IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP-1236-2017
Decided on: 24.10.2017

Naina .... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and another @~ ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.P.S. MANN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MAHABIR SINGH SINDHU

Present: Mr. Rajiv Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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T.P.S. MANN, J (ORAL)

The petitioner, who is wife of convict-Ravi Kumar has filed the
present petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for issuance
of direction to the Jail Superintendent, Hisar, for extending his parole for
four weeks.

According to the petitioner, her husband Ravi Kumar was
granted parole from 11.09.2017 uptill 24.10.2017. On 18.10.2017, he met
with an accident, which resulting his legs getting fractured for which he was
admitted in Civil Hospital, Fatehabad from where he was referred to a
higher centre and admitted in Abrol Hospital, Fatehabad where he is
recuperating since 18.10.2017. The attending doctor has opined that the
petitioner's husband is in critical condition and only after a long time, he
would be able to resume day to day life. As the parole already granted to
the petitioner's husband is expiring today, the same may be extended.

Notice of motion to Advocate General, Haryana.

Mr. Praveen Bhadu, Asstt. AG, Haryana, who is present in the

Court accepts notice.
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Learned counsel for the parties have been heard and the writ
petition and appending documents perused. From the documents annexed
with the petition, it is not made out that the petitioner's husband is admitted
in any hospital. In the certificate annexed P-1, issued by Dr. Rajesh Abrol,
it has only been indicated that the petitioner's husband is getting treatment
for the fracture which he had suffered. Getting treatment does not mean that
the petitioner's husband is lying admitted in any hospital and such a
treatment can be obtained by him even by visiting the doctor.

In view of the same, no case is made out for extending the
parole already granted to the petitioner's husband uptill today. However, in
order to enable the petitioner's husband to surrender, but as the parole
already granted to him is expiring today, it would be in the fitness of things
to extend the parole for one week.

Resultantly, the petition is disposed of by extending the parole
already granted to the petitioner's husband for a week starting from today.
He shall now surrender before the jail authorities on 31.10.2017.

A copy of the order under signature of Bench Secretary is being

handed over to learned counsel for the parties.
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