
249 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 

        AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-16515-2025 (O&M)

Date of decision: 03.09.2025

SURINDER KUMAR ...PETITIONER

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB ...RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE     ANOOP CHITKARA  

Present: Mr.B.D.Sharma, Advocate for the applicant/pe��oner.

Ms. Pooja Nayar Sharma, DAG, Punjab.

****

ANOOP CHITKARA,   J. (ORAL)  

CRM-35013-2025 

Allowed as prayed for. 

Main case

                      Pe22on for Regular Bail under Sec2on 483 BNSS

FIR No. Dated Police Sta�on Sec�ons

83 25.04.2024 Division No.6, Police 

Commissionerate 

Jalandhar, District 

Jalandhar

25(6) of Arms Act wherein 

offence under Sec�on 25(1)

(1B)(9)/25(6) of Arms Act, 

1959 and Sec�on 21(c) of 

NDPS Act, 1985 have been 

added later on

1. The pe��oner incarcerated in the FIR cap�oned above has come up before this

Court under Sec�on 483 of Bhara�ya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, [BNSS], seeking regular

bail.

2. Status report by way of affidavit on behalf of the State and custody cer�ficate of

the pe��oner have been handed over in the Court today and the same are taken on record.

Copy thereof has been supplied to the counsel for the pe��oner. 

3. A=er arguing for some �me, counsel for the pe��oner wishes to withdraw the

present pe��on with liberty to file a fresh a=er comple�ng custody of 01 year and 06 months

in this FIR.

4. Given above,  the present pe��on is  disposed of as withdrawn with liberty as

prayed  for.  However,  it  is  clarified  that  the  �me  for  which  the  trial  is  delayed  at  the

pe��oner’s instance, said period shall not be counted in the period for which the liberty is

granted. Pending applica�on(s), if any, stand disposed of. 

03.09.2025 (ANOOP CHITKARA)

renubala                                JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No

Whether reportable: Yes/No


		talujarenu@gmail.com
	2025-09-04T11:41:42+0530
	Renu Bala
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document




