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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRWP NO.577 OF 2015
DATE OF DECISION : 21°* APRIL, 2015

Anuj
.... Petitioner

Versus
The State of Punjab & others
.... Respondents

CORAM : HON'’BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER GUPTA
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Present : None for the petitioner.

Mr. P. S. Ghuman, Additional Advocate General,
Punjab.
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SURINDER GUPTA, 1. (Oral)

1. Learned State counsel has submitted that as per
information received by him the spot was inspected and the
persons mentioned in para 4 of the petition were found
working at the brick kiln but they were not bonded labours.
The owner of the brick kiln had no objection to their going to
their native village. All these persons expressed their desire to
leave and left the brick kiln in vehicle bearing registration
No.PB-32-P-7675.

2. In view of the submissions made by the learned
State counsel this petition has since become infructuous and

the same is dismissed as such.
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