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HAPPY
BIRTHDAY

Sai
Class:- 5th ‘A’

D.O.B:- 11-09-2014
JKPS Panjtirthi

HAPPY
BIRTHDAY

Dhanvir Gupta
Class:- 3rd 

D.O.B:- 11-09-2016
JKPS Panjtirthi

SENSEX 80710.76 points down
by 7.25 points NIFTY 24741.00 points up

by 6.7 points GOLD: Rs 1,04,630 per 10 gram
up by 730

Rs 1,36,000 per 1 Kg
down by 1,000SILVER:

NOTICE
My daughter name & DOB has
wrongly been written as Mesira
Azeem Akhter DOB 12/11/2011
instead of correct name Musira
Kouser and correct DOB
12/08/2014 in his Aadhar Card
bearing No. 426911035835.
Now I am applying for correc-
tions of the same. Objection if
any may be conveyed to con-
cerned authority within 7 days.

Azam Khan
F/o Musira Kouser

R/o Tuli Tehsil Chassana
District Reasi

NOTICE
My name & DOB has wrongly
been written as Masrit Azeem
Akhter DOB 22/05/2007 instead
of correct name Musrat Akhter
and correct DOB 22/03/2007 in
her Aadhar Card bearing No.
957902557155. Now I am
applying for corrections of the
same. Objection if any may be
conveyed to concerned authori-
ty within 7 days.

Musrat Akhter
D/o Azam Khan

R/o Tuli Tehsil Chassana
District Reasi

NOTICE
I, Sanjay Kumar Dhar S/o
Late Sh. Brij Nath Dhar R/o
Block No. 31, Flat No. 1 Lane
No 7 Jagti Colony Nagrota,
Jammu state that my name
has wrongly been written as
Sanjay Dhar instead of cor-
rect name Sanjay Kumar
Dhar in my Migrant Ration
Card bearing No. 098, Data
Form No. 18491, D Form No.
036527. Now I am applying
for correction of the same.
Objection if any may be con-
veyed to concerned authority
within 7 days.

NOTICE
I, Sharista Devi W/o Late Sh.
Karan Singh R/o Katli Tehsil
Dinga Amb District Kathua
state that my name has
wrongly been written as
Surishta Devi instead of cor-
rect name Sharista Devi in my
Aadhar Card bearing No.
272316489882. Now I am
applying for correction of the
same. Objection if any may
be conveyed to concerned
authority within 7 days.

NOTICE
I, No. 9097160P Rank Ex Naik
Name Manjeet Singh presently
residing at H.No 66, Lane No.
2/6, Enclave B, Roop Nagar
Jammu J&K state that my son’s
name and Date of Birth has
wrongly been written as Gourav
Singh and 03.10.2005 instead
of correct name Gaurav Singh
and correct DOB 03.10.2004 in
Army records. Now I am apply-
ing for corrections of the same.
Objection if any may be con-
veyed to concerned authority
within 7 days. 

NOTICE
I, Kimat Lal Choudhary (Old
Name) S/o Late Sh. Paras Ram
R/o Village Rathua, P/o Ghou
Manhasan, Jammu that my
name has been changed from
(Old Name) Kimat Lal
Choudhary to (New Name)
Kimat Lal. I do hereby assume
from this date the name/sur-
name (New Name) Kimat Lal.
Objection if any may be con-
veyed to Passport Office,
Jammu within 7 days from pub-
lication of this notice.

NOTICE
I, Navin Chander (Old
name) S/o Prem Nath
Pandita R/o H.No 329/B,
Lane No. 04, Sec-01,
Durga Nagar, P.O Roop
Nagar, Jammu-180013 has
changed my name from
Navin Chander (Old Name)
to Navin Chander Pandita
(New Name). I do hereby
assume this date the
name/surname Navin
Chander Pandita (New
Name).

NOTICE
Whereas, a joint application has been
received from Sh. Sh/Smt. Darshan
Singh S/o Sh. Jagjit Singh Rio R/o
W.No.5, Lakhanpur, Kathua, J&K UT
(transferor) and Sh.Pawan Kumar S/o
Shanker Lal R/o Kirmoo Kermuim,
Dhiari, Udhampur J&K (Transferee)
for transfer of All J&K Taxi Maxi route
permit No. 230/MC/CC/STA/Camp
along with vehicle No, JK08B- 9789
under the provisions of Section 82(1)
of Motor Vehicle Act, 1988.Now there-
fore, it is notified that objections if any
to the above transfer of permit/vehicle
should reach this office of the trans-
port commissioner  J&K Jammu with-
in (7) seven days from the date of pub-
lication of this notice. The case shall
therefore be processed under Rule 96
of the Motor Vehicle Rule, 1991.

NOTICE
A letter received from this office of Registrar,
Special Marriage Act 1954, Assistant
Commissioner (Gen) Jammu vide No.
DMJ/SMR/25-26/231-34 dated 14.08.2025
regarding the marital status of Mr.
Sukhvinder Singh S/o Devinder Singh R/o
H.No 199, Lane 8, Preet Nagar, Rani Talab,
Digiana, Tehsil Jammu South, District
Jammu with Ms. Manisha Panjwani D/o Vijay
Panjwani R/o Gurunanak Ward, Sindhi
Colony, Bhandara, Maharashtra. In this con-
text, it is requested that if anybody has any
objection for registration of his/her marriage
registration in the office of Registrar, Special
Marriage Act, 1954, Assistant Commissioner
(Gen) Jammu, please register your objection
(if any) upto 30.09.2025 in the Office
Registrar of Marriage Jammu South.

PROCLAMATION
Through the medium of this

proclaimation, it is proclaimed
for the General Public at large
that Sh. Om Parkash S/o Satya
Narayan H.No.341, Sui (46),
P.0 Sui, District Bhiwani
Haryana has willfully played
fraud, criminal breach of Trust,
misappropriation of
property/amount and cheating
with the company. The said per-
son has been concealing him-
self with dishonest intention for
the last about 03 months.
Hence through this publication,
it is proclaimed that any person
/ persons / firm etc. whatsoever
dealing with him in any manner
on behalf of the company shall
be persumed to have been
dealing with him at his own
risks and costs. The company
shall not be liable for any liabil-
ity both criminal/civil whatsoev-
er arising out of his acts.
Date: 08-09-2025

Soham
Manager

Human Resources M/S
POLYMET Films Pvt. Limited,

Ghatti, Kathua

OFFICE OF M/S
POLYMET FILMS

PVT. LTD.GHATTI,
KATHUA (J&K)

IN THE COURT OF ADDL. DISTRICT JUDGE (COMMERCIAL COURT), JAMMU
CNR No. JKJM020054772022

File No. 416/2022
Date of Institution: 25.07.2022

Date of Order: 18.08.2025
J&K Grameen Bank (Amalgamated Jammu Rural Bank and Kamraz Rural Bank) a Regional Rural
Bank constituted under the Regional Rural Bank Act, 1976, its Head Office Narwal & Branch Office
Digiana, through Sh. Siddarth Goswami, Authorised Attorney. (Plaintiff)

V/S
1) Rameez Javed Wani S/o Javed Iqbal R/o H.No 344, Sector-3, Sunjwan Road, Bathindi, Jammu.
2) Muzaffar Ali S/o Ghulam Ahmad Kumhar R/o Qtr. No. 1, Iddgah Road, Residency Road, Jammu.
3) Shanker Sharma S/o Sh. Krishan Gopal Sharma R/o H.No 511-F, Near New Era Public School,
Sarwal, Jammu (Defendants)
In the matter of: Civil suit for recovery of Rs. 8,24,992.77 along with interest and costs of the suit.
CORAM: Aarti Mohan
UID No. JK00131

NOTICE
Whereas the above titled suit for grant of recovery is sub judice before this Court wherein the next
date of hearing is fixed on 17.11.2025.
Whereas this court is satisfied that Service of defendant named above who are/is service is not pos-
sible by ordinary mode. Therefore through the medium of this proclamation the above named defen-
dant is hereby informed and called up to appear before this Court in person or through duly author-
ized counsel to answer all material question pertaining to the suit on the next date of hearing if the
date fixed for hearing is declared as Public holiday the matter be taken up on the next day.
Take notice that in case the above named defendant(s) FAILS TO APPEAR BEFORE THIS
COURT on the next date of hearing the mattetr will be heard and determined in their absence.
Given under my hand and seal of this court today on 21.08.2025.

Sd/-
(Aarti Mohan)

Addl. District Judge
Commercial Court, Jammu

STATE TIMES NEWS
JAMMU:  Coming down heav-
ily on the Food Corporation of
India (FCI), the High Court
of Jammu & Kashmir and
Ladakh has quashed recovery
proceedings initiated against
several Jammu-based flour
mills, holding the action to be
arbitrary, unlawful, and viola-
tive of fundamental rights.

Justice Wasim Sadiq
Nargal, while delivering a
common judgment in peti-
tions, ruled that the
Comptroller and Auditor
General of India (CAG) has
no jurisdiction to determine
the quality of wheat lifted
under government tenders,
stressing that such technical
matters fall exclusively within

the domain of FCI's own offi-
cers and quality control agen-
cies. The petitioners-Mahajan
Roller Flour Mills and Amar
Group of Mills-challenged
FCI's demand of over Rs 2.7
lakh on the allegation that
they had lifted FAQ (Fair
Average Quality) wheat
instead of URS (Under
Relaxed Specification) wheat
in 2015-16. The Court
observed that the entire stock
had been certified and
released by FCI's staff at the
time of delivery, leaving no
scope to penalize the millers
years later. Any fault, it
added, lay with FCI officials
themselves.

The High Court slammed
FCI for relying solely on a
CAG audit remark without
supplying its copy to the peti-

tioners or granting them a fair
hearing. "Audit reports cannot
be treated as binding adjudica-
tions," the judgment said,
adding that unilateral action
based on such remarks offends
Articles 14 and 21 of the
Constitution.

The Court also highlighted
the five-year delay in raising
recovery claims, ruling the pro-
ceedings barred by limitation
and laches. Quashing the
impugned orders, it restrained
FCI from withholding any pay-
ments or creating obstacles in
the petitioners' future tenders.

The ruling delivers a stern
message that CAG reports are
recommendatory, not gospel
truth, and cannot be
weaponized to impose penalties
without proper inquiry and
judicial oversight. 

STATE TIMES NEWS
JAMMU:  The High Court
of Jammu & Kashmir and
Ladakh has dismissed an
appeal filed by a retired offi-
cer of the J&K State Road
Transport Corporation
(SRTC), who sought retro-
spective promotions despite
proven charges of embezzle-
ment, ruling that his claim
was "bereft of merit."

The judgment in LPA was
delivered by a division bench
comprising Justice Sindhu
Sharma and Justice
Shahzad Azeem. The appel-
lant, Syed Muzaffar Hussain
(76), a retired Depot
Manager, was represented by
senior advocate Z.A. Qurashi
with advocate Anurag
Verma. The respondents
were represented by senior
advocate Altaf Haqani with
advocate Asif Wani for
SRTC, and Rahella Khan as
assisting counsel for the
Accountant General.

Hussain retired in 2004,
but during service was found
guilty of embezzling over Rs
5.33 lakh of Corporation rev-
enue. On a mercy plea, SRTC
treated part of his suspension
period as duty purely on
humanitarian grounds, so
that his pensionary benefits
would not be adversely affect-
ed. This arrangement,
accepted by both parties in a
2008 writ petition, limited his
entitlement only to post-reti-
ral monetary benefits.

Despite this, Hussain con-
tinued litigating for nearly
two decades, claiming that
the words "consequential ben-
efits" in earlier court orders
entitled him to promotions up
to Traffic Manager and
Deputy Manager. The bench
held that the appellant had
been consistently trying to
"approbate and reprobate" by
twisting the meaning of con-
sequential benefits. The
Court made it clear that in
his case, the phrase referred
only to pensionary adjust-
ments flowing from the 2008
committee recommendations,

not promotions.
It further observed that the

contempt court orders cited
by Hussain had wrongly
widened the scope of the orig-
inal writ order. Citing the
Supreme Court's ruling in
Sudhir Vasudeva v. M.
George Ravishekeran (2014),
the bench emphasized that
courts, while dealing with
contempt jurisdiction, cannot
travel beyond the four cor-
ners of the original judgment.

The Division Bench also
noted that Hussain never
sought promotion in his orig-
inal petition; his relief was
confined to settlement of sus-
pension periods and pension-
ary benefits. "This is a classic
case where the appellant has
tried to take undue advan-
tage of an erroneous interpre-
tation," the bench said, hold-
ing that he is stopped from
claiming anything beyond
post-retiral dues.

Finding no error in the sin-
gle judge's order of May 18,
2023, the Division Bench dis-
missed the appeal, vacating
all interim directions.
Hussain will only be entitled
to the monetary benefits
already settled, bringing to
an end his prolonged legal
battle. 

Audit report can’t be gospel: HC tears
into FCI's arbitrary action

HC dismisses promotion plea of Ex-SRTC
officer found guilty of embezzlement


