
 

 

 
HIGH COURT OF JAMMU & KASHMIR AND LADAKH 

AT JAMMU 
  

  

Case:- OWP No.  1207/2012 

IA No.  1670/2012 

 
  

S. Jasbir Singh .....Petitioner (s) 

  

Through: Ms. Damini Singh Chauhan,  Advocate 

  

Vs  

State of J&K and Ors. .…. Respondent(s) 

  

Through: Mr. Adarsh Sharma, Advocate 

Mr. Atul Verma, Advocate 

 
 

Coram: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE WASIM SADIQ NARGAL, JUDGE 

  

ORDER 

24.09.2025 
 

 

01. Both the learned counsels for the parties submit that the issue which is 

pending before this Court in the instant petition is covered by the judgment 

passed by the Hon’ble Division Bench of this Court in LPA OWP No. 106/2017 

and prays that the instant  petition  be also disposed of on the same lines. 

02. Ms. Damini Singh Chauhan, learned counsel for the petitioner fairly 

submits that the status quo which has been granted by this Court is in nobody’s 

interest as on date, keeping in view the latest development which has taken place 

in the instant petition, wherein the respondents have already issued the 

cancellation order vis-à-vis the shop of the petitioner, which was initially 

allotted to the petitioner in lieu of the earlier shop No. 16 at Transport Nagar, 

Narwal. 
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03. The said order of the allotment has already been cancelled during the 

pendency of the instant petition and accordingly, she prays that she will be 

permitted to amend the instant petition so that the cancellation order is 

challenged, accordingly. 

04. She further submits that in identical matters, wherein the allotment has 

been issued vis-à-vis shops by the JDA through its Vice-Chairman whose 

allotment was under cloud and were cancelled in all such matters. The Hon’ble 

Division Bench of this Court  has already allowed the appeal preferred  by the 

appellant and set aside the orders of cancellation of  the allotment of  the various 

plots/shops  and she prays that on the same  analogy, the cancellation  of the 

instant  shop  which has yet to be challenged be also decided on the same lines. 

05. Since, the cancellation of the instant shop has not been challenged, this 

Court, in the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, deems it appropriate 

to direct the learned counsel for the petitioner to  amend the instant  petition by 

laying proper motion  within one week. Let her do so by laying proper motion 

for seeking amendment of the instant petition with a view to throw challenge of 

the said cancellation. 

06. List this case on 27.10.2025, higher up. 

 

 

    

 

(WASIM SADIQ NARGAL) 

JUDGE 

JAMMU   
24.09.2025   
Riya Kochhar   

 

 


