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Neutral Citation No. - 2023:AHC-LKO:72435
Court No. - 18

Case :- WRIT - B No. - 992 of 2023

Petitioner :- Dinesh Kumar

Respondent :- Board Of Revenue, U.P., Lko. Thru Judicial
Member And Others

Counsel for Petitioner :- Ajaiy Kumar Mishra,Kapil Dev
Chaubey

Counsel for Respondent :- C.S.C.

Hon'ble Saurabh Lavania,J.
Heard.

In view of the order proposed to be passed by this Court,

notice to the private-respondent(s) is dispensed with.

By means of the present petition, petitioner has assailed
the orders dated 14.03.2023 and 14.08.2019 passed by the
opposite party No.1-Board of Revenue, Lucknow, U.P. and
opposite party No.2-Tehsildar, Gola Gokaran Nath, District-

Kheri, respectively.

Vide order dated 14.08.2019 the opposite party No.2
decided the mutation case, after considering the submissions
made by the learned counsel for the parties and material

available on record.

The order dated 14.08.2019 reflects that an Advocate
engaged by the petitioner was heard by the opposite party
No.2 and another Advocate sought time to file some evidence,
however, he was not present in the Court, at relevant time and
accordingly, revenue court of opposite party No.2 proceeded to
decide the case on merits and after, considering the sale deed

as also report regarding possession of Lekhpal, passed the order



2

dated 14.08.2019. The fact remains that before the opposite
party No.2, learned counsel for the petitioner appeared and
placed the case of the petitioner. The relevant portion of the

order dated 14.08.2019 reads as under:-

"g1&} @ [T SITeahl GRT [T 98w TfEer &1 =it
39fisdl & Qg1 ftadl g Fifed 989 Jvqd @l
TflI Tegera safdedl & GEY SIfEad GRT Uh
7T T8 BT FidhT 138 51 & FEeT § geqd fbar
1 BT §NT e 3 SURYT T 87 & PR
9% [avg vHuel @rifasl & = garae § gag
SN Wl & wur & &5 fawia T fawar & 95 a5
& 9% 13557 v 1 quf 3ifedaN Ig &1 fawpld qfe
gv T T Psol & oigT Pl oIegalor Pl T H TE
IdT 81 &R 34 U vyt Tibar & o wacq a1 781
Fiedh b1 FITJAR] BT [AREIT 3547 ST &1 i Hfder
IS & [agpia MET & T H plg 3R GG
[ Srar &1 ar 39 ~rmery v ot myrdl s
aafaadrl @ 3t el Uq [ARTER 8 O AR
1352 ST gl & G 1o faved @1 ot 81 @9 arsl &
& & FHANT 35T ST AT gl glar 81"

After the aforesaid order dated 14.08.2019, quoted above,

an application for restoration dated 06.09.2019 was preferred
by the petitioner, which was allowed vide order dated

29.10.2020 by the opposite party No.2.

Challenging the order dated 29.10.2020 passed by the
opposite party No.2, the opposite party No.3-Salik Ram
preferred the revision under Section 210 of U.P. Revenue Code,
2006 (in short "Code of 2006"), registered as Case
No.REV/1616/2020/Lakhimpur ~ Kheri, = Computerized  Case
No0.R20201043001616, before the opposite party No.1 and the
same was allowed vide order dated 14.03.2023 after taking

note of the fact that the learned counsel for the petitioner was
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heard by opposite party No.2 and thereafter, the opposite party
No.2 passed the order dated 14.08.2019.

It appears that considering the settled view that final
order on merits passed after hearing the parties cannot be
recalled, the opposite party No.1 passed the order dated
14.03.2023. The revisional Court also observed that the
petitioner is having remedy to file an appeal under Section

35(2) of the Code of 2006.

It is also relevant to take note of the fact that the
petitioner has already approached the Civil Court for
declaration of sale deed executed by him in favour of opposite

party No.4, as null and void.

Considering the aforesaid as also that by means of the
present petition, petitioner challenges the order(s) passed in the
mutation proceedings and the fact that mutation proceedings
are summary in nature and they do not decide any right or
title between the parties; rather they are drawn only for fiscal
purposes as also that petitioner is having remedy to file an
appeal under Section 35(2) of Code of 2006, this Court is not
inclined to entertain present petition. It is accordingly
dismissed with liberty to petitioner to approach appellate

authority for redressal of his grievance.

Order Date :- 3.11.2023
Vinay/-

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench



