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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

211 CRM-M No.53468 of 2025 (O&M)
Date of Decision:26.09.2025

Padam @ Radhey
......Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana
...... Respondents

CORAM:   HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA PARTAP SINGH

Present: Mr.Ravinder Bangar, Advocate for the petitioner.  

 Ms. Deepali Verma, AAG, Haryana.

Mr. A.P.Bhandari, Advocate for the complainant. 

SURYA PARTAP SINGH  ,   J  .      (Oral)  :

 For the commission of offence punishable under Sections 302, 34

of IPC and 25 of Arms Act 1959 (Sections 120-B, 201 of IPC and 29 of Arms

Act were added later on), the FIR No.196 dated 21.07.2022, has been lodged in

Police Station Chhansa, District Faridabad. The petitioner has been arrested in

the above mentioned case as an accused. Since the petitioner is in custody, he

has filed the present petition for the benefit of bail. 

2. This is third petition under Section 483 of BNSS for grant of bail

filed by the petitioner. The second bail petition was dismissed as withdrawn on

12.03.2025 when any witness was not examined.  

3. The above mentioned order reads as under:- “After arguing for

some time, when this Court was not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner, a

prayer was made by learned counsel for the petitioner for withdrawal of the
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instant petition at this stage. Dismissed as withdrawn.”

4. A bare perusal of above mentioned order shows that the second

petition for  bail  was  withdrawn, when the  Court  was  not  inclined to grant

benefit of bail to the petitioner.  

5. It has been contended by learned counsel for the petitioner that

after dismissal of second bail petition, the statement of complainant has been

recorded.  

6. Per  contra,  the  learned State  counsel  being assisted by learned

counsel for the complainant has submitted that other material private witnesses

are yet to be examined in this case.  

7. In  view  of  above,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  change  of

circumstances, which, may make the petitioner eligible to file third petition for

bail.  Hence, finding no ground, the present bail petition is hereby dismissed.  

(SURYA PARTAP SINGH)
                  JUDGE

26.09.2025
Manoj Bhutani

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


		manojbhutani83@gmail.com
	2025-09-27T15:12:20+0530
	MANOJ KUMAR
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document


		manojbhutani83@gmail.com
	2025-09-27T15:12:20+0530
	MANOJ KUMAR
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document




