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Civil Misc. Delay Condonation Application.

Heard.

Cause shown is sufficient.

Application is allowed.

Delay in filing the substitution application is condoned.

Civil Misc. Substitution Application.

Heard.

This substitution application is filed for substituting the legal heirs
of petitioner nos.2 to 5.

Substitution application is allowed.

Learned counsel for the petitioners is directed to amend the cause
title of writ petition during course of the day.

Order on Writ Petition.

1. Heard Sri Abhishek Kumar Srivastava, learned counsel for
petitioners.

2. Service upon respondent no.5 is deemed to be sufficient since
according to office report dated 18.10.2023 neither A.D. nor
undelivered cover received back.

3. In the present case by the impugned order dated 23.4.1990,
Deputy Director of Consolidation has set-aside the order dated
16.6.1984 passed by Consolidation Officer on the ground that
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Consolidation Officer has acted beyond his jurisdiction as
provided under Section 42-A of Uttar Pradesh Consolidation of
Holdings Act, 1953 and illegally granted chak in the garb of
correction of revenue records. Restoration application thereof was
dismissed.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner has not been able to show
how the impugned order is erroneous since it is well settled that
Section 42-A of the Act of 1953 provides correction of clerical or
arithmetical error and it does not provide any jurisdiction for
allotment of any new chak or change the chak and for this purpose
relevant part of impugned order dated 23.4.1990 is mentioned
hereinafter:

" YHR H IE UTT § b I8 T AR dRidh § SR 147 & I
fAREd 819 IR 81 91RT 42 § Iepse JMfdpR Bl 717 fAfUhT qfe g
o g IR BT IR P g DI DR Tl | Tehac! JAfdbnT Pr
YT AfUPR 8 F W Bl T8 I1 3MeTd Pl f[I5T 8 & S &y
20.21.48 H & HFM T AR AT UH Ht B 1 Fb | e
AfTPRT 7 ST URT 42 § T A= 1 1 SafeR) aapeic srfgart
ffoda U § 571 & urF & 9o R e S8 UTRd T8l et
I o1l HododTo T Faea! Bl P R off fh 7 gRT UATger
TR P dG BIEIT TBIYT F s T P I H SHP R DS
FAT TR G Dlesgd T8l TR TAT & TRI HrIATE! IheR 179 Bl
YT 24 o fol AFIed ®Y | g1 T8 &1 Sl PR Y& I 8l
gl

(Emphasis Supplied)

5. In the aforesaid circumstances, there is no merit in the writ
petition.

6. Writ petition is accordingly dismissed.
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