STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sardara Singh, Member Panchayat,

Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 341 of  2010

Present:-
Shri Sardara Singh complainant in person.

Shri Lalit Goyal, Junior Engineer alongwith Ms. Ritu, Superintendent both from the o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi.

ORDER



The respondent has still not supplied the information pertaining to issues listed at Sr. No. 1 to 6 and 11 to 14 of the request of the complainant dated 24.6.2009. Let the respondent file point-wise written reply on these issues before the next date of hearing with a copy to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Anti Corruption Council,

Head Office : Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondents

AC No. 294  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Mahajan appellant in person.

Inspector Inder Pal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the subject matter of the complaint submitted by the Anti Corruption Council is still under investigation; as such copies of the inquiry report cannot be supplied.

2.

It is observed that these enquires are pending since long, which the respondent has explained is due to non-appearance of the appellant in the enquiry Proceedings.
3.

Since the information requested by the appellant has been supplied, no cause of action is left and the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,

H.O. Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur.

FAA-Divisional Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar.






    _______ Respondents

AC No.  318      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the PIO/Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Gurdaspur.  The appellant had pleaded that the information being sought by him pertains to evasion of Excise duty/sales tax and that a public interest is involved. Considering his plea, notice was given to the respondent, who however has abstained without intimation.
2.

 Issue fresh notice for 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M. 









   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, President  Sant Sipahi Dall,

Office : 1732/6, Mohalla Sujapurian, Jagraon,

Ludhiana.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

FAA- Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar Range, Jalandhar.




    _______ Respondents

AC No.  330      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal appellant in person.


H.C. Harpreet Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.475/RTI dated 22.5.2010 submitting that office instructions issued by the Director General of Police, Punjab bearing No.7994-8018 dated 10.4.2008 have been supplied to the appellant.
2.

The contention of the appellant is that he is seeking copies of the rules/instructions, as in force during the year 2004-05.  The Punjab Police Rules, as in force on that date, would be applicable to the postings of SHOs.  Relevant extract of the Punjab Police Rules relating to postings of SHOs may also be supplied to the appellant.  With these directions, the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, R/o ‘Kahlon villa’, 

Opp Tel.Exchange, VPO – Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh





FAA- Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh



       _______ Respondents

AC No. 337       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant

None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 29.4.2010, the complainant was absent.  The respondent, however, had submitted that they have intimated the complainant that the entire record pertaining to alleged unauthorized occupation of the land by Punjab Cricket Association is in the custody of Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) and therefore, the respondent is not in a position to supply the information to the appellant.
2.  

Today, both the parties are absent.  The appellant, however, has sent a fax stating that he is seeking information pertaining to the last four years whereas the case was registered by CBI on 25.2.1997 i.e.it is  more than 12 years old.

3.

A perusal of the information sought by the complainant in his application in form-A dated 12.11.2009 indicates that he is seeking information relating to last four years.  He has sought “Copies of all correspondence to and fro between your office and various offices/departments of Punjab Government pertaining to Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali.  Similarly, all correspondence between your office and Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali.”

4.

Issue fresh notice to the respondent, who is absent today for 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri S.S. Nabha, 59, S.S.T.Nagar,

Patiala.







    _______ Appellant
      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o PSEB, Patiala.

FAA- Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala.





          _______ Respondents

AC No.   341     of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 29.4.2010, the respondent had submitted that this very information had been sought by the appellant earlier vide CC-526/2010, which was disposed of by the ld. SIC Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj.  The information was duly supplied to the appellant.

2.

Since the appellant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 24.5.2010 to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder.  He has, however, not availed of this opportunity and is absent again today without intimation.

3.

Since the information stands supplied to the appellant, as submitted by the respondent, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.S. Dhaul (Retd.), S/O Late Sh. Namekh Singh,

39, Kewal Vihar, Model Town, 

Jalandhar.






              _______ Appellant
      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.

FAA- Commissioner, Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.






          _______ Respondents

AC No.  345      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Ashok Kumar, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information has duly been delivered to the appellant vide registered letter No.1153-1155/RRC dated 18.5.2010 from the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-1, a copy of which, has been endorsed to the Commission for record.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  Since, the information has been supplied to him, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5-C,

Urban Estate, Phase-I, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural),

Jagraon.



.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1054   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


H.C. Harpreet Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 29.4.2010, the respondent was directed to supply the copies of FIR, lists of Proclaimed Offenders and inquiry report, if completed, within ten days to the complainant.

2.

Today, the respondent submits a photocopy of a receipt given by the complainant on 22.5.2010 stating that he has received the relevant information and he is satisfied with the same.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

Subsequent to disposal of this case today, an e-mail has been received from the complainant stating that he has not received the information. This e-mail is dated 21.5.2010 whereas the respondent has today submitted a photocopy of receipt given by the complainant on 22.5.2010 confirming that he has received the information.
Nevertheless in view of the e-mail received today, the complainant may reconfirm within 7 days from whether he has received this information or not.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Baljit Singh, Medical Officer-cum-Incharge,

ESI Dispensary No.2 (Kukkar Majra), Mandi Gobindgarh,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Budha Dal Public School,

Lower Mall, Patiala.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No.   1415     of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Sunil Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-school.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 3.5.2010, the respondent had submitted that Budha Dal Public School, Patiala is being run by a private unaided society, without any assistance from Government.  The complainant had stated that he has no evidence to prove that the school is an aided private society.  Nevertheless, to give him one opportunity to prove that the respondent is a public authority, the case was adjourned to 24.5.2010.

2.

The complainant is absent today without intimation.  He has also not submitted any evidence to prove that the respondent is a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

The respondent on the other hand has submitted a duly sworn affidavit of Mrs. (Dr.) Amrit Aujla, Principal, Budha Dal Public School, Patiala affirming that the school is run by a private unaided society by their own arrangement.  Neither the land for the school nor any financial grant was ever received by the school from the Government.

4.

In view of the above, the complaint case is closed, as the respondent is not a public authority and this Commission has no jurisdiction. 









   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh

Ex-Punch, Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.
          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents

CC- 325 / 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 16.4.2010.  Since the respondent had stated that the information has been supplied to him, the case was adjourned to 24.5.2010 to enable the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the reply of the respondent.  However, the complainant is again absent without intimation.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Kartar Kaur w/o Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


_________
Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

__________ Respondents

AC No. 122  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  Only partial information has been given.  Let the respondent remove the deficiencies. 

2.

The case is adjourned to 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


_________
Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

__________ Respondents

AC No. 243  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh appellant in person.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



The appellant points out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him, which should be removed.

2.

The case is adjourned to 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


_________
Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

__________ Respondents

AC No. 211  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh appellant in person.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



Let the respondent file point-wise reply to the issues raised by the appellant. 
2.

It is alleged by the respondent that the appellant had filed a number of complaints/appeals before the Commission and some of these have already been adjudicated. The issues raised in the present appeal have also been decided upon by the Commission in these earlier cases. The respondent should submit details of all these complaints/appeals with a copy to the appellant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sucha Singh Kang, #1424,

Phase-10, Mohali.





_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs), Punjab,

Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondent

CC No. 71    of 2010
Present:-
Shri Sucha Singh Kang complainant in person.

S.I. Sukhwinder Singh, SHO, Phase-XI, Mohali alongwith Shri Jaspal Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The Information sought by the complainant has been supplied to him.  The respondent submitted that earnest efforts were made to trace out the accused who had jumped the bail and is absconding.  
2.

Since the information requested by the complainant has been supplied, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.  However, considering the old age of the complainant and the fact that he had lost his son, the PIO may be good enough to keep him posted about any progress in this case.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlok Singh Chhabra (T.S. Chhabra),

House No.889, Sector 60, Phase 3/B-2, Mohali-160059._______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1624 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Tarlok Singh Chhabra complainant in person.

Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the complainant had not specified the mode of delivery of the information, in his application dated 15.3.2010.  It is further submitted that the record pertaining to the information sought by the complainant at Sr. No.2, 3 and 4 of his application has since been sent to the Government in the Department of Health and Family Welfare. Dr. Inderdeep Kaur Bedi, in respect of whom the complainant is seeking information, is one of the selected candidates at Sr. No.89 in the combined merit list of 212 posts of Medical Officer (General) dated 30.9.2009. 
2.

The respondent, however, states that the record pertaining to the interview gradings is available with the Punjab Public Service Commission and it can be supplied to the complainant. Let the respondent supply this information to the complainant.  
3.

The respondent is further, directed to specify the procedure and method in which the record of interviews is maintained by the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala, while conducting interviews of candidates for selection to Government Services.  In this regard, a written reply should be sent to the Commission enclosing copies of any relevant rules, instructions or any guidelines which may have been issued by the Commission or formulated by the interview Committees.
3.

To come up on 14.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010





Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gaurav, #25, Sector 46-A,

Chandigarh.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mohali.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1625    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gaurav complainant in person.



ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the complainant had reached a compromise with the other party and that the information has already been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant is satisfied.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.







   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner







    Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dalip Singh Pandhi, Room No.26,

3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Scheduled Castes Commission,

4th Floor, Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1627 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Dalip Singh Pandhi complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a letter dated 18.5.2010, diarized in the Commission vide No.9875 dated 18.5.2010, alleging that the complaint has no merits.  It has been  further prayed that the respondent should be granted exemption from personal appearance in this case on 24.5.2010, as he is busy with some other cases in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

2

In view of the above request, the case is adjourned to 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.











   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Org., Sub Office: VPO Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



_______Appellant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA-Divisional Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents.

AC No.373 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he had moved an application to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana requesting for a magisterial inquiry in the month of April/May, 2009.  The office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana has so far not conveyed the decision, if any, on his request for the magisterial enquiry.  The Deputy Commissioner’s Office has merely forwarded copies of the old letters received from the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police. It is, therefore, pleaded that the information being sought by him has not been supplied to him so-far.

2.

Issue fresh notice to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ashok Kumar s/o Sh. Budh Ram

c/o Babu Ram Ashok Kumar, Commission Agents,

Pharwahin Bazar, Barnala-148101.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Administrator, New Mandi Township, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  905      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Joginder Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 10.6.2010, the respondent was directed to supply the information in the form of Compact Disk (CD) and the case was adjourned to 24.5.2010.

2.

Today, the respondent states that the information has been sent in a CD vide letter No.3662 dated 19.4.2010.  However, the complainant is absent.  Let him confirm that he has received the CD and he is satisfied.  

3.

To come up on 10.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
4.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing in this case.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manpreet Kaur Dhaliwal#1732/6, Mohalla Sujapura,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.




_______Appellant..

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon.

FAA-Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


   _______ Respondent.

AC No. 377 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Darshan Dhaliwal on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Mohan Lal, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information pertaining to query at Sr. No.1 has not been supplied by the respondent. As regards the queries at Sr. No.2 and 3, the respondent states that the relevant record is not traceable.  Let the respondent file an affidavit to this effect before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 24, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Prabhjot Singh Walia s/o Sh. Manmohan Singh Walia,

r/o HIG House No.682, Phase-9, Mohali.


_______ Complainant.

    




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1316  of 2010

&

CC No.  1317 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prabhjot Singh Walia complainant in person.



ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant requests for adjournment in both the cases as his counsel is out of station.  The request of the complainant is allowed and the cases are adjourned to 27.5.2010 at 3.30 P.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o Sh. Maharaj Gill,

Kothi No.1, Vaishno Colony, Naraingarh, Amritsar.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1549  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The complainant has sent an e-mail, which has been diarized at Sr. No.10286 dated 24.5.2010 and taken on record of the case file.  It has been stated by the complainant that he has received the information.

2.

The respondent also submits that the information has since been supplied. Hence, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

