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" ln the present case, the order summoning the petitioners have been
challenged. However, in my considered openion, if the respondents
may hai,re applied for correction of the map wherein the petitioners
have been summoned then the said order of summoning may not be
incorrect, but it would not confer the jurisdiction to Board of Revenue

decide the issue raised before the Tahsildar. Therefore, in my
concerned opinion, the judgment of 5audan singh (supra) is also of no
help to the respondents. ln view of the foregoing discussion, in my
considered opinion , the order passed by the Board of Revenue stands
set aside,

Simultaneously, it is to observe here that the challenge made by the
petitioners merely summoning the orders do not create in grievance to
them to file the revision before the Board of Revenue , therefore, the
said revision itself deserves to be dismissed. As the relief prayed for in
the said revision cannot be granted, however, it is directed that the
Tehsildar would decide the preoceedings initianted by the
respondents within a period of three months from the date of
commu nication of the oreder.
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