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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(CRL) 1734/2018

CHINTU MALHOTRA ... Petitioner
Through: Ms.NehaKapoor, Advocate.

VErsus

STATE OF NCT OF DELHI ... Respondent
Through: Mr.R.S.Kundu, ASC with Ms.Suman Saharan,
Advocate with SI Anup Rana.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P.GARG
ORDER

% 29.05.2018

CRL.M.A.N0.10710/2018 (Exemption)
Exemption allowed subject to al just exceptions.

The application stands disposed of.
W.P.(CRL) 1734/2018

1. Present writ petition has been filed by the petitioner for

extension of parole period granted for two weeks from the date of

release by an order dated 09.05.2018. Status report not filed.

2. | have heard the learned counsel for the parties and have
examined the file. By an order dated 09.05.2018, the petitioner was
granted parole for two weeks from the date of release on his

furnishing persona bond in the sum of ¥30,000/- with one surety in

the like amount to enable him to take care of hisfather at the time of
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surgery on 12/13.05.2018. It is now informed by the petitioner that
the petitioner could seek release only on 17.05.2018 and the date of
surgery has now been postponed to 06.06.2018.

3. The petitioner, however, did not furnish any plausible
explanation as to why the delay in release occurred. If the petitioner
had come to know about the date of surgery to have been postponed
to 06.06.2018 after his release on 17.05.2018, it did not prevent him
to surrender and to seek parole during the period when the surgery
was to be performed. The petitioner even after coming to know about
the postponement of surgery did not surrender and has availed the
benefit of parole on that ground.

4, No sufficient ground for extension of parole as urged. The
petition is dismissed.

SP.GARG,J
MAY 29, 2018/ tr
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