STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 145 of 2013 

Sh. Tejinder Singh. 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.






        

 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Sub-Registrar, Humbran Road,

Haibowal Khurd, Diary Complex, Ludhiana.


          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






          

..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 

ORDER

1. The appellant states that incorrect and incomplete information has been provided to him vide no. 512/S.R. dated 13.08.2012. He requests that complete and correct information, as available on record, may be provided to him. 
2. The respondent states that an adjournment may be given to him to file written submissions detailing facts of the case. 
3. On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.       

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 1062 of 2013 

Date of decision 31.01.2014
Sh. Tejinder Singh, 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.






        

 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.



          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.







          

..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Dr. Mandeep, PCS PIO-cum-Assistant Commissioner General, Moga.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 20.02.2013 vide which the appellant has sought action taken report on a complaint dated 18, February, 2009 made by one Buta Singh of village Thaman wala against Darshan Singh, Clerk and Resham Singh, Naib Tehsildar sent by the Human Rights Commission. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 01.04.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 03.05.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.01.2014 in the Commission. This case was transferred to this Bench by the Ld. CIC vide order dated 26.11.2013.
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3.
The appellant states that the requisite information has been provided to him after the considerable delay. 
4.
The PIO files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  The PIO herself attended the hearing and brings to the fore that the said enquiry was filed because the complainant had deposed before the enquiry officer that his signatures have been forged on the said complaint. She further states that there was neither malafide nor willful denial or delay in providing the information. As a matter of fact, the information was not easily locatable in the office that is why delay  has been caused in providing the information. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information about enquiry on a complaint received from Human Rights Commission was conducted by the office of the Deputy Commissioner and the same has been provided to the appellant. The said enquiry has already been filed. It is further ascertained that the delay caused in providing the information was neither intentional nor malafide. In view of the foregoing, the case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-  
Chandigarh.






           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1542 of 2013

Date of decision: 31.01.2014.

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Raiya Khurd Ward No. 10,

Tehsil- Baba Bkala, 

District-Amritsar.







…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents

Present: 
Shri Lakha Singh, appellant, in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra, PIO-cum-DFSC and 

Sh. Gurinder Singh, L.A. office of District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar.

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 28.03.2013 vide which the appellant has sought permission to inspect  the entire record  of  a brick-kiln  located in village  Pheruman, Tehsil Baba Bakala  regarding  agreements/  change of  owners  from 27.03.2013 to-date. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 09.05.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 12.07.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.09.2013 in the Commission. 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 1542 of 2013 

3.
The appellant states that the inspection has been done by him of the relevant record.

4.
The PIO stated that on 31.12.2013 the appellant had done the inspection of the relevant record.  He stated that the reply to the show case notice issued by the Commission vide order dated 08.10.2013 has been submitted during the last hearing on 31.12.2013. He further stated that the facts of the case were also explained in detail during  personal hearing at the previous hearing of the case. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the inspection of the record as sought by the RTI applicant has been done by the appellant.  The PIO, Shri Tarwinder Singh Chopra, has  already submitted reply to the show-cause notice issued to him  by the Commission explaining  reasons for delay  in providing the requisite information to the applicant.  He has stated that  during the  period of April-May the  officials of the department remained busy in  the procurement of wheat  which is a time-bound  process and  there is  no intentional or deliberate delay  in providing the information.  The explanation  of the PIO is  found  satisfactory and   as such,  the show-cause notice  issued to Shri Tarwinder Singh Chopra is hereby discharged.  No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh.






           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1543 of 2013

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Raiya Khurd Ward No. 10,

Tehsil- Baba Bkala, 

District-Amritsar.







…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents

Present: 
Sh. Lakha Singh Azad, appellant, in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra, PIO-cum-DFSC and 

Sh. Gurinder Singh, L.A. office of District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar.

ORDER

1. The appellant states that though the information has been provided to him but information on point no.2 about the name and designation and present posting of the officer who had renewed the license has yet not been given. The appellant further clarifies that after ascertaining the name of brick – kiln owner  and his date of death he shall intimate the PIO of the o/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar and PIO should be directed to provide him the information specifically as to which officer renewed the license after the death of said brick kiln owner. 
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2. The PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant after receipt of the name of brick-kiln owner and his date of death from the RTI applicant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014.


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1843 of 2013 

Sh. Malkit Singh Gill,

R/o #20481, Street No.28, Ajit Road,

Bathinda.







 ……………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

 




           ………Respondents

Present: 
Sh. Malkit Singh Gill, appellant, in person.
Sh. B.M. Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. (98150-78993)

ORDER

1. The appellant states that the information for the period from 01.01.2000 to 31.12.2012 regarding approval of Principals of Government Colleges affiliated with the University has yet not been provided to him by the respondent University. He further states that the copy of University circular, if any, regarding not granting the approval of Principals working in Govt. Colleges may also be given to him. 
2. The ld. counsel states that the requisite information as available on record shall be provided to the appellant before next date of hearing. 
Cont…………p2
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Appeal Case No. 1843 of 2013
3. After hearing both the parties, the PIO of the respondent University is hereby directed to produce record pertaining to approval given by it to the Principals of Govt. Colleges affiliated to the University during the period from 01.01.2000 to 31.12.2012. The respondent is further directed to provide information regarding circular/ notification etc of the University, if any, regarding not granting the approval to the Principals of Govt. Colleges affiliated with the said University.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 1859 of 2013 

Date of decision 31.01.2014

Sh. Tejinder Singh,96532-68807. 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.






        

 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o General Manager, District Industries Centre,

Milergranj, Ludhiana.



          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

          

..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Balraj Singh, Senior Assistant office of General Manager, District Industries Centre, Milergranj, Ludhiana and Smt. Alka, Superintendent with Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant o/o FAA.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 19.07.2012 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority and then second appeal in the Commission on 23.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.12.2013 in the Commission. This case was transferred to this Bench by the Ld. CIC vide order dated 30.10.2013.
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APPEAL CASE NO. 1859 of 2013 

3.
The appellant states that the he has received the information but a considerable delay has been caused in furnishing the information.  
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent stating therein that requisite information has been provided to the appellant by General Manager-cum-PIO District Industries Centre, Ludhiana, by registered post on 20.12.2013. It has further been stated therein that the first appeal has not been filed by the appellant with First Appellate Authority of the department.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent PIO by registered post vide letter dated 20.12.2013. It is also observed that appeal to the First Appellate Authority has not been received by the public authority. As such, no malafide or intentional delay has been detected in this case while providing requisite information to the appellant. In view of foregoing, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 1904 of 2013 

Date of decision 31.01.2014

Sh. Tejinder Singh, 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.






        

 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.



          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.




 

          

..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person.  
For the respondent: Dr. Pardeep Sharma, Medical Officer-cum-APIO (98884-56296) and Sh. Ajay Kumar Dealing Clerk RTI office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 26.04.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 10.06.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 29.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.12.2013 in the Commission. This case was transferred to this Bench by the Ld. CIC vide order dated 30.10.2013.
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APPEAL CASE NO. 1904 of 2013 

3.
The appellant states that though the information provided to him earlier also but on receiving the information it was found that some other information has been provided to him. The respondent PIO was intimated accordingly through a reminder and later on the respondent PIO has provided the information qua the enquiry by the then District Family Planning Officer but the name of that officer has not been revealed.

 4.
The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant as available on record. He further states that the name of the then District Family Planning Officer – cum--Inquiry officer is Dr. Reenu Sandhu (now retired). 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2379 of 2013 

Date of decision : 31.01.2014.

Sh. Bhagwan Singh S/o Sh. Arjan Singh 

V.P.O. Harpalpur Tehsil Rajpura,

District- Patiala.








 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, (BDPO)

Ghanour, District-Patiala.



          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, (DDPO)

Patiala.
3.  Public Information Officer







O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Patiala.






      

..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Bhagwan Singh appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Superintendent o/o BDPO, Ghanour for  respondent No.1 and Sh. Karamjit Singh Computer, for respondent No.3.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 29.08.2013 vide which the appellant has demanded   death certificate of  Gurmel Singh  son of Sh. Swaran Singh.. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 21.09.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 31.10.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.01.2014 in the Commission. 

3. 
The appellant rues that he has not been intimated properly about  the information sought vide his RTI application regarding death certificate of one  Gurmel Singh. 
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4. The respondent No.1 states that on the RTI application dated 29.08.2013, the information-seeker    was intimated vide letter  No.2233, dated 03.09.2013 that the said information is not  related with their department and may be obtained from the office of Civil Surgeon, Patiala. 

5.
Shri Karamjit Singh on behalf of the respondent No.3  is present in the Commission and states that as per laid procedure the  death certificate can be provided to the appellant by the respondent after application submitted by the latter in  Suvidha Centre of the office of  Deputy Commissioner. 
6.
After hearing both the parties, it emerges that the RTI applicant was intimated vide letter dated 03.09.2013 that the said information is to be obtained from office of Civil Surgeon, Patiala. In fact, the information has been sought about the death certificate of one Gurmel Singh. The procedure for providing such certificate is that the applicant has to apply in the Suvidha Centre in the office of concerned Deputy Commissioner and a stipulated fee has been prescribed for obtaining such certificate. The information regarding death certificate cannot be provided under the RTI Act. In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.  
7.   Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-  
Chandigarh.      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014.


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3112 of 2013 

Sh. Tejinder Singh,96532-68807. 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.
   





               …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






          

      …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Tejinder Singh, complainant, in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Parminderjit Singh, Clerk.  
ORDER

1.
The respondent files additional written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. 
2.
The case is adjourned for reply of complainant on this written submission. The matter to come up on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3113 of 2013 

Sh. Tejinder Singh,96532-68807. 

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.
   





               …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






          

      …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Tejinder Singh, complainant, in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Parminderjit Singh, Clerk.  
ORDER

1.
The respondent files additional written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. 

2.
The case is adjourned for reply of complainant on this written submission. The matter to come up on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3412 of 2013 

Sh. Ajit Singh 

R/o GF3, Golden Avenue Apartment,

Block-B Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.
  





   
      …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Head Quarter, SCO 60-61.

Sector-17-D, Chandigarh.



          


      …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Manmohan Singh authorized by the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. P.K. Chhibber, Dy. Distt. Attorney and  
Sh. Ajit Singh, ASI office FS-I Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh. 
ORDER

1. The respondent files reply to the written submission made by the complainant and copy thereof is given to the complainant. 

2. The matter to come up for arguments on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3862 of 2013
Date of decision 31.01.2014 

Sh. Sant Parkash Singh, ASI(Retd.)

No-1390/FSR, 

C/o Dilsan Singh, Dhaliwal, Advocate,

Chamber no.13, District Courts, Faridkot.


               …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot.








 …..Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar, HC/581 Faridkot office of SSP, Faridkot. 

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 23.03.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 10 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 25.10.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 30.12.2013 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing but a receipt dated 28.01.2014 indicates that the requisite information has been received by the complainant. 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3862 of 2013

4. The respondent states that the remaining information comprising of 8 pages has been provided to the complainant as per undertaking given in the Commission during the last hearing on 30.12.2013. The information has been provided to him vide letter no. 91/RTI dated 28.01.2014 under signatures of Sh. Sant Parkash Singh, ASI (Retd.). The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. 
5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the part information has already been provided and the remaining was  provided to the information-seeker by the respondent vide letter dated 28.01.2014 under receipt.  No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of.
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3903 of 2013
Date of decision 31.01.2014 

Sh. Tarsem Bhardwaj,

R/o #436 Street No.3  Prem Basti,

Sangrur-148001.






               …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, (BDPO)

Sunam, District-Sangrur.






 …..Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Charanjot Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO.

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 05.03.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information about medical reimbursement bills submitted by one Maninder Pal, ETT Teacher during the period 01.10.2007 to 31.10.2012. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 31.10.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 31.12.2013 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant was neither present during the last hearing on 31.12.2013 nor he is present at today’s hearing. 
4. The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 88, dated 15.01.2014 by registered post and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also. He further states that now no more information is pending with the office of the respondent and requests that the case may be disposed of.
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5. After hearing the respondent, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by registered post vide letter dated 15.01.2014. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice entailing thereby that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent.   No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.  Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-  
Chandigarh      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.01.2014


                     
        State Information Commissioner
