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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 25780 of 2019
Date of Decision: 13.09.2019

Bansi
...Petitioner
Vs.
The State of Haryana and others
...Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAJIV NARAIN RAINA

Present: = Mr. Susheel Gautam, Advocate
for the petitioner.

RAJIV NARAIN RAINA, J. (Oral)

1. The present petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ in the nature of certiorari to quash
the impugned order dated 29.07.2019 (P-1) passed by the Commissioner,
Karnal Division, Karnal whereby the claim of the petitioner for grant of
agricultural parole had been rejected by the respondents.

2. The petitioner was convicted and sentenced to undergo life
imprisonment in case FIR No.83 dated 01.04.2004, under Sections 460, 34
IPC and 25 of the Arms Act registered at Police Station Chandni Bagh,
District Panipat. Appeal filed by the petitioner against conviction and

sentence has been dismissed by this Court.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the request of the
petitioner for grant of parole for agricultural operations has been rejected
only on the apprehension shown by the local police that if the petitioner is

released on parole, he may abscond and there is possibility of breach of
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peace in the village.

4, Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner, I am of the view
that no ground for interference in the impugned order is made out. The case
of the petitioner has been rejected by the Commissioner, Karnal Division,
Karnal on the report of the District Magistrate, Palwal. The District
Magistrate has gone by the opinion of the Superintendent of Police, Palwal,
who has reported that the petitioner has only land measuring 2 kanals and
there are 10 members in his family who can carry out the task. There is no

illegality or infirmity in the impugned order dated 29.07.2019 (P-1) passed

by respondent No.2.
5. Dismissed accordingly at this stage.
(RAJIV NARAIN RAINA)
13.09.2019 JUDGE
kv
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No

Kumud Verma

2019.09.17 15:57

| attest to the accuracy and
authencity of this document
Chandigarh



