Neutral Citation No. - 2023:AHC:215146

Court No. - 48

Case :- WRIT - B No. - 3758 of 2023

Petitioner :- Gurubaksh And 5 Others
Respondent :- State Of U.P. And 3 Others
Counsel for Petitioner :- Sushant Misra
Counsel for Respondent :- C.S.C.

Hon'ble Saurabh Shyam Shamshery,J.
1. Heard Sri R.K. Tiwari, Advocate holding brief of Sri Sushant Mishra, learned

counsel for petitioners and perused the record.

2. Petitioners are aggrieved by the concurrent findings returned by Appellate as
well as Revisional Authorities.

3. Learned counsel for petitioners submits that contesting-respondents have no
original holding at Gata No. 474, which is original holding of petitioners,
therefore, they are not entitled to get any chak allotted at said Gata and
petitioners are deprived of benefit of road side.

4. 1 have carefully perused the order passed by Settlement Officer of
Consolidation as well as Deputy Director of Consolidation and it would be
appropriate to refer relevant part of the order passed by Revisional Authority

hereinafter:

« I9Y vell & g sifdaehr & 989 At R g AR w=dbelt a1
3T g FIeT FARTEIUT fohaT T | Feret FRIEI0T & 9 U&IhR Hidh IR
SURRIT B 3faelid i YT T fdh fFRTIad! BT 92T adh Jef R
B AR g & g 9ol HU A ol TR W &7 &1 el ART- 474
fRMIGd! BT 0.163 Bo 37T & AUE 0.340 o BT TP ol TR W
e fohdm T 81 Ut RIS A UrT TR fob Ich TR ASh A ol §U
IS TS & JAT FIdA 9 IUS Y W TP UleE fhar B
fRTa! fORT T IR a6 7R 9= 8T & 981 R faush &t fia o=
S & "D a8l 91 g3T & RNl Dl Jef TSl FAT - 471/1 37
TEdh H M T I UiSE o mar 21 fausft o1 er |- 474 A
0.060 go IHAT FSH I oM UieE b a1 81 Rl &1 9 el
TR DY AR T AET- 474 5 372 | 1fdies Ipar Ufe® 8F 7 facfig




e o 3 TIC ASD 3 o1 UIG¥ B o BIRUT FIRTHIH el AT S
gt Bt 81 3 TP AEIT- 721 b FAMGT b T=g § Fraiand
JNfEBRY Tehave] ~IRATAT T ieT FEIT- 399 T 534 ©RT - 21(2) §
aTRe 3T f&H® — 10.04.2015 & fa6g AT FRRMT AR & STt
&1 TATde §TS JMTaTD PRIATE! et SR 811~

5. From above it is absolutely evident that the order was passed after spot
inspection in presence of parties, which has not been seriously disputed. It has
also not been denied that at Gata No. 474 petitioners have share to the extent of
0.163, however, they have been allotted a larger area which approximately
double (0.34 hectare).

6. Other argument of petitioners that contesting-respondents are not entitled for
chak at Gata No. 474 is baseless since petitioners have already been in
beneficial position.

7. So far as other argument is concerned, which is with regard to quality of land,
it has no legal basis since even the contesting-respondents have been provided
same land as well as no documentary evidence or material has been placed
before concerned authorities with regard to nature of land. The aforesaid order
has been passed to achieve the object of U.P. Consolidation of Holdings Act,
1953, therefore, not being perverse or beyond jurisdiction, it is not a fit case for
interference in writ jurisdiction.

8. Writ petition is accordingly dismissed.
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