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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.




_______ Complainant

Vs.

The PIO/Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.


 
       
           ______ Respondents

CC No.2554 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta complainant in person.



Inspector Ranjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has not answered both the queries mentioned at Sr. No2 and 5 in the application dated 29.6.2010 of the present complainant.  These two queries were reproduced in my order dated 2.3.2011.

2.

The reply filed by the Superintendent of Police (IVC)-cum-APIO, Punjab Chandigarh vide No.310 dated 22.3.2011 does not answer both the above mentioned queries.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to file a written reply on both these issues before the next date of hearing with a copy to the complainant.
3.

It is made clear that no further opportunity will be given and in case the respondent fails to submit satisfactory written reply, appropriate action under the relevant provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 will be initiated.

4.

To come up on 29.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




              Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

Advocate, H.No.397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9,

Panchkula.







      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Gian Sagar College, Chandigarh-Patiala Road,

Banur, District SAS Nagar.





-------------Respondent.

CC No. 57 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri  Paramjit Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant files his written rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent that it is not a public authority.  A copy of this has been given to the respondent.

2.

To come up on 18.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangal Singh s/oShri Sewa Singh,

41 S.J.S. Avenua, Ajnala Road, Gumtala, Amritsar.



      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 445   of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Madan Lal Gupta, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent places on record, a copy of memo No.PIO/FD/20(1)/183 dated 24.3.2011.  It is averred by the respondent that this information has been sent to the complainant by registered post.

2.

The complainant has sent a letter dated 21.3.2011 seeking exemption from appearance.

3.

The case is adjourned to 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M. to enable the information-seeker to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

4.

The respondent is exempted from appearance on that date in view of the fact that the information stands furnished.  However, he may be recalled, in case the complainant points out any deficiency.









              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagjit Singh, H.No.2017/II,

Sector 45-C, Chandigarh.





      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 510  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Bhupinder Singh S.I. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent places on record a letter dated 22.3.2011, pleading that the request for information-seeker was received on 22.1.2011 and the information was furnished to him.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give one opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction, the case is adjourned to 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  However, the respondent is exempted from appearance on that date in view of the fact that they have given a written reply stating that the information has been furnished.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar.




                    -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.     



------------Respondent 

AC No.  101 of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Pardeep Kumar  appellant in person. 

      
Shri  Vinod Kumar, clerk on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER


The respondent has furnished a written reply vide No.RTI/2011/261 dated 22.2.2011 stating that the information is in the custody of Senior Medical Officer, PHC, Lopoke, District Amritsar and that the request of the information-seeker was transferred to that office under intimation to the complainant vide letter No.601 dated 6.5.2010.
2.

The complainant states that he has still not received any information.  He further submits that even the 1st Appellate Authority which was approached by him did not pass any order.

3.

Issue fresh notice to both the PIOs/Civil Surgeon, Amritsar and P.H.C. Lopoke, District Amritsar to appear on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  In the meantime both the PIOs will ensure that the information requested by the information-seeker is furnished to him.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 CC
The Public Information Officer,

Primary Health Centre, Lopoke, District Amritsar 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar.                    



 -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.     




------------Respondent 

                      

AC No. 103    of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Pardeep Kumar  appellant in person. 

      
Shri  Vinod Kumar, clerk on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



In response to the query of the information-seeker dated 16.8.2010, a reply was sent by the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Amritsar vide No.2011/273 dated 24.2.2011.  A perusal of this reply shows that a reference has been made to a registered letter written by Dr. Ravi Kant, Senior Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre, Sarhali but it has been stated that this document is not available in record.

2.

The plea of the complainant is that this document has deliberately been destroyed and that in any case, since this letter was an official document written by Dr. Ravi Kant vide No.129 dated 2.3.2010, an office copy would be available in the concerned hospital.

3.

The respondent is directed to explain the position regarding missing documents. If required, a photocopy of this letter may be obtained from the office of the Senior Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre, Sarhali and furnished to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar 






-----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.    



------------Respondent 

                        
AC No. 109    of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Pardeep Kumar  appellant in person. 

      
Shri  Vinod Kumar, clerk on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER


A reply was sent by the PIO vide letter No.1156 dated 11.8.2010, in response to the RTI query dated 29.6.2010.

2.

The plea of the appellant, however, is that this information was deficient in so far as copies of the relevant instructions/letters which empower the Civil Surgeon to higher services of any individual, in the interest of work, have not been furnished to him as yet.

3.

The respondent represented by Shri Vinod Kumar, Clerk is unable to answer the objection of the information-seeker.  
4.

It is directed that a written reply may be filed by way of rejoinder by the respondent.  The PIO should attend the proceeding in person or depute an official well conversant with the facts of the case, who is capable of answering the queries raised during the course of hearing.
5.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Rasal Singh, s/o Sh. Harbans Singh, Village- Mehra, 

PO-Sujanpur, Teh.- Pathankot, Distt.-Gurdaspur.                   

 -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur. 

FAA- The Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur.  



-----------Respondent 

                        
AC No. 106    of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Himat Chopra, Computer alongwith Shri Baljit Singh, Multi Purpose Health Worker on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record, a written receipt given by Shri Rasal Singh, the present appellant that he has received the information from the office of the Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur and that he does not want any further action to be taken in the present case.

2.

Shri Rasal Singh is absent without intimation inspite of due and adequate notice. In view of the written receipt given by the information-seeker produced by the respondent, the complaint case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
 
Mrs. Veero Kumari, w/o Sh. Kewal krishan, 

r/o Railway Station Road, New Aggarwal Flour Mill,

Distt.- Gurdaspur.





                     -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the District Manager Marketing Committee. Gurdaspur. 

FAA-The District Manager Marketing Committee. Gurdaspur    ------------Respondent 

                        

AC No.  39  of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Harinder Singh, Deputy Sub Divisional Mandi Officer, Gurdaspur -cum-APIO on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits a duly sworn affidavit by Shri Chanan Singh , Secretary, Market Committee stating that complete information has been given to the appellant.  He has also placed on record, photocopy of letter No.664 dated 24.3.2011 addressed to the information-seeker by Sub Divisional Mandi Officer, Gurdaspur.  The husband of the information-seeker has given a receipt by way of acknowledgement that they have received the information.
2.

However, the information-seeker herself has sent a fax message that she is unwell and therefore unable to attend the proceedings today.  She has sought an adjournment.  Her request is allowed. To come up on 18.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.
3.

However, in view of the fact that the respondent has furnished the information, his request for exemption from attendance on the next date is allowed.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Yogesh Mahajan , s/o Sh. Kudip Raj Mahajan, Opposite Water tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.


                   -----------Appellant
                             Vs
The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Executive Engineer, Mandi Board Div. Gurdaspur. 

FAA- S.E. Mandi Board, Amritsar.    




------------Respondent 

AC No. 51    of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant. 

      
Shri Rajesh Kumar, SDO on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation. 

2.

 A perusal of the order dated 7.2.2011 of the Ld. SIC Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon shows that the information-seeker was also absent on the last date of hearing.  It further appears from the order dated 7.2.2011 that the information had been furnished by the respondent and the case was adjourned only to enable the information-seeker to confirm that he is  satisfied with the information, which had been supplied to him.
3.

Since the information-seeker has not availed of this opportunity to either confirm or deny his satisfaction and has abstained from appearance despite due and adequate notice,  the only inescapable conclusion is that he has nothing more to say in the matter.  According, the appeal case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Distt.- Ludhiana.





                  -----------Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet, District-Ludhiana. 

FAA- The District Development and Panchayat Officer, District-Ludhiana.

 ------------Respondent 

                       

AC No. 56   of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura appellant in person. 

Shri Amarjit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



A perusal of order dated 07.02.2011 passed by Ld. SIC Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon shows that only partial information had been furnished to the information-seeker.  Therefore, on that date of hearing, the Ld. SIC was pleased to direct the respondent to remove the deficiencies in the information and that Shri Gurcharan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet, District Ludhiana shall be personally responsible to ensure that deficiencies in the information are removed.  He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing which was fixed for 25.3.2011.
2.

However, Shri Gurcharan Singh is not present today.  The information-seeker submits that he has received some more information which is incorrect and is still deficient.

3.

Shri Amarjit Singh, BDPO submits that a direction was given to Shri Gurcharan Singh, JE in writing vide letter No.303 dated 23.2.2011, a copy of which has been placed on record asking 
Shri Gurcharan Singh that the information should be furnished to the information-seeker under intimation to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer. In view of this letter, Shri Gurcharan Singh, J.E. will be deemed to be PIO under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Issue notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Shri Gurcharan Singh why penalty should not be imposed on him for not forwarding complete information and also for furnishing information which is alleged to be incorrect.  He may file written reply before the next date of hearing and also appear in person to explain the position, failing which exparte decision will be taken.
5.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011






Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

CC
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet, District Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Jarnail Singh Dhillon, Village- Teur, Tehsil- Kharar,

Mohali (S.A.S. Nagar)



                 

 -----------Complainant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Sarpanch Village, Panchayant Teur, Mohali.    


------------Respondent 

                        
CC No.  122  of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Jarnail Singh  complainant in person. 

      
Shri Sukhpal Singh, Sarpanch on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



This case was transferred from the Bench of Ld. SIC Shri Darabara Singh Kahlon on his superannuation.
2.

A perusal of the order dated 7.2.2011 shows that the information had been furnished to the complainant but it was deficient in respect of one particular issue relating to list of beneficiaries of latrines.  This list has also been furnished to the complainant.
3.

It was pleaded by the complainant that wrong names have been reflected in the list. The list furnished to him is duly attested under the seal of the Sarpanch.  If the complainant feels that the list does not contain correct names of the beneficiaries, he may move formal complaint to the department concerned enclosing a copy of the certified list furnished to him under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for taking action against the concerned officials. 

4.

With these directions, the case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Mrs. Shakuntla, w/o Sh. Darbara Singh, r/o Ward No. 12,

Bagh Sodhian, Kurali, Tehsil- Kharar, Mohali (S.A.S.Nagar).                                     -----------Complainant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayant,Behrampur Zimindara,

Tehsil and District Ropar.

    




------------Respondent 

                       
CC No. 132   of 2011
Present:-  
Mrs. Shakuntala complainant in person. 

      
None on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent is absent.  It appears that correct address has not been mentioned on the notice issued to him .It is possible that the notice may not have been served to him.  Issue fresh notice to the PIO/Gram Panchayat, Behrampur Zimindara, Tehsil and District Ropar.
2.

To come up on 29.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Kuldeep Singh, s/o Sh. Joginder Singh, 

VPO- Sant Nagar, Tehsil- Raniya, Distt.- Sirsa (HR)

                    -----------Complainant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector-34,Chandigarh.   ------------Respondent 

                        
CC No.  146  of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

      
None on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 7.2.2011, the Ld. SIC Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon had directed that there was deficiency in the information furnished to the complainant in so far as instructions relating to Election Procedure had not been furnished.  The Ld. SIC, therefore, had directed the respondent to furnish a copy of the same to the information-seeker with an endorsement to the State Information Commission.
2.

However, today none is present.  The case is adjourned to 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M. to enable the complainant to confirm if deficiencies in the information have been removed, as per the directions given by the Ld. SIC on 7.2.2011.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Vijay Kumar, s/o Sh. Ramji Dass, Ward No.- 15,

Moad Mandi-151509.



                   


 -----------Complainant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Punjab Health System Corporation, Phase-IV, Mohali.    


------------Respondent 

CC No. 147   of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.
      
Shri Gurinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information requested by the complainant had to be procured from different districts.  On receipt of the request of the information-seeker, the Punjab Health Systems Corporation had asked all the subordinate offices to supply the information and only three districts namely Mohali, Ludhiana and Amritsar were yet to supply it to the information-seeker, when he moved the State Information Commission.
2.

The respondent today places on record copies of the letters from the Public Information Officers/ Civil Surgeons of these three districts also.

3.

The complainant himself is absent without intimation.

4.

The respondent requests that the complaint case may be closed. The delay in this case was only due to the fact that the information was held by different Public Authorities located in the different parts of the State and it took some time to collect the same.

5.

Let the complainant file his reply/rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent. 6.

To come up on 18.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M. On the request of the respondent that he may be exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing, as the information has already been furnished, he is granted exemption, making it clear that in case the complainant points out any deficiency, the respondent may be proceeded against under the Right to Information Act, 2005.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Satish Kumar Bhalla, 478 (564 MCA), Basant Nagar,

Majithia Road, Amritsar.


                   



-----------Complainant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the District Mandi Board, Amritsar.    




------------Respondent 

                        
CC No. 114   of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.. 

      
Shri Sukhminder Singh, District Mandi Officer, Amritsar  on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 7.2.2011, Ld. SIC Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon had directed that Shri Satish Kumar Bhalla, the information-seeker, may either deposit the requisite fee asked by the PIO or alternatively visit the office of the respondent and after inspection of the record, apply for copies of the document he actually needs, after paying fee for the same.

2.

The information-seeker is absent today without intimation.  The respondent submits a written reply vide No.906 dated 24.3.2011 enclosing photocopies of the receipts given by the information-seeker in token of having received the information.  The respondent pleads that in view of the fact that the delay in furnishing the information is only due to non-payment of fee and now that the information has been furnished, the complaint case may be closed.

3.

I have considered the matter.  In view of the photocopies of the receipts given by the complainant that he has received the information and his absence today without any intimation, I order the complaint case to be closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011




Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ginny Ujjal Singh, NO.5910, Duplex, M.H.C.,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.





_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Registrar, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3188  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Raj Barinder Singh, Sub Registrar, Jagraon in person.
ORDER



In CC-3188/2010, an order was passed on 4.3.2011 to issue notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and also to lodge a formal FIR against Shri Raj Barinder Singh, Sub Registrar, Jagraon for filing a false affidavit dated 24.1.2011.  The case was adjourned for further hearing to 5.4.2011.

2.

In the meantime, Shri Raj Barinder Singh, Sub Registrar, Jagraon  submitted a written request received vide diary No.5122 dated 25.3.2011 explaining his position and placing on record another duly sworn affidavit attested by the Executive Magistrate, Fatehgarh Sahib on 21.3.2011.  
3.

He has today also moved another written application requesting for grant of stay in respect of the orders of the Commission dated 4.3.2011 for lodging of a formal FIR against him. He has also appeared in person and pleaded that he could not attend the proceeding of the Court on 4.3.2011 due to an urgent official engagement and that the order regarding registration of FIR against him may be withdrawn.

4.

I have heard him and considered his written requests.  In view of his written request alongwith an affidavit received in the Commission vide diary No. 5122 dated 25.3.2011 and request for grant of stay received vide diary No.5145 dated 25.3.2011, the balance of convenience lies in favour of the respondent Shri Raj Barinder Singh, Sub Registrar, Jagraon.  Accordingly the order regarding registration of FIR passed on 4.3.2011 be kept in abeyance till a final view in the matter is taken, after hearing both the parties on the next date already fixed for 5.4.2011.  A copy of this order be endorsed to Shri Rahul Tewari, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for information and further action in the matter.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 25, 2011.






Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

CC :  Shri Rahul Tewari, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

