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Jagat Singh,

# B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp. Sanatan Dharam Sanaskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






---------- Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Managing Committee, 
DAV College, 

Hoshiarpur.
First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Managing Committee, 

DAV College, 

Hoshiarpur.                           




        ---------Respondents
A. C.No. 1095  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None for the  Appellant.

Dr.  Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor, for the Respondents.



                      _____



In the instant case, the actual Complainant/Appellant is one Kuldip Singh who had filed a RTI request with the PIO o/o President, DAV College Management Committee, Hoshiarpur, on 27.07.2011. The information demanded is on 18 points covering various facets of the college establishment/functioning.  In response to his RTI request, the PIO, on 24.08.2011, sent the required information on all the 18 points which had been furnished to the DAV College Managing Committee by the Principal of the College.  Not satisfied with the information supplied to him, the Complainant/Appellant filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 28.08.2011. This was again responded to on 26.10.2011. All the related documents are on record. Yet the Complainant/Appellant sent a letter to the Commission which is undated  but the same was  received in the Commission against diary No.18336 on  28.10.2011.  
2.

A perusal of documents on record also reveals that there is a covering letter  dated 24.10.2011,  on the letterhead of Jagat Singh, which is very ambiguous.  It 
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was on the basis of this covering letter  that a notice of hearing, dated 21.11.2011, was sent to Jagat Singh and not Kuldip Singh. 
3.

The Respondent has made a written submission to the Commission dated 05.12.2011 today stating that the Complainant/Appellant in this case is Kuldip Singh and not Jagat Singh, who had neither sought the information on 27.07.2011 nor had filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority.  This letter is taken on record.  The mix-up of the  names of the  Complainant/Appellant,  apparently,  is inadvertent.
4.

From the perusal of documents on record it emerges that the requisite  information has been provided to  Mr. Kuldip Singh, as available on record, both by the P.I.O. as well as by the first appellate authority.
5.

Despite due and adequate notice of hearing having been given, the information-seeker is absent without intimation.


Since we are satisfied with the information provided, the case is disposed of and closed.

Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.



Sd/-                                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.

    (P.  P.  S. Gill)                               (Kulbir Singh)
Dated: 06.12.2011.          State Info Commissioner.           State  Info  Commissioner.
