IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA,

AT CHANDIGARH
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CWP-4040 of 2014

Decided on : 05.12.2016
Smt.Sarla Devi

... Petitioner
Versus
State Information Commissioner, Haryana and others
.. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA
Present : Mr.Manish Dadwal, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Mr.Gaurav Jindal, Addl.AG, Haryana.

G.S.Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is not
in touch with him. Even the demand draft of Rs.10,000/- which was
paid by way of costs by the respondent on the last date, has not been
claimed so far. Validity of the said draft has also expired and no one
has come forward to fetch the same.

The information which the petitioner had sought was
whether Naresh son of Sh.Rameshwar had presented an application
regarding stay order granted by the Additional Civil Judge (Sr.Divn.),
Sonipat from 07.04.2005 to 27.05.2008 before the Tehsildar and
whether he had taken certified copy of sale deed dated 16.02.2005.

In the reply, the stand taken is that the copy of the
application moved by Naresh has not been traced out within the said
period and whether Naresh had obtained the copy of sale deed dated
16.02.2005 from the said office, was not in their knowledge.
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14.11.2011 (Annexure R-1), the petitioner had been informed that the
stay order had been received from the Court and the copy of the same
could be obtained from the record room of the concerned Court. It is
apparent that the information which was sought on account of fact that
the petitioner was a defendant No.7 in the suit for specific performance
filed by one Rameshwar in which order of status quo had been passed
on 19.05.2008.

Keeping in view the above, this court is of the opinion that
whatsoever the information is in possession of the respondent, the same
has been duly supplied. Even otherwise, the petitioner seems to have
lost interest in the litigation. No further order is thus required to be
passed in the present writ petition.

It is open to the petitioner to file an application for
revalidation of the draft, if so, required or for clarification of the above
said order.

Petition stands disposed of.
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