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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.215
CRWP No.344 of 2017
Date of decision: 07.04.2017
Ramesh Chand ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and another ....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL
Present: Mr. Vimal Kumar Gupta, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr. Manish Bansal, DAG, Haryana.

* * *

DEEPAK SIBAL, J. (Oral)

Through the present petition filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India, the petitioner seeks parole/interim bail for a period of
three weeks to perform the marriage of his daughter as well as his son,
which is stated to be fixed on 09.04.2017 and 10.04.2017, respectively.

Notice of the petition was issued to the State, in response to
which an affidavit has been filed in Court today and is ordered to be taken
on record, through which it is acknowledged that as stated by the petitioner
his daughter-Priyanka is to be married on 09.04.2017 and his son-Rahul on
10.04.2017. However, in the custody certificate, which has been filed in
Court today and which is ordered to be taken on record, it is mentioned
therein that on an earlier occasion, the petitioner had availed parole from
03.10.2006 to 25.10.2006 but he over stayed the same for a period of nearly

10 years.
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The petitioner being the father should be permitted to perform
the marriage ceremonies of his daughter and son. However, the above
permission is to be balanced with the petitioner's past conduct and therefore,
I direct that the petitioner be taken, in police custody (without handcuffs) on
08.04.2017 to the place where his daughter and son are to be got married
and after he has taken part in the marriage ceremonies which are stated to
come to an end on 10.04.2017, he shall be brought back to the jail, in police
custody on 11.04.2017 by 5.00 P.M.

The State is directed to take adequate measures for taking and
bringing back the petitioner, as above, to the satisfaction of the concerned
Superintendent of Police.

The petition is disposed of in the above terms.
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