213 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-7275-2022
Date of Decision: 07.03.2022

Twinkle Arora alias Tishu
...... Petitioner

Vs.

State of Punjab
......... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Dheeraj Narula, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. M.S. Nagra, A.A.G., Punjab.

seokeskskock

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

On 24.02.2022, the following order had been passed by this
court:-

“Case heard via video conferencing.

By this petition, the petitioner seeks the
concession of 'interim bail' under the provisions of
Section 439 Cr.P.C., for period of 2 months, upon FIR
No.136, dated 16.08.2021, having been registered at
Police Station STF, SAS Nagar, alleging therein the
commission of an offence punishable under the
provisions of Section 22 of the NDPS Act, 1985.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits
that the petitioners' wife is having a difficult pregnancy,
with her due date of delivery being 21.03.2022 and with
there being nobody in her home to look after her as her
inlaws lives in Jakhal (Haryana), and she is residing in
Nabha and that her own mother also does not reside in

Nabha.
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Though it would be difficult to understand
as to why either her inlaws or her mother cannot come
to look after her or she cannot go there, with her
husband obviously being in custody, yet simply to
determine the response of the State and as to whether
there is any person available to look after the
petitioners' wife, learned State counsel would take
instructions in that regard before the next date of
hearing.

Adjourned to 07.03.2022.”

Pursuant thereto, an affidavit has been filed by the Deputy
Superintendent of Police, STF, Patiala, dated 05.03.2022, specifically stating
therein that upon an ASI having been deputed to visit the house where the
petitioners' wife is residing, it was found even from the neighbours that she
was not suffering from any pregnancy complication and that in fact her
mother-in-law, as also her own mother, had come to look after her during her
pregnancy and to look after the child immediately thereafter.

That being so, I see no ground to entertain this petition at this

stage at least, which is consequently, dismissed.

March 07, 2022 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
nitin JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes

Whether Reportable No.
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