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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRWP No.723 of 2018
DATE OF DECISION:-14.11.2018

SURINDER KUMAR ..PETITIONER...
V.

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. ..RESPONDENTS...
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMENDRA JAIN

Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. Harpreet Multani, AAG, Punjab.
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RAMENDRA JAIN, J. (ORAL)

As per office report, notices issued to respondents No.2 to 8
have not been received back served or otherwise again. However, Mr.
H.S. Jalal, Advocate has appeared and filed vakalatnama on behalf of
respondent No.6. The same is taken on record.

Learned counsel for respondent No.6 submits that the actual
name of respondent No.6 is Karan Bansal and not Paras Ram and it has
been wrongly mentioned in the petition.

Registry is directed to make the necessary correction in the
memo of parties.

None has appeared on behalf of the petitioner.

Learned State counsel submits that instant petition being
frivolous is liable to be dismissed as, on reaching the alleged R.K.B.
brick kiln owned by respondent No.5, no one was found illegally
detained there.

Dismissed being merit-less and for want of prosecution.
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