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hir. Akshay Kumar, AAG, Punjab.
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ANOOP CHITKARA, J.

The wife of the conwvict has come up before this Court seeking grant of
parole to the convict for a period of eight weeks.

2 The State has filed its reply dated 21.04.2026 in Court today, which is taken

on record, Paragraph Mo.4 of the reply reads as follows:-

It is further submitted thot after verification, the release of
the petitioner on parole was not allowed by the District Maogistrate
Mogo wide letter No, 501/Reader (Peshi Branch) doted 30.03.2026 on
the basis of report received from the Senior Superintendent of Police,
Mogo, whereby it was stated thot the petitioner moy come on parole
may disrupt the low and order of the State and may stort selling
Intoxicated swhstances again, The petitioner olso obsconded from
parole earlier. When he came out on parole earlier dated 25.03.2022
and did not surrender back to the joil on fixed date. He was admitted
128 days late In the joll in some ather case. Therefore, the local
pofice do not recommend thot petitioner Poramjit Singh Pamma,
come on parole.”

3 Given above, it is evident that the petitioner had earlier failed to surrender

upon expiry of his parole period,
L) Accordingly, no case for grant of parole is made out. The present petition is,

therefore, dismissed.
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