
 
 

        
240 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

   

 

JAIDEEP SINGH KANDA 

STATE OF HARYANA 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

 

Present:- 

 
  
 
  
  
 
  
 NAMIT KUMAR, J.(Oral) 

1.    

Section 482 Cr.P.C. for quashing of FIR No.0192 dated 12.09.2024 

registered under Sections 323, 406, 498

Station Kalka,  Panchkula and also subsequent proceedings arising 

therefrom on the basis of the compromise arrived at between the 

parties.  

2.   

of the respondent No.2 and files his Vakalatnama.

on record. 
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AT CHANDIGARH
 
 

    CRM-M-23085
Date of Decision: 

JAIDEEP SINGH KANDA & ORS   

Versus  
 

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR  

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR

 Mr. Harish Mehla, Advocate 
for the petitioners.  

 Mr. Ramender Singh Chauhan, AAG, Haryana.

 Mr. Digvijay Singh Nehra, Advocate
 for respondent No.2. 

  
NAMIT KUMAR, J.(Oral)  

 Prayer in this petition filed by the petitioners under 

Section 482 Cr.P.C. for quashing of FIR No.0192 dated 12.09.2024 

registered under Sections 323, 406, 498-A & 506 IPC at Police 

Station Kalka,  Panchkula and also subsequent proceedings arising 

erefrom on the basis of the compromise arrived at between the 

 Mr. Digvijay Singh Nehra, Advocate appears on beh

of the respondent No.2 and files his Vakalatnama.

 

                                                                                                     
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA  

AT CHANDIGARH 

23085-2025 
Date of Decision: 11.09.2025 

  
…Petitioners 

   
 …Respondents 
 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAMIT KUMAR 

Ramender Singh Chauhan, AAG, Haryana. 

Mr. Digvijay Singh Nehra, Advocate 

Prayer in this petition filed by the petitioners under 

Section 482 Cr.P.C. for quashing of FIR No.0192 dated 12.09.2024 

A & 506 IPC at Police 

Station Kalka,  Panchkula and also subsequent proceedings arising 

erefrom on the basis of the compromise arrived at between the 

Advocate appears on behalf 

of the respondent No.2 and files his Vakalatnama. The same is taken 
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3.  Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that since the 

compromise could not be materialized between the parties, therefore, 

he wishes to withdraw the present petition at this stage.  

4.  Dismissed as withdrawn.  

 

(NAMIT KUMAR) 
 JUDGE 

 
11.09.2025 
himanshu  

Whether reasoned/speaking: Yes/No 
Whether reportable: Yes/No   
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