STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

# Street No. 9, New Patel Nagar, 

Nabha.

…..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 430 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. P.S. Bal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of hearing dated 04.03.2009 none appeared on behalf of the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to the PIO to be personally present at the next date of hearing.  



Today, P.S. Ball is present and contends that information has been provided to the complainant on 24.12.2008.  The complainant did not come present on the last four hearings and no objections have been raised till date.



Therefore on the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of ex- parte. 











Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Raj Kumar,

Shiv Shanker Tant House,

Khajana Gate, Amritsar. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SEC),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2126 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Darshan Singh, Dy. Director, Pvt. Aided School/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 04.03.2009, it was directed that information which was provided in the Court should be sent to the complainant by registered post.  No objections have been raised by the complainant and neither is he present today.  It seems the complainant is satisfied; therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa,

Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian, Bet Ludhiana.


 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda. 

 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 268 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Gurpal Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.



In t he earlier order dated 04.03.2009 the respondent was directed to provide information on point No. 3, 4 and 5.  The complainant had also demanded compensation as more than a year had passed since the original application has made. 



A letter has been received in the Commission dated 19.03.2009 where contents of para No. 5 are being transferred to PIO O/o SDM, Bathinda. This is not accepted since the application under the provision 6(3) cannot be transferred after five days of filing of application.  



Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent which is against the directions of the Commission, therefore, 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.25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished and compensation as claimed by the Appellant be not awarded.
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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.



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 03.08.2009 at 10:00 am. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

S.A.



After the hearing Sh. Gurpal Singh appeared in the court and stated that he has brought the information on all these points.  He is directed to send this information to the complainant by registered post and he should give a reply to the show cause notice since the complainant had asked for compensation.  Merits of the case will be decided at the next date of hearing. 










Sd/-
(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajan Sekhri,

17/9, Kennedy Avenue,

Amritsar-143001.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 1937 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Rajan Sekhri, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 09.03.2009 it was directed that at the next date of hearing the PIO should be personally present and provide information to the complainant according to the objections raised by the Complainant in his letter dated 15.10.2008 within 15 days.  A letter has been received from the respondent stating that he is unable to attend today’s hearing because of unrest in Amritsar.  His absence does not excuse the fact that directions were given in the order dated 09.03.2009 to provide information within 15days, but till date nothing has been provided to the complainant.  The conduct of the Respondent, to say the least, is contumacious.  The failure to give information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. 



Papers have been presented  in the Court dated 13.04.2009 where the APIO , DRO Amritsar-1 has asked the complainant to visit the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar and get whatever information which has been asked under the
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RTI Act, 2005.  The complainant has given a reply on 15.04.2009 where he has stated that under section 6(2) “An applicant making request for information shall not be required to give any reason for requesting the information or any other personal details except those that may be necessary for contacting him.” 



It seems that the Respondent has misunderstood the provisions of the Act and directions given to D.C. office, therefore, it is directed that the complainant should visit the office on 08.06.2009 and satisfy himself about the information called by him.  This opportunity has been provided since the respondent is unable to attend the office and complainant has not availed the opportunity given by the D.C. office.



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 03.08.2009 at 10:00 am. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Manpreet Kant,

W/o Ramesh Kant,

A-36, Nizamudin East,

New Delhi-100013.

 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Registrar-cum-

Tehsildar, Moga.

 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 568 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 09.03.2009 none had appeared on behalf of the Respondent and one more opportunity was granted to the Respondent to provide information and to file compliance report in the Commission.  Today again none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission, therefore, 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.



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 22.07.2009 at 12:00 noon. 










Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdial Chand,

S/o Sh. Ratan Chand,

VPO Jaura Chhattran,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143520.

…....Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Gurdaspur.

…….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2579 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Karnail Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent. 



The complainant was not present on the last date of hearing dated 09.03.2009 and similar is the case today.  Information sought by him was regarding “sports quota of S.C. Category for the posts of ETT Teachers.”



The respondent states that information has been provided to the complainant on 27.10.2008 and 12.01.2009.  No objections have been raised and he is not present today, therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



The case is hereby closed and disposed of.  










Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh Jaijee,

# 1501, Sector 36-D, 

Chandigarh. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Higher Education, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

A.C. NO.  117 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Inderjit Singh Jaijee, Appellant in person.


Smt. Nirmal Gupta, Dy. Director/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Inderjit Singh Jaijee filed his original application dated 25.11.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 23.11.2008.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 19.02.2009.



Information sought by him is regarding :-

1.
“Action taken on letters dated 06.08.2007, 14.03.2008, 06.05.2008 and 06.06.2008.

2.
Certified copy of the rules/instructions/law under which NOC is granted by the Punjab Government for degree colleges in the state. 

3.
I may be informed as to the reason why NOC has not been furnished so far to JSJ Degree College, Gurney Kalan, Munak, Distt. Sangrur inspite of the fact that it fulfills all the conditions required. 

4.
Details of the number of colleges set up Munak & Lehra Sub Division of Distt. Sangrur after 2004 i.e. opening of JSJ Degree College, Gurney Kalan, Munak, Distt. Sangrur.  How many of such colleges have been granted NOC so far? When were these NOC’s granted and on what basis.
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5.
I want a certified copy of the report of the committee setup by the Education Deptt. Punjab for grant of NOC to JSJ Degree Colleges, Gurney Kalan, Munak, Distt. Sangrur.  The action taken on this report may also be intimated. 

6.
I may be kindly informed by what date NOC will be granted to JSj Degree College, Gurney Kalan, Munak, Distt. Sangrur. 

7
I want certified copies of the noting and correspondence portions of the concerned file of the department of Secretary, Higher Education, Govt. of Punjab, relating to grant of NOC of JSJ Degree College, Gurney Kalan, Munak, Distt. Sangrur.”



The complainant has submitted letter dated 25.05.2009 where objections have been pointed out to the original application dated 24.11.2008. During the course of hearing I have noticed that certain lapses have taken place in granting NOC by the Punjab Government and this information has not been provided to the complainant.  The respondent has promised to provide this information within 15 days.  The complainant wishes to know as to why the information regarding the missing sale deed which was not provided to the inspection team notified for three years to the complainant.  It is pointed out that this is not in the original application and has to be taken up either with the competent authority or in the Civil Court.



To come up for confirmation of compliance in the Chamber on 03.08.2009 at 10:00 am.  


Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ghansham Gupta,

Advocate, 

SCO 24113-14, 2nd Floor,

Sector 22-C, Chandigarh. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. . 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 144 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Ghansham Gupta, Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Ghansham Gupta filed his original application dated 11.12.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 16.01.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 04.03.2009.



Information sought by him is regarding :-

1.
Regarding receipt of Applications U/S 14 in your office:


a)
Where and who receives the applications in your office?


b)
is any scrutiny done to check the contents and enclosures?


c)
Is any acknowledgement is given to the applicant for receipt of 
applications?


d)
Is there any specific Performa of Format and fee prescribed by your 
office?

2.
Regarding processing of Applications U/S 14 in your office. 


a)
Who is/are the dealing person/persons in your office for such 
applications?


b)
Is there any specified procedure which is followed in your office to 
deal with such application(s)?


c)
Are such applications processed or dealt with on the basis of date 
of submissions to your office and order of receipt or just by pick and 
choose?


d)
Is there any time frame prescribed or observed to deal with such 
Applications(S)?


e)
Is there any procedure to return the deficient or wanting 
applications and who is Authorized to do so? 


f)
In case of the Application(s) found in order, who approves 
assistance u/s 14 of the Act?

3.
Regarding Issuing Order for providing Assistance on Applications U/s 14 by your office:-


a)
When assistance is approved on an Application, what order is 
issued U/s 14 of the Act?


 b)
Who signs the Order U/s 14 and who is authorized to sign the 
endorsements?



c)
What is the normal and average time taken by your office from date 
of receipt till issue of order for assistance? 


d)
What has been Minimum and Maximum time consumption by your 
office in typical cases?

4.
What is the status of 4 applications dated 30.10.2008 of syndicate Bank?



A letter has been received by the complainant from APIO/DRO, Ludhiana stating that  “one page information has been provided by the officer in charge Peshi Branch vide his letter No. 892/P B dated 23.01.2009 and photocopy was stated being attached but the same has been found attached.” 



The complainant states that there is no attachment which was sent to him in the registered letter and also contends that there are no stapler markings in the letter provided to him.



The original application was 11.12.2008 and no information has been provided, therefore, 
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.25000/- 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.


The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 03.08.2009 at 10:00 am. 










Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Right Organization,

R/o Village Rasulpur, Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142035.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

AC NO. 121/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Iqbal Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Jai Parkash, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Iqbal Singh filed his original application on 13.10.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 12.12.2008.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 20.02.2009.



Today the complainant is present and contends that he has been provided all the information to his satisfaction.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Right Organization,

R/o Village Rasulpur, Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142035.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

AC NO. 120/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Iqbal Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Jai Parkash, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Iqbal Singh filed his original application dated 17.04.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 12.12.2008.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 20.02.2009.



No information has been provided and the Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent is unable to explain the case, which is against the directions of the Commission. 
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Therefore 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.25000/- 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.



The next date of hearing is 03.08.2009 12:00 Noon.

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

S/o S. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill. Kothe Sarawan,

P.O. Sarawan, Block-Kotkapura,

Distt. Fardikot-151204.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

AC NO. 134/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Appellant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Sarabjit Singh filed his original application dated 04.09.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 02.03.2009.



Information sought by his is regarding “details of caste, category and date of birth of Smt. Jasvir Kaur.”



A letter has been received from the DEO stating that this information pertains to third party and no provision of RTI Act, 2005 has been quoted and contends that this office is unable to supply the information.  



Today the complainant is present and states that this information is of pubic interest since Jasvir Kaur has used false certificate of Paramjit Kaur in obtaining job in Anganwari.   No information has been provided and none has appeared on behalf of the respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission. 



 Therefore 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.25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



PIO is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing and should assert if the claim of the complainant stating that this is of public interest is true or not.  Section 11 should also be used for denial of information.



The next date of hearing is 03.08.2009 12:00 Noon.

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Gurmit Kaur,

Peace Villa, 5 Shori Nagar,

P.O. R & S Mills, Amritsar-143104.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Amritsar.  

….Respondent

AC NO. 119/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Vinod K. Kaushal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.

None on behalf of the Respondent.



Gurmit Kaur filed his original application dated 08.12.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 02.02.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 19.02.2009.



Sh. Vinod K. Kaushal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant is appeared who is not familiar with the case and he has confusion regarding original application, therefore, he seeks adjournment.  



Today none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission, therefore, the 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.25000/- 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.



The next date of hearing is 03.08.2009 12:00 Noon.

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kamaljit Sharma,

S/o Sh. Suresh Kumar Sharma,

R/o Hargobindpura Basti,

College Road, Sangrur. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Education Officer (Sec)


Sangrur.  

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Chairman Rationalization,


Circle Education Officer, 


Patiala Circle, Nabha.  

….Respondent

AC 138/2009 & AC-139/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Kamaljit Sharma, Appellant.

Sh. Pawan K. Bansal, Supdt/APIO, Sh. Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt and Sh. 
Kamlesh Kumar, Principal and Sh. Rajesh, Dealing Asstt. on behalf of the 
Respondent. 



Kamaljit Sharma filed his original application dated 21.10.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 17.01.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 02.03.2009.



Information sought by him is regarding:-

1. Strength of students of Govt. Senior Sec. School, Uppli Chatha and Attendance of students,
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2. Strength of teachers subject-wise and details of posts sanctioned and details of surplus posts. 

3. Certified copy of policy under the provisions the teachers of social studies were shifted on 19.08.08.

4. Certified copy of list of shifted teachers with their teaching subjects for the period August/September 2005.

5. Certified copy of joining report of social studies teachers upto the period of 31.07.2008 at Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Uppli Chatha.



The application was transferred to the PIO/Principal Uppli Chatha on 06.11.2008, which was only received in DEO office on 31.10.2008.  On 15.11.2008, the PIO/Principal telephonically informed the complainant to collect the information.  The complainant refused to accept this (in court he submits that this telephonically conversation never took place on 15.11.2008.  This information was sent to the DEO (Sec), Sangrur.  This information was sent on 14.05.2009.  Information has been provided to the complainant but complainant demands penalization under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



Therefore 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.25000/- 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
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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.



The next date of hearing is 03.08.2009 12:00 Noon.

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jawahar Lal,

S/o Late Sh. Ram Murti,

Shop No. Ex. 21, New Anaj Mandi,

Ambala City. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala. 

….Respondent

AC-141/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent. 



Sh. Jawahar Lal filed his original application dated 11.09.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 12.11.2008.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 02.03.2009.



A telephonic message has been received from the respondent that due to unrest in the Punjab they cannot attend today’s hearing.  Even none has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO to supply the information to the complainant. 





The next date of hearing is 03.08.2009 12:00 Noon.

Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 25.05.2009

