan Department.

-
That the Trust was bent upon to evict tenants any How and therefore the trust filed eviction suits against the tenants M/s Tak Engineering Company (ANNEXURE-2), against Smt. Archana, Deepak, Shrikishan which was dismissed by the Learned Trial Court (ANNEXURE-3), Prakash Motor Company, which was dismissed, (ANNEXURE-4).

-
That with a view to escape from regularity provisions of the Rajasthan Rent Control Act, 2001 and deprived the tenants of the various benefits flowing out of the beneficiary provisions of the act of 2001, The trust is have applied to the state for issuance of an order/notification under section 3 of the act, exempting the premises owned by the Trust from all the provisions of the act. 

-
That the Additional Law Advisor objected the exemption under the provisions of Rent Control Act, Because the trust is not registerd, exemption could not be granted to the Trust. (ANNEXURE-7).

-
That the state without giving any notice to tenents, exmpted the trust from Rent control act by issuing the order/notifications dated 30.05.2008 & 10.06.2008 (Annexure 8 & 9).

-
That the petitioners submitted a representation with the Hon’ble Chief Minister of Rajasthan, the officials of the State and the respondents vide representation dated 25.02.2009, but no heed was paid.
Hence this Writ Petition
Counsel for petitioners.
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DATED:
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