STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

# 76, Sector:8, Part-1, Urban Estate,

Karnal – 132001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust Jalandhar – 144001.



 Respondent

CC - 2517/2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant makes a written submission dated 01.12.2009 alongwith  a copy of Notification issued by Local Government Department regarding appointment of  APIOs, PIOs and Appellate Authority. One copy is handed over to Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer, who is present in the Court on behalf of Respondent. 
3.

Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer,  states that he has informed the Complainant vide  letter No. RTI/359/4401/JIT, dated 5/6-11-2009 with a copy to the Commission, that the  information  relating to the Development Schemes of 475 Acre and 51.5 Acre of Improvement Trust Jalandhar is 30 years 
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old  and  no other information is available on record except the information which has already been supplied vide letter No. RTI/298/JIT/2808, dated 04.09.2009.

4.

After detailed discussion and arguments,   Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer, states that office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar is in the same building for the last 35 years and assures the Commission that he will make all possible efforts to trace the old record so that requisite information, as per the demand of the Complainant, could be supplied to him. He requests that the case may be adjourned for one month
5.

The  information demanded by the Complainant, is of permanent nature and is supposed to be retained by  Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. Therefore, it is directed that efforts be made to trace the old record  and  supply the requisite information to the Complainant.  In case the requisite information is not available on record, the PIO is directed to file an affidavit, duly authenticated by Executive Magistrate, in this regard. 

6.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Rakesh Madaan,

320, Preet Nagar, Sodal Road,

Jalandhar.








Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC - 636 /2009

Present:
Dr. Rakesh  Madaan, Appellant,   in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, Dr. Rakesh Madaan filed three applications with APIO/PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on 01.10.2008, 04.02.2009 and 13.04.2009 alongwith necessary fee of Rs. 10/- each. The  PIO sent reply to these applications  on 06.11.2008, 19.03.2009 and 19.05.2009 respectively.  Not satisfied with the reply received from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 15.06.2009. The first Appellate Authority decided the case on 04.08.2009 and issued instructions to Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO to look into the matter personally   and  supply the complete information to the  Appellant within a period of 20 days.  On getting 
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no information, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 03.09.2009, which was received in the Commission on 10.09.2009 against Diary 
No. 14382. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for 03.11.2009.   On 03.11.2009 none was present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent . While giving one more opportunity to both the parties  to pursue their case ,  the case was adjourned and fixed  for today. 
2.

A perusal of the file vis-à-vis the information supplied to the Appellant reveals that the information regarding applications dated 01.10.2008 and 04.02.2009 is as per the demand of the Appellant and hence these two applications are closed. So far as the application dated 13.04.2009 is concerned, information relating to Para 1, 3(i, ii, iii, iv), 4(I, ii, iii), 6, 7, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 stands provided  whereas  the information regarding Para 2, 3(v, vi), 4(iv), 5, 8, 9, 11, 12 is incomplete. 

3.

After hearing pleas put forth by the Appellant in the absence of Respondent, it is directed that the remaining information regarding above mentioned Para  alongwith justification for the extension granted to the contractor for  the execution of work, be  supplied  to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent for the second 
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consecutive hearing. Taking a serious view of this lapse on the part of the PIO,  he is directed to be present in person alongwith requisite information on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is  fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri V. K. Kapoor,

Deputy Controller(F & A),

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -  2126/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide letter dated 26.11.2009 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings on 01.12.2009 due to the death of his Bhabhi(wife of his elder brother). He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
2.

The Respondent states that the concerned file has been put up to higher authorities and as and when it  is received back, requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant.  He requests that the case may be adjourned.
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3.

On the request of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla,

C/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Panjab University, Chandigarh – 160014.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -1362/2009

Present:
Dr. Rajinder  Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendencum-APIO and Shri Gurnam Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the PIO of the office Improvement Trust Ludhiana has been directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 
3.

The PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government is directed to ensure the supply of requisite information to the Complainant . He is also directed to file an affidavit as per the orders of the Commission issued in the instant case on 03.11.2009 before the next date of hearing. 
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4.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O.: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 1166/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A letter through e-mail has been received from the Complainant vide which he has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s proceedings. He has requested to adjourn the case to 11.01.2010 or 27.01.2010 stating that the information supplied to him by the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation,  Patiala is wrong.
2.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

# 76, Sector:8, Part-1, Urban Estate,

Karnal – 132001.







Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC - 2595/2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer,  Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gurnam Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

.On the last date of hearing Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO had stated that information will be supplied by Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Jalandhar has been asked to do so vide letter No. 1695 dated 28.10.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  A perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant has asked different information from Principal Secretary Local Government and Municipal 
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Corporation Jalandhar and in the instant case the  information is to be supplied by the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. 
3.

The Complainant makes  written submission dated 01.12.2009, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent.

4.

The PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  in the light of his original application vis-à-vis submissions made by the Complainant in the court today within  a period of one month otherwise action will be initiated as per Sections 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

From the way the RTI applications are dealt with in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government,  it transpires  that they are not at all serious about RTI Act and the information is deliberately delayed by adopting casual approach as the  proceedings are not attended regularly by PIOs/APIOs. More-over, PIOs are changed  very frequently in the Department. In these circumstances, I would like Chief Secretary to take up the matter with Principal Secretary Local Government to issue strict instructions to the staff at the head office as well as in the field to deal with the RTI applications seriously on top priority and some fool proof system may also be evolved so that information could be supplied to the applicants within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
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6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 
12.01.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab,




6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigar.

2. Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



3.
PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 979/2009

Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Kumar Kaura, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagdish Singh Johan, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.
2.

The Respondent submits two letters dated 30.11.2009 and 1.12.2009. Vide first letter information has been supplied to the Complainant and vide second letter information about the appointment of PIOs in the Department has been given.  A perusal of the second letter reveals that Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary remained PIO upto 31.08.2009. No PIO remained posted during the period from 01.09.2009 to 14.10.2009. Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary remained posted as PIO  from 15.10.2009 to 26.11.2009 in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government whereas Additional Director (A) has been appointed as PIO in the Directorate of Local Government. 
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3.

The Respondent states that information in respect of  Shri Sanjay Kanwar and Shri Suresh Kumar has been supplied vide letter dated 30.11.2009. The information in respect of Shri Sham Lal Gupta is still pending as he is not well and is not attending the office.  The Respondent assures that  as and when requisite information is received from Shri Sham Lal Gupta, the same will be supplied to the Complainant.
4.

Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO(Retired) and Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary Local Government(now Under Secretary Personnal) are directed to file affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to whey penalty be not imposed  upon them for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant.  


5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary Local Government-

cum-PIO(Retired) C/o Superintendent,  Local Government -1 Branch , Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.     
2. Smt. Meenkashi Bagga, Under Secretary Personnel, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gopal Dass

c/o Dr. K.K.Jindal,

Chamber No.20, New Court Complex,

District Courts, Mansa-151505.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jhunir, Distt. Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No. 2539 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Gurdeep Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of PIO on behalf of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jhunir states that the information relating to village Jherianwali with regard to grants received for the period from January, 2007 to till date has been sent to Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Budhlada vide letter No. 3535, dated 05.11.2009 through registered post along with details of grants and expenditure. One photocopy of the information sent to BDPO, Budhlada is placed in the case file.

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it brings out that the information as per the demand of the complainant has been sent to the BDPO, Budhlada. The representative, who is present in the Court, is directed to send 
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 One copy of the information to Shri Gopal Dass c/o Dr. K.K.Jindal, Chamber No. 20, New Courts complex, District Courts, Mansa-151505. During the course of hearing, the phone number -94172-87581- given by the complainant was contacted, on which Dr. K.K.Jindal was present who stated that no information has been received by him and he is suffering from cervical and he is not attending the office. He has stated that one copy of the information be delivered to him at the address given below :-



“ Gopal Dass c/o Dr. K.K.Jindal,



Mansahia Homeopathic Centre, Jain School Street,



Mansa.”

The contents of information were explained to him on phone. He is satisfied with the information and he has stated that the case may be closed and disposed of. However, direction is given to Shri Gurdeep Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, who is present in the court today that he will deliver one photocopy of the information duly authenticated to Dr. K.K.Jindal at the address given above.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:01.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Khosla s/o Smt. Raksha Kumari,

w/o Sh. Bal Krishan Khosla,

H.No. 2430, Sector 37-C, Chandigarh.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC No. 666 /2009

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Khosla, appellant, in person.



Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Raj Kumar Khosla, appellant, inspected the files of the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar on 10th and 11th of November, 2009.  The respondent states that after inspection, the identified documents by the appellant, have been supplied which have been received by the appellant on 11.11.2009 for which he has given the receipt on the office copy of the letter written by the PIO.  

3.

The appellant made a written submission on 16.11.2009 in which he has stated that he has inspected the record and has received the information/ documents as identified by him. He has also mentioned in his submission that he wants some more information and wants to inspect some more files.  During the hearing he states that he wants full file relating to CWP No. 2190 of 1975.  After deliberations, the respondent states that this is new information and he may be 

directed to file new application for the information.  Accordingly, Shri Raj Kumar
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 Khosla is directed to file a new application with the PIO for getting information regarding  CWP No.2190 of 1975 of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

4.

The appellant states that the information relating to AC No. 666, 667, 668, 669, 670 and 671 is the same and he has received the documents as identified by him, the cases may be closed and disposed of.

5.

Accordingly, the cases are closed and disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:01.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yigesh Dewan,

H.No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana-141002.






     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  (i)Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

(ii)  Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 282 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Karanbir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, office of 



Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana states that a copy of the lay out plan of 6.00 acre development scheme North of Preet Cinema, has been procured from the office of DTP, Ludhiana and supplied to the appellant vide memo No. NST(L)/ 3991, dated 27.11.2009 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

As the appellant is no present in the court, he was contacted on phone No. 0161- 2430130 during the hearing.  He states that he has received the lay out plan and he is satisfied with the information.  However, he states that 
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the information has been delayed for more than one year, action be taken against the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.  He further states that due to sudden death of his father, he does not want to pursue the case further and moreover he is satisfied with the information supplied to him, but a warning be issued to the concerned departments to deal with the RTI applications within the stipulated period of 30 days. 

3.

The Commission is, therefore, of the view that the case has been heard on eight hearings and detailed orders have been passed on each hearing. Show cause notices were also issued to the PIOs of Local Govt. Department and Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. However, keeping in view the statement made by Shri Yogesh Dewan, appellant, on phone today, no penalty is imposed upon the PIOs of Local Govt. as well as Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  The case is, therefore, disposed of with the warning to the PIOs of office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. as well as Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to deal with the RTI applications within the stipulated period as prescribed in the RTI Act, 2005.

4.

The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of.   

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:01.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.N.Dua,

1-B-71-NIT (One),

Faridabad-121001 (Haryana).




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karanbir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. However, a fax message dated 30.11.2009 from the complainant has been received in the Commission office on 01.12.2009 against diary No. 19105 in which he has prayed that the case may not be closed till all the required information is provided by the PIO. His presence may be execused.

2.

The Accountant-cum-PIO states that  two separate cases in CC No. 105 of 2007 and CC No. 274 of 2007 have already been disposed of by the bench of Hon’ble Commissioners- Shri R.K.Gupta and Shri PPS Gill on 29.03.2007.  He further states that in CC 274 of 2007, information was supplied to the complainant which is reproduced below :-
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“ T[go'es ft;/ d/ ;pzX ftu p/Bsh ;fjs fbfynk iKdk j? fe fi; ;ehw ftu 


n?gbhe?AN B/ fpnkBk oew iwQk eotkfJnk j'J/ s/ T[; dh T[jh iwhB n?etkfJo 


ehsh rJh j't/, T[; ftu'A jh T[; B{ gbkN fwb ;edk j? j'o fe;/ Gh ;ehw ftu 


T[j gbkN b?D dk jZedko BjhA j?/. “

3.

He further states that the original application/ complaint filed by Shri K.N.Dua is not readable and legible. He prays that the complainant be directed to supply a fresh legible copy of the complaint so that necessary information as per his demand, can be supplied to him. 

4.

On the perusal of the case file, it brings out that the complainant has not sent a copy of the complaint filed with the PIO, to the Commission. It is, therefore, directed that the complainant will send legible copy of the complaint to the PIO of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana with a copy to the Commission. The PIO states that the complainant has been informed vide letter No. 3998, dated 27.11.2009 in this regard. On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned and it is directed that:-


(i)
the complainant will send a legible copy of the complaint to the PIO 


within a period of 15 days i.e. by the 15th December, 2009 so that 


PIO can supply the information.


(ii)
The PIO will supply the information after the receipt of the 



complaint before the next date of hearing. 
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5.

 The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.01.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:01.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjeet Singh,

30, New Ghai Nagar, near New Model House,

Jalandhar City- 144002.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 615 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Mohinder Kumar Bhatti, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of PIO on behalf of respondent states that the requisite information is ready with him to be supplied to the appellant in the Court today.  As the appellant is not present in the court today, it is directed that the information be sent through registered post on the address given in the application. One copy of the information to be supplied to the appellant has been placed in the case file.

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied to the appellant, it brings out that the information is according to the demand of the appellant.  Since the appellant was not present on the last date of hearing and today also he is not 
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 present, the respondent is directed to send the information through registered post at the address as available with him.

 3.

The case is therefore closed and disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:01.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



