STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parminder Singh,

S/o Shri Jagdev Singh,

R/O Village: Kahangarh,

Tehsil: Sunam, District: Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC - 3214/2010

Present:
Shri Parminder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Satinder Kumar Bansal, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Sunam and Shri Nirmal Singh Puniia, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent supplies the requisite information to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The Complainant is directed to go through the information. After perusing the information supplied to him today, the Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and requests that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 11. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Singh,

Village: Korewala Kalan,

Tehsil & Distrtict: Moga.






Complainant







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

Moga.









 Respondent

CC - 3198/2010

Present:
Shri Amandeep Singh Saini, Advocate for Shri Navinderjit Singh Dandiwal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Gurdaul Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Darshan Singh, Sarpanch, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Jagdish Singh filed an application dated nil with the PIO-cum- Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga for seeking certain information. On getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.07.2010, which was received in the Commission on 06.08.2010 against Diary No. 15312. After removing the deficiencies in his application as pointed out by the Deputy Registrar of the Commission, he again submitted his application in the Commission on 06.10.2010, which was received in the Commission on 18.10.2010 against Diary No. 19666. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the Complainant 
has not received any information from the PIO as yet. The Respondent states that they contacted Shri Jagdish Singh, Complainant who informed them  that he has not demanded any information in this case.  On the statement of the Respondent, the Complainant is contacted on his Mobile No. 98140-61044 to confirm whether he has demanded the information or not. The Complainant  confirms that he has demanded the information, which has not been supplied to him as yet  and for this purpose he has engaged an Advocate. 

3.

Accordingly, the Respondent-PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the Complainant asked for by him vide his application dated 15.06.2010 within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the BDPO, Moga-cum-PIO has not transferred the application of the Complainant to the Panchayat Secretary or Sarpanch for supplying the  information to the Complainant and more-over, information is late for more than five months. Therefore, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information.
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M.
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 in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.                      Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 11. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga.

2.      Shri Gurdaul Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village: 
          Korewala Kalan, Tehsil and District: Moga. 
3.    Shri Darshan Singh, Sarpanch, Village: Korewala  

         Kalan, Tehsil and District: Moga.            


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
Shri Hardev Singh,

Village: Dhupsari,

Block & Tehsil: Batala,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







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

Batala.








 Respondent

CC - 3167/2010

Present:
Shri Hardev Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Paramjit Singh, BDPO, Batala, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Hardev Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Batala on 15.07.2010 and demanded information on 3 points. He sent a reminder on 30.07.2010. The BDPO, Batala vide letter No. 2553, dated 13.08.2010 informed the Complainant that the information is not available in his office and the same may be obtained from the Revenue Department by filing a fresh application.  The Complainant returned this letter to the BDPO, Batala reiterating that the information relates to his office and may be supplied. Then the Complainant wrote  a letter  to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur on 16.08.2010, who directed the BDPO, Batala to supply information to the Complainant within 7 days. The BDPO, Batala supplied some information to the Complainant vide 
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letter No. 2635, dated  24.08.2010 and asked him to obtain remaining information from the Revenue Department   and from Sarpanch, Village: Dhupsari by filing fresh applications. The Complainant again returned this letter to the BDPO reiterating that the information has been asked from the office of BDPO, Batala and not from Revenue Department, which may be supplied. On getting no response,  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 01.09.2010, which was received in the Commission  on 03.09.2010 against Diary No. 11144. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties. 
2.

Shri Paramjit Singh, BDPO, who is present in the court today, states that the information running into 14 sheets  was sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 3990, dated 11.11.2010. The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete. He produces a Fard of 1981-1982, Had-bast No. 203, Tehsil: Batala, Village: Dhup-sari Khewat No. 58, Khatauni No. 123, which is handed over to the BDPO, Batala to get it checked from the Revenue Department and after verification,  if the information  is available in their record, the same may be supplied to the Complainant  and  one photo copy of the original Jama-badi of 1981-1982 duly authenticated be also supplied.
3.

A  perusal of the information, supplied to the Complainant,  reveals that the information relating to Para 3 has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied. In Para-2 the Complainant has mentioned a letter regarding which
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 his cousin  brother Shri Balwinder Singh S/o Shri Piara Singh has given a statement on 03.06.2010 and the Complainant  has demanded a copy of that statement.
4.

The BDPO is directed to verify whether any statement given by Shri Balwinder Singh is available in his record.  If it is available, then a copy of the statement alongwith a letter written by Shri Balwinder Singh  in the month of June, 2010 be supplied to the Complainant. 
5.

The BDPO states that the Complainant can visit his office on 25.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M. to get the information as stated above. On the mutual consent of both the parties, the Complainant is directed to visit the office of BDPO, Batala on 25.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M. and the  BDPO is directed to supply the information demanded by the Complainant  in Para 1 and 2 of his application dated 15.07.2010 and get receipt from the Complainant.
6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 01.12.2010 in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 11. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harchand Singh s/o sh. Shyam Singh,

Village: Prem Singh Wala, PO: Bujrak,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Samana, Distt. Patala.






 Respondent

CC No.3157  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Prem Singh Wala, on behalf of respondent, places on record a receipt dated 13.11.2010 from Shri Harchand Singh, complainant, in which he has stated that he has received the information as per his demand. He is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurjail Singh s/on Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village: Behmna, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 890 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Ms. Baljinder Kaur, ARCS-cum-APIO, Harbinder Kaur, 



Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf 

of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

Ms. Baljinder Kaur, ARCS-cum-APIO, states that information regarding para No.1  and 2,  Shri Jaswinder Singh, Clerk, has filed a case in the Court and has got stay from the Court.  The next date of hearing has been fixed on 11-12-2010 as reported by the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Samana. The information relating to para No. 3, inquiry report has been received from the Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala on 02.09.2009.  She further states that the case is under process for taking necessary action on the outcome of inquiry report of JRCS, Patiala.
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3.

It is directed the respondent-PIO will supply the detailed report about the action to be taken on the inquiry report of Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.

4.

The Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO assured the commission that the action taken report i.e. noting portion and correspondence made in the instant case with the office of JRCS, Patiala and vice versa will be supplied to the appellant within a week’s time. She further pleads that the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Pal Bhagi,

c/o Bank of India, VPO: Jamsher,

Distt. Jalandhar- 144020.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.3140  /2010

Present:
Shri Jatinder Paul Bhagi, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagdeep Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information is supplied in the court today in my presence. The complainant, after going through the information, wanted some clarifications, which have been recorded by the respondent in the covering letter. The complainant states that he is satisfied and pleads that the case may be closed.

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:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurjail Singh s/on Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village: Behmna, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Patiala.







 Respondent

AC No. 889 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Clerk, office of DRCS, Patiala, Shri 



Purshotam Clerk, office of ARCs, Samana and Shri Gulzar 


Singh, Manager on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present  on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that the information is not ready as yet and it will take some time to up date the complete information. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 21.12.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurjail Singh s/on Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village: Behmna, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Patiala.







 Respondent

AC No. 888 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Clerk, office of DRCS, Patiala, Shri 



Purshotam Clerk, office of ARCs, Samana and Shri Gulzar 


Singh, Manager on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present  on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that the information is not ready as yet and it will take some time to up date the complete information. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 21.12.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Sh. Angrej Singh,

Village: Jhok Hari Har,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 3216 /2010

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Satinderpal Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Lakhbir Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur on 20.08.2010. Further, he filed a reminder to the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur n 27.09.2010. After getting no information from the BDPO and DDPO, he filed a complaint with the commission on 18-10- 2010 which was received in the commission office on 19-10-2010 against diary No. 19771.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent places on record the information running into 14 pages. After going through the information, the complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him in the court today. On the consent of both the parties, the complaint is directed to visit the office of Panchayat 
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Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Jhok Hari Har, on 10-12-2010 at 11.00 AM. The complainant will, after inspection, identify the documents. The Panchayat Secretary  is directed to supply the same,  as identified by the complaint, duly authenticated there and then. If the complainant is satisfied with the information, as demanded by him, he may give in writing that he has received the information and is fully satisfied.  He may not attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing, the PIO will inform the commission that the requisite information, as identified by the complainant, has been supplied, along with a receipt from the complainant on the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 14.12.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarbjit Singh s/o sh. Surinder Singh,

R/o Village Jalla, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhdiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 2987 /2010

Present:
Shri Sarbjit Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Avtar Singh, VDO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing on 02-11-2010, Shri Sarbjit Singh has submitted his response/ observations dated 08.11.2010 to the respondent addressed to the Commission. However, letter addressed to the commission has not been received in its office. A photocopy of letter, as received by the office of BDPO, Doraha, is perused in the court which reveals that the information sought by the complainant in paras 1,2 and 3 is new. The information in para No 4, relating to clearance certificate, is supplied in the court in my presence. 

3.

Since the information as per the observations made by the complainant is new information which is not covered in his application dated 
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16-07-2010. Therefore he is directed to file a new application with the concerned PIO for the new information which he has demanded in his observations. If the complainant files a new application for the new information, the same be supplied within the period of 30 days.

4.

Since the information, as per his demand dated 16-07-2010, stands provided, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Parkash s/o Sh. Hari Ram,

Village: Kadiana, PO& Block Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.






 Respondent

CC No. 3139 /2010
Present:
Shri Narinder Parkash, complainant, in person.



Shri Balbir Singh, SEPO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent places on record the information to be supplied to the complainant, which is handed over to the complainant in the court and received by the complainant. After going through the information supplied to the complainant, he states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

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:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o sh. Budh Singh,

VPO: Bhourla, Distt. Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 3019 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sikander Singh, Superintendent, Shri Malkiat Singh 



Sarpanch and Shri Dharam Chand, Panchayat Secretary, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the Panchayat secretary has met with an accident and he could not prepare the requisite information and could not supply the same by 18th November, 2010. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one week.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation of orders on 01.12.2010 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Anand Mohan Singh,

209, Green Park near General Bus Stand,

Jalandhar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner,

Room N o. 312, 3rd Floor,

Jalandhar City.







 Respondent

CC No. 3213 /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.
ORDER

1.

Shri Anand Mohan Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Assistant Labour Commissioner, Jalandhar on 05.07.2010 and asked information about the number of Factories, Malls, Establishments, News Papers etc under the jurisdiction of Assistant Labour Commissioner, Jalandhar, where the Factories Act/ Labour Acts/ ESI is applicable with a copy to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Sahota Complex, Jalandhar, Manager, ESIC, Jalandhar and Deputy Director of Factories, Jalandhar on 23.07.2010.  The Central Public Information Officer, Employees’ Provident Fund Organisation, Sub Regional Office, Jalandhar, asked the complainant as under :-



“in this connection, it is advised you to please intimate the name 


and address of the establishments along with period for which 
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information is required so that the reply may be provided to you 


regarding whether such establishments are complying with 



Employees Fund and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 or not. “

Similarly, Deputy Director of Factories, Jalandhar supplied the information vide letter No. 444, dated 10.08.2010. PIO-cum- Assistant Labour commissioner, Jalandhar replied back to the complainant that the Regional Provident Fund commissioner and Deputy Director of Factories has supplied the information. After being not satisfied with the information supplied, he filed a complaint with the commission on 16-10-2010 which was received in the commission office on 19-10-2010 against diary No. 19764.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.

3.

Shri Anand Mohan Singh has informed the commission that due to deterioration of his health, it is not possible for him to undertake 8 hours journey from Jalandhar to Chandigarh and back on 23.11.2010. In case PIO of office of Assistant Labour commissioner, Jalandhar, has submitted any written reply, a copy of the same may kindly be sent to him. 

4.

As none is present on behalf of respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07.12.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
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5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i)
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner,

                        
Sahota complex, Jalandhar
.


(ii)
Manager, ESIC, Jalandhar..
(iii)
Deputy Director of Factories, Jalandhar.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

c/o Resurgence India, # 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of  appellant as well as respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present from the appellant as well as respondent side.

2.

The case was last heard on 02.11.2010 when the respondent-PIO was directed either to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 22.06.2010 or to produce a copy of stay order from the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.

3.

Since the respondent is not present in the court today, a period of seven days is granted either to comply with the orders of the commission or supply a copy of stay orders from the court.

4.

The case is fixed for final orders on 01.12.2010 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34,  Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:23-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

