STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Feerozepur – 152002.






Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Mandi Board Officer,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC - 130 /2010

Present:
Shri  Bagga Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Amarjit  Singh, District Mandi Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Amarjit Singh, District Mandi Officer-cum-PIO, places on record a letter from the Appellant dated 21.01.2010 addressed to the Commission in which the Appellant has  inter-alia stated as under:-
” fibQk wzvh nca;o, fco'ig[o pko/ w?A i' nghb ehsh j? T[j tkg; b?Adk jK ns/ e'Jh ekotkJh iK ;[DtkJh BjhA eoBh ukjz[dk. fJ; eoe/ nghb dcso dkyb ehsh ikt/. “
2.

A perusal of the letter dated 21.01.2010 reveals that the requisite information regarding Point No. 1 has been supplied to the Appellant. Regarding Points No. 2 and 3, the Appellant has been asked to approach the concerned Public Authority for obtaining the information. 
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3.

It is noted with concerned that  it was the duty of the PIO to transfer the application of the Appellant to the concerned Public Authority under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supply of information regarding Points No. 2 and 3 with a copy to the Appellant intimating  him the name, address and telephone number of the concerned Public Authority,  but it has not been done so in this case by the PIO.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to be more careful in future  while dealing with RTI applications. 
4.

Since the information, available with the PIO  stands provided, the case is disposed of. The Appellant is directed to seek remaining information from the concerned Public Authority, if he so desires,  by filing a fresh application. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Feerozepur – 152002.






Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Markfed Officer, Ferozepur.









 Respondent
AC - 131 /2010

Present:
Shri  Bagga Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Ashok Kataria, Senior Accounts Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO of the office of District Manager, Markfed Ferozepur on 19.10.2009 and asked the following information:-
“ fibk fco'iag[o dhnK wzvhnK dh fbcfczr r/N gk; rZvh Bzpo, Uto b'fvzr, nzvo b'fvzr nkfd dh ikDekoh b?D bJh - ;kT[Dh 2009 , fwsh 02-10-09 s'A 20-10-2009”.

On  getting no response he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.11.2009.  Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 09.01.2010, which was received in the Commission on 
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04.02.2010 against Diary No. 1595. Accordingly,  Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that  that District Manager Markfed, Ferozepur asked the Appellant vide registered letter No. igc$THbHn$09$4998, dated 27.10.2009 to deposit Rs. 25,000/-(Twenty five thousand) as document charges plus Rs. 3000/-(Three thousand)  as miscellaneous expenses so that information could be supplied to him. The Appellant states he has not received this letter. 
3.

The Respondent further states that the District Manager vide registered letter No. igc$THbHn$2010$7512-13, dated 19.01.2010 again asked the Appellant to deposit the document charges on any working day so that information could be supplied to him.  The Respondent informs that the Appellant was also contacted on his Mobile phone on 19.01.2010 and was asked to deposit  Rs. 25,000/-(Twenty five thousand) as document charges plus Rs. 3000/-(Three thousand)  as miscellaneous expenses and collect the information on any working day. The Appellant states that he has not received this letter also. However, he admitted that he received a telephonic call on his mobile phone on 19.01.2010.  He submits that since the information has not been supplied within 30 days, the information may be supplied free of cost.
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the information be supplied to the
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 Appellant free of cost within 15 days. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on  30.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Feerozepur – 152002.






Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development  and Panchayat Officer,
Ferozepur.











 Respondent
AC - 132 /2010
Present:
Shri  Bagga Singh, Appellant, in person.

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

In this case the Appellant  filed an application dated 09.11.2009 with the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur  for seeking a very vast information about 20 villages of Block Fazilka, District Ferozepur
2.

A perusal of case file reveals that the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Fazilka  asked   the Appellant vide letter No. 2466, dated 18.12.2009  to file separate application with the PIO of each village for getting the requisite information about that village as every village has its own PIO. 
3.

The Appellant agrees that he will file fresh application with the  PIO  
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of each and every village for obtaining requisite information. He requests that the instant case may be closed. 
4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Feerozepur – 152002.






Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development  and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.











 Respondent
AC - 136 /2010
Present:
Shri  Bagga Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Raminder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

In this case the Appellant  filed an application dated 09.11.2009 with the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur  for seeking a very vast information about 45 villages of Block Ferozepur,  District Ferozepur
2.

The Respondent states that the Appellant has asked a very voluminous information about 45 village. He requests that the Appellant may be directed to  file separate application with the PIO of each village for getting the requisite information about that village as every village has its own PIO. 
3.

The Appellant agrees that he will file fresh application with the  PIO  
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of each and every village for obtaining requisite information. He requests that the instant case may be closed. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Feerozepur – 152002.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development  and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.











 Respondent
AC - 125/2010
Present:
Shri  Bagga Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application dated 12.11.2009 with the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur for seeking information about 27 villages of Block Guru Harsahai, District: Ferozepur.
2.

The Respondent states that the information is ready and the Appellant has been  asked to deposit Rs. 440/-(Four hundred forty only) as document charges vide letter dated 08.02.2010. 

3.

As the Appellant has been asked to deposit the document charges after about three months, therefore, it is directed that the requisite information be
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 supplied free of cost to the Appellant  within 15 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 30.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1  on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwant Singh,

S/o  Shri Gopal Singh,

VPO: Chhapar, District: Ludhiana – 141204.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pakhowal, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 401 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harmandeep Singh, BDPO, Shri Surinderjit Singh, VDO and Ms. Baljit Kaur, APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant and submits one copy of the information to Commission,  which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the Complainant is not present today, the Respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the Complainant by registered post. However, the Respondent assures the Commission that the information, available on record,  will be supplied to the Complainant by hand within two days. He further states that FIR has been lodged with the Police Station Latala, District: Ludhiana on 02.12.2008 regarding documents which are not available on their 
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record. He further informs that the information asked in Para 3 relates to the Revenue Department.

3.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1  on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Massa Singh,

S/o Shri Bur Singh,

Village: Badeshe, P.O. Dhariwal,

Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 155/2010

Present:
Shri Massa Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Roshan Lal on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Gurmit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, requisite information is supplied to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. One copy of the information is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record, which reads as under:-
BVh BzL

;{uBk dk t/otk





e[Zb gzB/

(1)

1993 s'A j[D sZe roKNK dk t/otk s/ youk
  
;ck BzL 1 s'A 37 sZe
(2)

;oekoh eowukoh tb'A eotkJ/ rJ/ you/ dk t/otk


(3)

rokw gzukfJs pd/;k ftu pDkJhnK rJhnK ew/NhnK
e'Jh ew/Nh BjhA pDkJh



dk t/otk





rJh
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(4)

jkVh s/ ;T[Dh d/ nkw nibk;k dk t/otk

gzBk BzL 1 s'A 82 sZe

(5)

nB[;{fus ikshnK nkfd d/ gbkN d/D ;pzXh

e'Jh gbkN BjhA 










tzfvnk frnk.

(6)

1993 s'A b? e/ j[D sZe g?B;BK tzv ofi;No

2 ofi;No( ;ck 1 s'A 
                                                                                     167 sZe ns/ ;ck 1 s'A 64 
                                                                                       sZe. 6$03 sZe g?B;BK 
                                                                                     p?Ae ftu tzvhnK iKdhnK

                                                                                         ojhnK jB s/ pkeh 

                                                                                           t/otk Bkb BZEh j?.
(7)

;oekoh ndko/ iK ;zwsh tb'A t'Jh ezw BjhA eokfJnk frnk.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Ram Labhaya, BDPO is not present as he has to attend a court of Additional Civil Judge(Sr. Div.)-cum-Judicial Magistrate 1st Class Gurdaspur Therefore, his request for exemption from his personal appearance today is accepted.
3.

The Complainant submits  that since  the information has been delayed,  necessary action may be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) and he may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.

4.

I am satisfied with the submissions made by the PIO for the delay in the supply of information.  Therefore, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO. However, a compensation of Rs. 750/-(Seven hundred fifty only) is awarded to 
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the Complainant. The Respondent assures the Commission that the amount of 
compensation will be paid to the Complainant within two days. 


5.

Since the information stands provided and the assurance has been given by the Respondent to pay the amount of compensation to the Complainant within two days,  the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rulda Singh s/o Sh.Uggar Singh,

Village: Jeourheri,

Tehsil & Distt. SAS Nagar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



 Respondent

CC No. 408 /2010

Present:
Shri Rulda Singh, complainant, in person  and Shri Mohd. 


Sadiq on behalf of complainant.



Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rulda Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab on 30.11.2009 asking information on 8 points.  After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 11.1.2010 which was received in the commission office on 06.02.2010 against diary No. 17890.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.

2.

The application was forwarded to the Deputy Director ( LD)-cum-PIO to supply the requisite information to the complainant. The PIO is present in the court and he states that the requisite information relating to paras 1 to 8 demanded by the complainant has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. LD-3/10/12277, dated 09.03.2010 through Sarpanch of the village who has got the letter received by Shri Rulda Singh.

3.

On the perusal of the information/ reply supplied to the 
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complainant, it reveals that the information concerning  para No. 3 and 4, relates to the SDM-cum- Land Acquisition Collector, SAS Nagar (Mohali). In so far as the information relating to para No. 7 and 8 is concerned, the application dated 30.07.2009 of Shri Rulda Singh has been sent to the DDPO, Mohali vide letter No. 18/14/09/LG-3/Mohali/19922, dated 18.08.2009 for supplying the information.

4.

After oral submission by the PIO, it is directed that the application relating to para No. 3 and 4 be transferred to SDM-cum-LAC to supply the information with a copy to the complainant giving the complete address, telephone number and name of the PIO.

5.

Similarly, as the representation of the complainant dated 30.07.2009 has been sent to the DDPO, Mohali to supply the information with regard to para No. 7 and 8, be also transferred to the SDM-cum-LAC, Mohali for supplying the information.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, DDPO, Mohali and SDM-cum-LAC, Mohali.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:11-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:    (i)           Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum-Land Acquisition 


            Collector, SAS Nagar (Mohali); and

(ii) District Development and Panchayat Officer, SAS Nagar, (Mohali).

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Saluja Pumpy,

Member General Council, SAD (Badal),

Distt. Gen.Secy Shiromani Akali Dal,

Muktsar, Backside Petrol Pump,

College Road, Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Dircetor, Horticulture, Punjab,

SCO No.. 843-44, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 407 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Gulab Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO and Shri 


Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Surinder Saluja Pumpy filed an application with the Director Horticulture asking information on 8 points. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the commission on 17.12.2009 which was received in the commission office on 02.02.2010 against diary No. 1420.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it reveals that he has filed a complaint with the Government of Punjab which has been transferred to the office of Director Horticulture, Punjab vide Memo No. 4/23/2009- Agri. 4(1)/13837, dated 11.11.2009 with a copy to the complainant and also to the commission. Shri Gulab Singh, APIO states that some information relating to application dated 21.10.2009 has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1390-B1(2), dated 22.01.2010 running into 23 sheets excluding two sheets of









Contd.p/2

CC No. 407/2010


-2-

covering letter, but the same has been received back with the remarks from Postal authorities “incomplete address”. He further states that the other bunch of information running into 35 sheets  was sent vide letter No. 180/RTI, dated 29.01.2010, but the same has also been received back with the same remarks by the postal authorities “incomplete address”. 

3.

Respondent further states that the information relating to para No.2 of the application running into 16 sheets is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant along with the earlier information which has been received back. 

4.

During the hearing, Shri Surinder Saluja Pumpy was contacted on phone given in the application and he states that the information be sent to him through courier at his residence address and he further pleads that the case may be adjourned so that he could go through the information yet to be received by him. 

5.

It is, therefore, directed that all the information be sent to the complainant at his address as :” Shri Surinder Saluja Pumpy Member General Council, SAD (Badal),Distt. Gen.Secy Shiromani Akali Dal, Muktsar, Backside Petrol Pump,College Road, Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur and the case is fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 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:11-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranjiv Goyal, Press Reporter,

Opp. Arya High School, Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda- 151103.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh..



 Respondent

AC No. 79 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri K.L.Jhamb, Private Secretary and Shri H.S.Sodhi, APIO, 


on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ranjiv Goyal, appellant, filed an application with the PIO of office of Punjab State Information Commission on 21.10.2009 asking information on three points. The PIO replied back to the appellant vide letter No. PSIC/RTI/256/2009/2710, dated 27.11.2009 that :-





“ (2) nkg B{z ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe wkB:'r oki ;{uBk efw;Bo ih tb'A e/; 



J/H;h BzL 169 nkc 2009 B{z oh-TgB (  re-open ) eoB dk c?;bk 



ehsk frnk j? ns/ j[D fJj e/; fwsh 08-12-2009 B{z ;[DtkJh bJh 



bfrnk j?.



(3) nkg dh gqshp/Bsh Bkb BZEh ehs/ rJ/ d;skt/i okjhA i' ;{uBk wzrh rJh 


j?, T[; pko/ fJ; dcso tb'A e'Jh fNgDh BjhA fdZsh ik ;edh. “

2.

Not satisfied with the reply of the PIO-cum- Manager Finance and Accounts, he filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority-cum- Secretary on 03.12.2009. Respondent on behalf of first appellate authority states that the case was heard on 06.01.2010 and the interim orders were passed by the first 
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appellate authority to supply the information. As per the directions of first appellate authority, the PIO supplied the information vide letter No. PSIC/ RTI/276/2009/211, dated 15.01.2010.  Again on 19.01.2010, the first appellate authority passed final orders and the case was closed.

3.

However, he filed a second appeal with the Commission on 27.01.2010 and notice of hearing was sent to all the parties for today.  A letter is received from Shri Ranjiv Goyal, appellant, that the case is fixed for hearing on 11.03.2010 and he is unable to attend the proceedings as he is busy with an important work and pleads that the case may be adjourned.

4.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the case has been decided by the first appellate authority and as per directions, the complete information stands supplied to the appellant.  However,as per the request of appellant, the  case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:11-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amrit lal s/o sh. Nath Ram,

Village Karian Pehalwan, PO: Canal Colony,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 404 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Raminder Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-APIO and Shri 

Gurdeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a letter, addressed to the Deputy Registrar, office of Punjab State Information Commission,  No. 9183, dated 08.03.2010 in which it is stated that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 9181, dated 08.03.2010 which has been received by the complainant on 08.03.2010.  On the receipt he has written as under :-



“ o;htv nkoHNhHJ/Hn?eN d/ sfjs gVskb fog'N dh i' 16 gkfJNK dh gqkgs 


ehsh rJh j? 4131 BzLtkbh BjhA fwbh.  signed/- 8/3/10.

2.

On the perusal of the application it reveals that he has demanded information against Ms.Parkash Kaur, former sarpanch of the village and findings dated 11.11.2008, No. 4131 against Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary- Supdt. Report.

3.

Since the complainant is not present, respondent is directed to 
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supply the information relating to the findings on the letter dated 11.11.2008 No.4131 against Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, if any available with the Department. Case is fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 11-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner

