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      IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
 

 (231)  
  
  

Somvir 

State of Haryana

CORAM: 
 
Present:  
  

    
  

KULDEEP TIWARI

1.   

intimation report dated nil

Flying Chief

authorities concerned, regarding some embezzlement with regard to 

agricultural subsidy. 

2.   

been given effect

FIR No.59 dated 29.03.2022, under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120

the IPC, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, has been registered. 

3.   

Inspector Radhey Shyam, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, submits that 

charges have already been framed
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
               AT CHANDIGARH

     
     
  

     

           Versus

State of Haryana and others    

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP TIWARI

Mr. Abhimanyu Singh, Advocate 
Mr. Trishu Kanwar Singh, Advocate 
 
Mr. Rajesh Gaur, Addl. AG, Haryana 
for respondents No.1 to 3. 
 
Mr. Rajesh Duhan, Advocate  
for respondent No.4. 

      **** 

KULDEEP TIWARI, J.(ORAL) 

Through the instant petition, a challenge is thrown to the 

report dated nil (Annexure P-5), prepared by 

Chief Squad, Rohtak, respondent No.3, wherein

authorities concerned, regarding some embezzlement with regard to 

agricultural subsidy.  

It is informed to this Court that 

been given effect to, and after considering 

FIR No.59 dated 29.03.2022, under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120

the IPC, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, has been registered. 

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions imparted to him by 

Radhey Shyam, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, submits that 

charges have already been framed in the FIR (supra)
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Date of Decision : 22.04.2025 

   …Petitioner 

Versus 

    ...Respondents 

KULDEEP TIWARI 

, Advocate and 
Singh, Advocate for the petitioner. 

Rajesh Gaur, Addl. AG, Haryana  

the instant petition, a challenge is thrown to the 

, prepared by the Enquiry Officer, 

Squad, Rohtak, respondent No.3, wherein, it is intimated to the 

authorities concerned, regarding some embezzlement with regard to 

that the intimation report (supra), has 

after considering all other circumstances, an          

FIR No.59 dated 29.03.2022, under Sections 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120-B of 

the IPC, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, has been registered.  

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions imparted to him by 

Radhey Shyam, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, submits that 

in the FIR (supra), and now the case is 

 

 

the instant petition, a challenge is thrown to the 

Enquiry Officer, 

, it is intimated to the 

authorities concerned, regarding some embezzlement with regard to 

(supra), has 

all other circumstances, an          

B of 

Learned counsel for the State, on instructions imparted to him by 

Radhey Shyam, Police Station Behal, District Bhiwani, submits that 

, and now the case is 
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fixed for prosecution witness. 

4.  

considered opinion that at this stage, no intervention of this Court, seeking 

quashing of the intimation report 

filing of the instant petition. Further, 

pleas, which are raised before this Court,

concerned. 

5.   

aforesaid liberty. 

  

  
 

     
 
April 22, 2025
Manpreet 
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fixed for prosecution witness.  

Considering the subsequent development, this Court is of the

considered opinion that at this stage, no intervention of this Court, seeking 

quashing of the intimation report is required, as 

filing of the instant petition. Further, the petitioner has liberty to raise all such 

, which are raised before this Court,

 

Consequently, the instant writ

aforesaid liberty.  

  

     

     

, 2025 

Whether speaking/reasoned 
Whether reportable  
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idering the subsequent development, this Court is of the

considered opinion that at this stage, no intervention of this Court, seeking 

is required, as much water has flown after 

petitioner has liberty to raise all such 

, which are raised before this Court, before the learned Trial Court 

writ petition is disposed of, with the 

             

     (KULDEEP TIWARI)   
         JUDGE  

: Yes/No 
: Yes/No 

 

idering the subsequent development, this Court is of the 

considered opinion that at this stage, no intervention of this Court, seeking 

much water has flown after 

petitioner has liberty to raise all such 

before the learned Trial Court 

, with the 
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	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this order/judgment
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