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1. In this petition, the petitioner is seeking a direction upon the
respondents to confer/attest proprietary rights in favour of the
petitioner in terms of the Government Order dated 05.06.1958 read
with Government order dated 03.06.1966, in respect of land
measuring 14 Kanals 15 Marlas falling under Khasra Nos.
3135/1870 situated at Village Pogal, Tehsil Pogal Paristan, District
Ramban. The petitioner herein is also seeking a direction upon the
respondents to decide the representation of the petitioner in light of
the report of the Patwari Halga Pogal.

2. It is stated by learned counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner
has submitted a representation before respondent no. 4, in response
to which field staff from the office of respondent no. 4 has
submitted its report on 17.07.2026 wherein it is stated as under: -

“The said applicant is a permanent resident of Pogal.
The applicant has submitted a formal application for the

mutation of LB-6 and S-432. Upon inspecting the revenue
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records, it was verified that khasra no. 1870, measuring
14-15 kanals, has been continuously recorded in the
name of the applicant’s family since prior to the year
1956. The land under consideration is also proposed for
approval. The land under discussion falls under the
category of LB-6 and S-432. If an order is passed to
verify the mutation in favour of the applicant and the

rightful claimants, there will be no legal impediment.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the petitioner would
feel satisfied if the instant petition is disposed of with a direction to
respondent no. 4- Tehsildar, Pogal Paristan (Ukhral) to take a final
decision on the basis of the report submitted by the field staff of
respondent no. 4.

Ms. Chetna Manhas, learned counsel states that she is not averse to
the propositions being made by learned counsel for the petitioner.
Be that as it may, the instant petition is disposed of with a direction
to respondent no. 4 to decide the representation of the petitioner
dated 01.07.2026 in light of the report of the field staff from the
office of respondent no. 4 dated 17.07.2026 within a period of one
month, from the date a certified copy of this order is served upon
respondent no. 4 provided there is no legal impediment.

Disposed of.

(Moksha Khajuria Kazmi)
Judge



