
Subject: Submission regarding false objections filed by Vimla Devi and request for fair 

adjudication in mutation proceedings 

Respected Sir, 

I, Shivam Gupta, son of Anakali Devi, resident of Lohandi Road, Kakarahawa, 

Mirzapur, submit the following representation concerning the mutation proceedings related 

to certain land parcels purchased by my mother. 

 

1. Details of the Land and Parties 

Vendor (First Party): 
Juhi Agarwal, wife of Saurabh Agarwal, resident of Bajirao Katra, Tappa 84, Pargana Kantit, 

Tehsil Sadar, District Mirzapur. 

Purchaser (Second Party): 
Anakali Devi, wife of Rajkumar Gupta, resident of Lohandi Road, Kakarahawa, Tappa 84, 

Pargana Kantit, Tehsil Sadar, District Mirzapur. 

Registered Sale Deeds: 

 Sale Deed dated 27/09/2024, pertaining to Araji No. 137 

 Sale Deed dated 27/09/2024, pertaining to Araji No. 133 

 

2. Details of the Objector 

Objector: Vimla Devi, wife of Motilal, resident of Gopalpur, Tappa 84 

Represented through: Advocate Manoj Kumar Upadhyay 

Cases Filed: 

 Case No. 3207/2024 

 Case No. 3206/2024 

Objection filed on: 26/11/2024 

 

3. Grounds of Representation 

1. The objections filed by Vimla Devi have no factual or legal basis. She falsely claims 

to be a co-sharer in the land, solely to harass the lawful purchaser, Smt. Anakali Devi. 

2. In her application, Vimla Devi states that Araji Nos. 133 and 137, standing in the 

names of Vimla Devi/Motilal, were mutated in the names of Juhi Agarwal/Saurabh 



Agarwal. 

This allegation is completely incorrect. 

3. It has become a regular pattern for Vimla Devi to file frivolous objections in almost 

every mutation case in this locality, causing undue delays and harassment. 

4. Several mutation cases are affected by similar false objections filed by Vimla Devi. 

Some examples are listed below. 

 

4. Examples of Similar Cases Filed by Vimla Devi 

(1) Juhi Agarwal vs. Anarkali Devi 

 Case No.: 3208 

 Araji Nos.: 134/2, 135, 141, 142, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225 

 Purchaser: Juhi Agarwal 

 Seller: Anarkali Devi 

Note: Mutation already ordered about one month ago. 

(2) Pushpa Kumar Singh vs. Anarkali Devi 

 Case No.: 3208 

 Araji No.: 132/1 

 Purchaser: Pushpa Kumar Singh 

 Seller: Anarkali Devi 

Note: Despite identical objections, the file has been reserved by the Tehsildar Sadar 

(Dr. Vishal Kumar Sharma), causing unnecessary delay. 

(3) Ravendra Kumar vs. Juhi Agarwal 

 Case No.: 3261 

 Araji No.: 136 

 Purchaser: Ravendra Kumar 

 Seller: Juhi Agarwal 

Note: Mutation proceedings are still pending. 

 

5. Issue of Delay, Harassment, and Corruption 

Sir, due to these repeated frivolous objections, our land mutation has been pending for over a 

year, causing continuous harassment. 

Furthermore: 

 Our mutation file has been reserved and is not being made available for filing 

restoration applications. 

 Monetary demands are being made for processing the mutation. 

 Cases where money is allegedly paid are being approved promptly. 

 Cases where no money is paid experience delays and repeated visits. 



For example, in Juhi Agarwal vs. Anarkali Devi, where the objector was again Vimla Devi 

with identical grounds, the Honôble Tehsildar Dr. Vishal Kumar Sharma passed the mutation 

order without delay. 

However, in our identical case (Anarkali Devi vs. Juhi Agarwal), we are being forced to 

wander from office to office without progress. 

This raises serious concerns about discrimination and possible misconduct. 

 

6. Restoration Application Hearing Dates 

After applying for restoration, the following hearing dates have been scheduled: 

 First hearing date: 25 November 2025 

 Second hearing date: 4 December 2025 

Despite these scheduled dates, progress remains stalled, and the file is still not being made 

available as required. 

 

7. Prayer / Relief Sought 

I humbly request: 

1. That this entire matter may kindly be reviewed under the supervision of Honôble 

Commissioner Shri Rajesh Prakash, to ensure fair and impartial proceedings. 

2. That necessary directions be issued to process our mutation case strictly according to 

law, without undue influence or harassment. 

3. That baseless objections repeatedly filed by the objector, Vimla Devi, be dismissed at 

the earliest. 

4. That an inquiry be conducted regarding the arbitrary reserving of our file and the 

alleged demand for money for mutation orders. 

 

Applicant: 

Shivam Gupta (Assistant Professor) 

On behalf of Anarkali Devi 
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