
313.  
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

   
   

 

Loveen Kumar @ Lavi
 

State of Punjab and another
  
 

CORAM:  
 

 

Present:  

  
 

MANJARI NEHRU KAUL
 
      

petitioner is seeking partial quashing of the FIR; as many as 04 accused 

have been named in the FIR in question, however, the other 

neither before this Court nor a party to the c

been asserted by the learned State counsel that partial quashing of an FIR is 

against the settled ratio of law laid down by the Division Bench of Court in 

CRM-M-48043

another, decided on 12.11.2024.

   

CRM-M-48043

the present petition stands dismissed.

 

 

February 05, 
sanjeev 

  

                           
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH
 

    CRM
                    Date of decision: 

Loveen Kumar @ Lavi    

Versus 
 
 

State of Punjab and another   

 HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANJARI NEHRU KAUL

None for the petitioner.  

Mr. Navdeep Singh, DAG, Punjab.
   ----- 

MANJARI NEHRU KAUL, J. (ORAL)  

Learned State counsel, on instructions, has submitted that the 

petitioner is seeking partial quashing of the FIR; as many as 04 accused 

have been named in the FIR in question, however, the other 

neither before this Court nor a party to the c

been asserted by the learned State counsel that partial quashing of an FIR is 

against the settled ratio of law laid down by the Division Bench of Court in 

48043-2023 titled as Rakesh Das Versus State of Haryana and 

, decided on 12.11.2024.  

In view of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Division Bench in 

48043-2023 (supra), no ground for interference is made out and 

the present petition stands dismissed. 

February 05, 2025 
 
Whether speaking/reasoned: 
Whether reportable:  

 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 

CHANDIGARH 

CRM-M-51980-2024    
Date of decision: 05.02.2025 

  .... Petitioner   

  ....Respondents 

HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANJARI NEHRU KAUL 

Mr. Navdeep Singh, DAG, Punjab. 

Learned State counsel, on instructions, has submitted that the 

petitioner is seeking partial quashing of the FIR; as many as 04 accused 

have been named in the FIR in question, however, the other 03 accused are 

neither before this Court nor a party to the compromise in question. It has 

been asserted by the learned State counsel that partial quashing of an FIR is 

against the settled ratio of law laid down by the Division Bench of Court in 

Rakesh Das Versus State of Haryana and 

 

In view of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Division Bench in 

, no ground for interference is made out and 

(MANJARI NEHRU KAUL)
          JUDGE 

 Yes/No 
 Yes/No 

 

Learned State counsel, on instructions, has submitted that the 

petitioner is seeking partial quashing of the FIR; as many as 04 accused 

03 accused are 

ompromise in question. It has 

been asserted by the learned State counsel that partial quashing of an FIR is 

against the settled ratio of law laid down by the Division Bench of Court in 

Rakesh Das Versus State of Haryana and 

In view of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Division Bench in 

, no ground for interference is made out and 
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