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1. The instant petition has been filed for the following reliefs:-

(i) Issue a writ, order or direction in the nature of certiorari quashing the
order dated 14.2.2023 passed be respondent no.2, order dated 11.9.2020
passed by respondent no.3 and order dated 18.10.2017 passed by
respondent no.2.

(ii) Issue such other and further writ order or direction as this Hon'ble
Court may deem, fit and proper under the facts and circumstances of
the case protecting the interest of the petitioners."

2. Brief facts of the case are that Gajendra Kumar, Rajendra Kumar sons of
Vijai Pal Sharma and Smt. Chanrakanta wife of Vijai Pal Sharma executed
a registered sale deed in respect of their entire share on 7.11.2003 with
regard to plot No. 156 area 0.519 hectare in favour of respondent nos. 5 to
7. Respondent nos. 5 to 7 applied for mutation on the basis of sale deed
executed on 7.11.2003 which was allowed on 10.2.2004. Petitioner's father
filed application against the order dated 10.2.2004 passed in the mutation
case filed by respondent nos. 5 to 7. Tehsildar vide subsequent order dated
18.10.2017 maintained the earlier order dated 10.2.2004. Appeal filed by
petitioner against the order dated 18.10.2017 was dismissed by Sub
Divisional Officer vide order dated 11.9.2020. Revision filed by petitioner
against the appellate order dated 11.9.2020 has also been dismissed vide
order dated 14.2.2023 hence this writ petition challenging the impugned
orders dated 18.10.2017, 11.9.2020 and 14.2.2023 passed in the summary
proceeding for mutation.

3. Petitioner has pleaded in the instant petition that sale deed was executed
against the provision of law, as such, mutation order passed by the
Tehsildar was illegal. It is further mentioned in the writ petition that petitioner
challenged the order passed by Tehsildar in appeal under Section 207 of
the U.P. Revenue Code, 2006 but the same has been dismissed in arbitrary
manner and the revision filed against the appeallate order has also been
dismissed vide order dated 14.2.2023 without considering the case of the



petitioner. The ground taken in the writ petition is that transfer was made in
contravention of the provision contained under Section 168-A of U.P.Z.A.
and L.R. Act, as such, the transaction was void in view of the provisions
contained under Section 168-A of U.P.Z.A. and L.R. Act.

4. On the other hand, learned Standing Counsel for the State-respondents
submitted that writ petition arises out of mutation proceeding which are
summary in nature, as such, writ petition is liable to be dismissed.

5. | have considered the averment made in the writ petition as well as the
document annexed along with the writ petition.

6. There is no dispute about the fact that Tehsildar has passed the
mutation order under Section 34 of U.P. Land Revenue Act in favour of
respondent nos. 5 to 7 on the basis of registered sale deed executed on
7.11.2003. There is also no dispute about the fact that order of Tehsildar
has been maintained in appeal and revision.

7. In order to appreciate the controversy, the finding of fact recorded by
Tehsildar while passing the order dated 18.10.2017 will be relevant for
perusal which is as under:-

"GEIHRI & fdg™ STfdahiall &1 dohyul G it 989 W fifd 989 &1 sracie
T | TATEe! & Jidetta | fIfed & b @raT Ho 210 WERT Ho 256 IHaT 0.865
BT JheR AT QU fFFET 0.519 Bo & [Ahg Toivg PR J Iolww FHR G0
fastaaTer et g Tegept=dT Yt o fasryuTel et Fardl I HIEYR T8I GRT shall
'\gmwr—;:emfuzmamﬁmwwﬂmwawwﬂmm
TRSHE Ml AT YR S8 & Ual ¥ e 7.11.03 B 51 /- 2
g WER & ot TR0 Seed fafde wefr ol & A1exd ¥ a1e & afdd W@ 3 2
fshaTT o PHR AT GRT 31U Jahax AT a1 Tl foam 7T &1 armaf<iandl! o fevsy
WR Pl UG T9E 8l 81 3R 7 & ey uF fiie 7.11.2003 § e &M
~JraTerd gRT syl enf¥a fopam w81 9/ fRFie 7.11.2003 310W UM H B
ST MR TR &7 10.2.04 DT ARV & 37T UTN R & T 9| FHIR0T
aforar § ST Fafed Sxamaet &1 O AT § 89T i 7.11.2003 & SR W
UTRA 31eeT &7 10.2.04 T8I 5 ST a1 8

AR

IfF T FHo 210 TIRT Ho 256 AT 0.865 PT e U1 T+ f&R=7T 0,519 Bo
TR AR & Gd TR 37<eT f&Hid 10.2.04 $i gt 6T St 51 IS 918 H PIs T
Y & A FPRET I98 -1 Agg9IR WRaFT 3Fel SXMe id 811 9adett are gl
TR SHeR 811"

8. The perusal of the finding of fact reveals that sale deed was executed on
7.11.2023 in accordance with law and the mutation order was accordingly
passed on 10.2.2004 on the basis of sale deed executed on 7.11.2003
which has not been cancelled by any Court of law. The order passed by
Tehsildar was maintained in appeal and revision in accordance with law.



9. Considering the finding of fact recorded by the Tehsildar as maintained in
appeal and revision, no interference is required. Writ petition is accordingly
dismissed.
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