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SURESHWAR THAKUR, J. (ORAL)

(Through Video Conferencing)
1. The relevant portion of the Joint Inspection Report, existing in
the reply on affidavit filed by Sub Divisional Magistrate, Dera Bassi, on
behalf of respondent No.2, District Mohali, is extracted hereinafter:-

“We on 2.11.2021 inspected the spot of the brick kiln
S.S.B. village, Jaulakalan and Ashok S/o Jai Singh,
Bajinder s/o Amar Singh, Vajinder s/o Bheem Ram,
Rani w/o Ram Dass, Rashmi w/o Ashok, Anita w/o
Ram Kumar, Anita w/o Varinder, Santi Singh s/o Ram
Dass, Vansh Kumar s/o Ram Kumar and Nirdesh w/o
Vajinder got recorded their joint statement that they
were doing the work of labor at the brick kiln S.S.B.
village Jaula Kalan and they have never been made to
do bonded labor by the brick kiln owner and there is
no barbed wire/boundary wall around their quarters,
that they have been paid their requisite remuneration

by the brick kiln owner and they had come on this
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2.

are leaving this brick kiln with their own Will.

Hence keeping in view the above statement I have
reached at this conclusion that the labor has never
been made to do bonded labor by the brick kiln owner
at the brick kiln Marka S.S.B. village Jaula Kalan and
the above labor had come to this brick kiln out of their
own accord and Will and are now leaving with their
own Will.”

A perusal of the above extracted relevant portion of the reply

on the affidavit, discloses that the respondents concerned, have not

committed any breach of any beneficial labour legislation.

3.

Consequently, the learned counsel for the petitioner seeks

permission to withdraw the present petition.

4. Permission granted.
5. The petition stands dismissed as withdrawn.
(SURESHWAR THAKUR)
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