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ORAL JUDGEMENT

     Rule.  Shri R.C.Kodekar, APP waives service  of  rule  on

     behalf of the respondents.

    

     Heard learned counsel for the respondents and perused the

     papers of   the   Special   Criminal  application.    The



     petitioner is praying for parole leave for 45 days on the

     ground of repairing  of  house.    This  application  was

     rejected  by  the  District  Magistrate, Baroda under its

     order dated 26.02.2001.  From this order, I find that  in

     the  month  of  April,  2000 the petitioner is granted 10

     days leave on the ground of repairing house  and  on  his

     request  this  Parole  leave  was  extended  for  7 days.

     Earlier petitioner has been granted Parole leave for this

     very purpose of repairing of the house, I fail to see how

     far it is justified for the petitioner to pray for Parole

     leave on this very ground within a short  span  of  time.

     It is very difficult to accept that within a short period

     the house  needs  repairs.    It  is  nothing but only an

     attempt on the part of the petitioner to  come  out  from

     jail.

    

     The  Special  Criminal  Application fails and the same is

     dismissed.  Rule is discharged.

    

     				(S.K.Keshote, J.)

     *Pvv


