STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98142-63161)

Sh. S.S. Jakhu,

315, Sector 2,

Panchkula – 134112 (Har)





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt.

Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent

CC- 691/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Sr. Asstt. (99152-05786) 



In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Complainant states information only on point no. 1 has been provided and all the remaining information is pending.  He further submits that he even wrote to the department on 20.11.2010 but no response has been received. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Senior Asstt. has appeared on behalf of the respondent and has brought the information under the cover of letter dated 24.05.2011.  Since the complainant is not present, respondent is directed to send this information to the complainant by registered post and inform the Commission.



Complainant shall inform the court if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.



It is pointed out that the notice of hearing categorically states that no official below the rank of APIO / PIO shall appear in the court for attending the hearing.   Despite this, clerks are being deputed by the respondent which is against the instructions contained in the notice of hearing.  Sh. Akhtar Hussain submits that the concerned officers choose to send the clerks to attend the court.  This will not be acceptable in the next 
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hearing when either the APIO Sh. Ram Sarup Verma or the PIO Sh. Ramesh Verma shall appear in person and make submissions.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94175-80901)

Sh. Sanjeev Malhotra

Kothi No. 435, Phase 4,

Mohali – 160059






        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali 
2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali. 



     


  …Respondents

AC- 1147/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Sanjeev Malhotra in person.



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 11.05.2011, it was recorded:

“During the discussions, both the parties have mutually agreed and accordingly, the appellant shall visit the office of DTO Mohali on Friday, the 13.05.2011 between 2 and 5 p.m. and inspect the records.  He will also specify the documents needed by him and the respondent shall provide photocopies of the same.”



Today, Sh. Sanjeev Malhotra has made written submissions dated 25.05.2011 wherein it is stated as under: -

“I.
That the appellant brings it to kind notice of this Hon’ble commission that the appellant went for inspection at premises of the Respondent Public Authority on 20.05.2011 as per mutual understanding. Original complete files of the vehicle registration applicants were shown to the complainant. But records of 640 applicants were not presented for inspection to the complainant. Since the respondent PIO was not present in the office at the time of inspection, the complainant submitted request for certified copies of the documents, to the official present at the time of inspection. Photocopy of inspection record and demand for requisite copies, as submitted by complainant, to the said official, is attached with this application. The information has not been provided to the complainant yet.  

II. 
That the respondent had submitted a certificate before
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this Hon’ble commission regarding the missing application numbers from the 66 pages of information provided on 18.04.2011. The Respondent needs to supply a copy of the same to the complainant too. 

III.
That the information already supplied by respondent on 18.04.2011 remains uncertified till date as the respondent PIO was not available at time of inspection. 

It is humbly prayed that in addition to prayers in this application, the prayers made by complainant in original appeal and thereafter may kindly be allowed in interest of justice.”



The appellant states that he visited the office of respondent on 20.05.2011 when the DTO was not present and only a clerk was made available.  He further states that he inspected the various records and has put up his request for supply of certain documents which are part of the original application for information.    Sh. Malhotra also states that 65 pages provided to him towards the information on 18.04.2011 out of total of 66 are not attested.  Respondent is directed to ensure the needful is done within a week’s time.   The requirement of documents given by the appellant on 20.05.2011 during his visit to the office of DTO should also be looked into.



Respondent is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Directions are given that the pending information be provided to the appellant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Jagdish Singh, clerk (98729-00401) came present on behalf of the respondent and stated that the information sought is voluminous and hence cannot be provided.   He has submitted a letter dated 25.05.2011 which is addressed to the appellant and reads as under: -

 “Ref. your application dated 20.05.2011.  It is to inform you that you inspected the records of this office as per orders of the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 20.05.2011 when you
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have copies of the additional record from 01.01.2010 to 30.04.2010.  As this information is spread over more than 100,000 pages, you are required to deposit the charges for the same.”



It is quite surprising as on the one hand, Sh. Jagdish Singh, present on behalf of the respondent takes a plea of information being voluminous while on the other hand, in the letter submitted, charges for providing this (voluminous) information are being demanded. 



On the next date fixed, DTO-PIO is directed to appear in person, without fail, and explain the position. 

As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-64476)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

H. No. 1258, Sector 15-B,

Chandigarh







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 625/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Bhag Singh, Senior Asstt. (98880-49133)



In the earlier hearing dated 25.04.2011, it was recorded: -

“Information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 19.04.2011.  Sh. Rakesh Kumar states that shortcomings in the information have already been provided to the respondent who seeks time to remove the same.”



Today, the respondent present submits that the discrepancies have since been removed and the related information has been sent to the complainant on 09.05.2011.



When contacted over the telephone, Sh. Rakesh Kumar stated that he has received complete information; however, the same is not attested.



Respondent assured the court the documents provided shall be attested on production of the same.  



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura

5-C Phase I,

Urban Estate,

Focal Point,

Ludhiana- 141010.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Social Security Officer,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana







    …Respondent

CC- 722/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Harjinder Singh, Junior Asstt. (98761-62422)



Respondent has submitted an acknowledgment of the information from the complainant, dated 27.04.2011 which reads as under: -

“It is submitted that I have been provided full information duly authenticated.  I am satisfied.”



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(01651-222214)

Sh. G.D. Goyal

Factory Road,

Opp. Dr. Luxmi Garg,

Rampura Phul (Bathinda) – 151103



  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Manager,

Arya Senior Secondary School,

Rampura Phul (Distt. Bathinda)  




    …Respondent

CC- 1152/11

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. G.D. Goyal in person.

None for the respondent.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 18.04.2011 when no information was provided to Sh. G.D. Goyal in response to his original application dated 11.03.2011, whereby he had sought the following information: -

“Sh. Ashok Kumar, posted as drawing teacher, was dismissed from service vide your letter no. 139/8 dated 22.02.2008.

Please intimate on which ground he has resumed his duty and disposal of charges framed against him in the said FIR registered at Rampura Phul police station.”



Sh. G.D. Goyal appeared and stated that no information has been provided to him so far. 



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner

-:2:-

After the hearing was over, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Principal, Arya Senior Secondary School, Rampura Phul came present.  He stated that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 09.05.2011 and a copy of the same has been endorsed to the Hon’ble Commission too. 

He further submitted that a resolution was passed in the meeting of Local Management Committee of the Arya High School, Mandi Phul (Bathinda) and it was unanimously resolved to take Sh. Ashok Kumar, drawing teacher, back into the service w.e.f. 01.04.2010.   He clarified that all the exercise had been undertaken due to the intervention of the Hon’ble High Court.  

Sh. Mohinder Singh said that due to practical examinations of the senior classes and his nomination as invigilator in the examinations outside the town, the matter could not be attended to and little delay has taken place.
He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing.

Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when received, is to his satisfaction. 

As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up further proceedings, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber. 


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98725-06603)

Sh. Karamjit Singh

s/o Bhajan Singh,

Ex M.C.

Bhogpur Road,

Bholath,

Distt. Kapurthala






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Kapurthala.






               …Respondent

CC- 3719/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Dr. Balwinder Singh (98150-39261) along with Sh. Ranjit Singh, Jr. Asstt. (94637-03341)



In the earlier hearing dated 13.04.2011, it was recorded:

“Today Dr. Sabharwal, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that Dr. Balwinder Singh is currently on medical leave up to 20.04.2011 and after he resumes duties, the notice would be served to him and his reply sent to the Commission.”



Today, Dr. Balwinder Singh appeared and submitted a letter dated 10.05.2011 addressed to the Commission, wherein it is stated: 

“It is submitted that the complaint filed by Sh. Karamjit Singh resident of Bhogpur Road, Bhulath against the Sant Prem Singh Charitable Hospital, Begowal, was received in this office on 17.02.2011.   A copy of the same was provided to me by the Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala and I was required to submit a reply within 15 days.  I suffered injuries and was on sick leave from 05.03.2011 to 05.05.2011 and I was unable to attend the office.  The response was sent by the Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala to Sh. Karamjit Singh, vide letter no. 238 dated 06.04.2011 and a copy of the same is enclosed herewith.

Respected Madam, it is submitted that I was not at fault at any point of time.   I have been attending to all the RTI matters promptly and shall continue to do so.

It is significant to mention that the complainant is seeking further information beyond the original application which is not
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permissible under the RTI Act, 2005.

It is also submitted that a similar case involving the same information sought by Sh. Karamjit Singh, bearing CC No. 1983 has already been disposed of by Hon’ble SIC Sh. Surinder Singh.”



Upon perusal of the facts and documents available on the file, this court is of the view that there is no justification in awarding any compensation to the complainant in the present case. 



Complete satisfactory information already stands provided.



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94638-66772)

Sh. Lalit Kumar

s/o Sh. Hemraj Goyal

301/15, Jattan Patti,

Samana – 147101





 
  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE)

Sangrur.

C/o Zila Parishad, 

College Road,

Sangrur 







   …Respondent

CC- 3760/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Asha Rani BPEO-APIO



Complainant submits that in 2001, a list of 3311 ETT (teachers) had been displayed on the notice board which included the name of wife Ms. Swaran Goyal whereas her name is not there in the merit list provided to him by the respondent.   



At this, Ms. Asha Rani stated that she could not understand exactly what information had been sought in the original application dated 18.01.2010.   It seems that the APIO does not understand the RTI Act as also the facts of the case.  Therefore, in the next hearing, the PIO shall appear in person to explain the matter.



Complete and relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53, Chandigarh





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.






               …Respondent

CC- 3810/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar-PIO (98148-15350)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3804/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



In the earlier hearing dated 13.04.2011, it was recorded:

“Today, the information has been brought to the court in spite of denial vide letter dated 10.11.2010 but the complainant states that the information is not specific and the respondents have agreed to provide specific points in the information by the next hearing.  

As regards the allegations of the complainant regarding false and misleading information being provided, he informed the court that he would bring the documentation in support of his contention on this count. 

Directions are given that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant well before the next date of hearing, as sought by him vide original application.”



Today, specific information has been brought to the court by the respondent and handed over to the complainant.   The complainant states that the information provided is false and incorrect.  He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court.



With this, complete information stands provided to the complainant.



Sh. Aggarwal prays for imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing the information.  
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Therefore, Sh. Adarsh Singla, Supdt. Engineer-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3805/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



In the earlier hearing dated 13.04.2011, it was recorded: 
“Complainant states that information provided vide letter dated 10.03.2011 is misleading and false which is evident from the reply sent by him on 12.03.2011.  He submitted that just a couple of days before the hearing on 14.03.2011, the said information was prepared hurriedly and thus wrong facts have been mentioned.  He also pleaded that even for the incomplete works pertaining to roads, an amount of Rs. 48,57,468/- has been paid towards bills and this fact clearly reflects on the working of the respondent Corporation.  He informed the court that he would bring the documentation in support of his contention on this count.  The respondents have agreed to submit reply / clarification to the same on the basis of their documents.”



Today, the complainant states that an amount of Rs. 48,57,468/- has been paid without getting the work executed.   He has been advised that this is not in the purview of the RTI Act and hence he should take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court. 



With this, complete information stands provided to the complainant.



Sh. Aggarwal prays for imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing the information.  
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Therefore, Sh. Adarsh Singla, Supdt. Engineer-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3806/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3807/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3808/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC- 3809/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Adarsh Singla, SE-PIO (97800-38006) along with Sh. Harish Bhagat (37800-39499)



In the earlier hearing dated 13.04.2011, it was recorded: -

“Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO Hqrs. Informed that in the instant case, Sh. Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Commissioner, MC is the PIO and Sh. Nirmalpreet Singh is the APIO.   It was also submitted that information has been provided to the complainant, vide letters dated 11.02.2011, 25.03.2011, 06.04.2011 and 11.04.2011.  



Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.”



Today, I have gone through all the points with the respondent and the complainant and am of the view that specific information has not been provided to the complainant.    Sh. Harish Bhagat who appeared on behalf of the respondent along with Sh. Adarsh Singla, PIO assured the court that specific information will be provided to the complainant within ten days.


Complainant shall communicate to the respondent and the Commission if there are any shortcomings in the information so provided. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.05.2011



State Information Commissioner 

