STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balwinder Kumar,

E.T.T. Teacher,

Ward No. 11, Khana Patti,

Bhikhi, District: Mansa.




           
Appellant 







Vs

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

Bhikhi, District: Mansa. 






 Respondent

AC No. 669 /2008

Present:
Shri    Balwinder Kumar, Appellant, in person. 


Shri   Darshan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 27.8.2008 for seeking certain information and on getting no response he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 10.11.2008.  Again on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority,   he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 25.12.2008, which was received in the Commission office on 30.12.2008 against Diary No. 17975. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has also approached Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat,  Director Rural Development & Panchayat , Additional Deputy Commissioner(D) Mansa and BDPO,  Bhikhi for getting 
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information about the medical reimbursement claim of his wife, who has been suffering from cancer and is getting  treatment at Oswal Cancer Hospital, Ludhiana.

3.

The Respondent states that they sent the medical bill to the Treasury for clearance under Salary Head of teachers but the same has been received back with the remarks that no medical grant is available under Salary Head of teachers.

4.

He further states that  now a  grant of Rs. 20/- Lakh has been received out of which  Rs. One  lakh is under Medical Head for District Mansa.  Thus medical bill of the Appellant has been sent to the District Treasury for payment. He assures the Commission that the payment will be released within a week.

5.

The Appellant requests that suitable action may be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying the information within stipulated period of 30 days and further requests that he may be awarded compensation for the detriment suffered by him due to late supply of information. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.3.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Ranjit Kaur, 

W/0 Shri Sukhdev Singh,

# 328, Phase: 3-B-1, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC No. 3150 /2008

Present:
Smt. Ranjit Kaur,  Complainant, in person.


Shri   Ashok Pathria, Accountant,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information  relating to Points (a) to (h) has been supplied vide Memo. No. 79, dated 11.12.2008. The Complainant states that the information relating to Points (i), (j) and (k) has not been supplied.  The Respondent states that the information relating to Point (i) will be supplied except the date of birth of the persons from whom ‘Teh Bazari’ has been collected.  Shri  Ashok Pathria, Divisional Accountant Grade-1-cum-PIO assures the Commission that the information relating to Point (i) will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days and the information relating to Points (j) and (k) is not 
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available with Municipal Council Mohali, which can be obtained from PUDA/GMADA.  He pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

The  Complainant is, accordingly, advised to file a fresh application with the concerned Public Authority i.e. PUDA/GMADA to obtain information relating to Points (j) and (k).  

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.  However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if the information relating to Point (i) is not supplied to her within a period of 15 days. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Vig, Govt. Contractor,

#   HM- 126, Phase-IV, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Sagrao Construction Division SYL,

SCO: 1088-89, Sector:22-B,Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2151/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Anupam Sharma, Divisional Accounts Officer and  Shri Aslo Dev, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 3.2.2009,  when the PIO agreed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders. 

2.

The Respondent submits a copy of a letter dated 11.2.2009 from the Complainant addressed to the Executive Engineer, Patiala –Ki –Rao, SYL, Chandigarh vide which he has  intimated that he has received the requisite information as per his demand and has requested that the case may be treated as closed. The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

3.

Therefore,   the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ishar Singh Walia,

# B-36/366, Vikas Nagar, 

Sunet Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

MR No.117/2008

 in CC No.1453 /2007

Present:
Shri Ishar Singh Walia,  Complainant,  in person.
Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO  and Shri Bhagat Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that as per the directions given by  Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, the Complainant is to approach Financial Commissioner, Animal Husbandry for getting  his grievances redressed and accordingly the Complainant has been informed vide Memo. No. E-5/4034, dated 17.2.2009. He pleads that since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram,

Ludhiana- 141 002.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2564/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO-cum-Legal Assistant, and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, requisite information stands  supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

However, I regret to point out that Municipal Corporation Ludhiana did not bother to take appropriate  action on the representation of the Complainant, presented  to Shri Kuldip Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner, Ludhiana. Only notices under Section 169(1) and 270(1) of Municipal Act, 1976 were issued but no further action regarding violations made by the owner of plot 
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No. 19, South Model Gram, Ludhiana was taken,   when the building constructed by the owner of plot No. 19 posed  a serious threat to the life and property of the Complainant.  Now, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana should take immediate steps to prevent any mishap due to digging of plot No. 19 by its owner. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for  taking immediate necessary action. 



      Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram,

Ludhiana- 141 002.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent
CC No.2565/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO-cum-Legal Assistant, and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.1.2009, when it was directed that Shri Surinder Singh  Bindra, ATP will appear in person alongwith requisite information demanded by  the Complainant. 

2.

The Respondent states that Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP, has been transferred to Jalandhar . Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, present ATP has intimated the Complainant vide letter No. 266-267/ATP-D, dated 25.2.2009, with a copy to the Commission,  that the requisite Plan could not be traced out from the record as the Plan is 18 years old. 

3.

The Respondent requests that one more opportunity may be given so that efforts could be made to trace out the Plan from the record. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 02.04.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Inderjeet Singh,

S/o Shri Manohar Singh,

#  L.I. G. -52, Narotam Nagar,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Khanna.





 Respondent

CC No. 3164/2008

Present:
Shri   Inderjeet Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Shri  Mohan Lal,  Head Draftsman,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Inderjeet Singh, Complainant,  filed an application  with the PIO on 16.8.2007 seeking certain information. Firstly, the PIO-cum-Accountant informed the Complainant that information cannot be supplied being third party and is exempted under Section 8(1)(d) and Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act, 2005 but vide letter No. 2361, dated 18.12.2007 supplied information running into three sheets, to the Complainant,  giving details of the land and the registries registered with the Revenue Department. The Complainant was not satisfied with the information supplied to him  and he filed a complaint with the Commission on 30.12.2008. 
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2.

The Complainant states that he wants approved Plans of the commercial property being constructed by the Builders. The Respondent states that this,  being a third party information,  cannot he supplied. 

3.

After going through the Plans brought by the Respondent in the court today, it is directed that the PIO will supply  the size/area   of the plot, Zoning  and plinth level, as  approved by the Municipal Council, to the Complainant,  duly authenticated. 

4.

Accordingly, the Respondent supplies the requisite information, duly authenticated, to the Complainant in the court today in my presence and the Complainant is satisfied. 

5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2091/2008

Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri M M. Sayal, the then Deemed PIO-cum-XEN, Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Shri Vishal Sayal, Building Inspector and Shri Ashok Vij, L. A.,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The judgement is reserved. 


3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2092/2008

Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri M M. Sayal, the then Deemed PIO-cum-XEN, Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Shri Vishal Sayal, Building Inspector and Shri Ashok Vij, L. A.,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The judgement is reserved. 


3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sudagar Singh,S/o Shri Kaka Singh,

# Chuni Khurd near Chuni Kalan,

Tehsil: Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


Complainant







Vs

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

Fatehgarh Sahib.






 Respondent

CC No.2748/2008

Present:
Shri Sudagar Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 10. 1. 2009,  it was directed that Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib will attend the proceedings in person alongwith the requisite information  and the original file of Shri Amrik Singh, Ex-Sarpanch and now Panch of Village Chuni Khurd, on the next date of haring i.e. today.

2.

Shri Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer, who is present on behalf of Shri Darshan  Singh, BDPO, states that  Shri Darshan Singh, BDPO, is unable to attend the proceeding today as he is admitted in PGI due to ill health. He , however, hands over  requisite information , as available on record, to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 

Contd…..p/2

CC No.2748/2008



-2-

3.

Shri Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer, further states that Shri Sudagar Singh has been filing applications every day just to harass the Respondent and to black-mail him. He assures that he will file an affidavit in this regard and  requests that necessary action may be taken against the Complainant. As and when Shri Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer files an affidavit against Shri Sudagar Singh, Complainant, in respect of the allegations levelled against him, suitable action will be recommended to the Government against the Complainant. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jamiat Singh Palial,

Village: Palli, P. O. Bhater,

Tehsil: Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Talwara.








 Respondent

CC No.3129/2008

Present:
Shri Jamiat Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Salinder Singh, Panchayat  Secretary and Ms. Urmila Devi, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The application of the Complainant dated 13.6.2008, vide which he has demanded information on five points, is discussed/argued in the court today and after detailed deliberations it is directed that the Respondent will send the requisite information to the Complainant  as per his demand, at his residence,  through special messenger, within a period of 15 days,  with a copy to the Commission and due receipt is taken from the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.04.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Pal Joshi,

President PSTC Workers Union,

# 840, Ward No.10,Badala Road, 

Near Green Market, Kharar, Distt.Mohali.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Engineer(Operation & Maintenance Division),

P.S.T.C.Ltd. SCO No.29 (Back Side),

Sector: 26, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1765/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Gurjit Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, Tubewell Corporation, Morinda, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant and requests that the Complainant may be directed to collect the information from his office at Morinda on any working day and pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to collect the information on any working day from the office of APIO at Morinda from 11.00 AM to 4.00 PM.

3.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing,  the case is disposed of due to non-pursuance on the part of the Complainant. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Suresh Sood,

S/o Shri Dev Datt Sood,

H. No. 14/329, Gali Soodan,

Mohalla Sodhian, Moga.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.3162/2008

Present:
Shri Suresh Sood, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Shinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over the requisite information,  running into one sheet,  to the Complainant in the court today in my presence vide letter No. 11274, dated 25.2.2009. He pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Ram  Kumar,

S/o Shri Chanan Ram,

Near Internal( Andarla ) Dera,

TAPA, Tehsil: Tapa, District: Barnala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, Human Rights Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 20-21-22, Sector:34, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 3125/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri O. P. Sadana, Joint Registrar-cum-PIO and Ms. Shivani, Dealing Assistant,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

 Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO states that the requisite information, as per the demand of the Complainant,  has been supplied to him twice;  firstly vide letter No. RTI-407/2773/22/2008/PSHRC/2008/68127, dated 24.12.2008 and secondly vide letter No. RTI-407/2773/22/2008/PSHRC/2009/`14144 dated 17.2.2009 and pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

The Complainant is not present. His absence shows that he might have received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 







Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Atma Ram,

S/o Late Shri Milkhi Ram,

# 17772, Khaddar Bhandar Wali Gali,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No.2559/2008
Present:
Shri Atma Ram, Complainant, in person.
Shri Kamal Kant, Executive Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Gurpreet Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The PIO states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.1.2009, the Complainant visited his office on 11.2.2009 and inspected the  record. After identification, requisite information relating to Para-7 was  supplied to him but the record relating to Para 6 and 8 could not be traced out. He requests that the case may be adjourned for at least 15  days so that efforts could be made to trace out the record relating to Para 6 and 8 and if  the  record could not be traced out,  then an affidavit in this regard will be submitted.

3.

Therefore, the  case is fixed for further hearing on 02.04.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajan Singla,

# 2679-B, Tilak Bhawan, 

G. T. Road,  Bathinda.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.




 Respondent

AC No.525/2008

Present:
Shri Rajan Singla, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Kamal Kant, Executive Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Gurpreet Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Judgement is reserved. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjeev Sharma,

S/o Shri B. D. Sharma,

L. I. G. – 92, Model Town, Bathinda. 




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Public Relations Officer,

Bathinda. 








 Respondent

CC No.3123/2008

Present:
Shri   Sanjeev Sharma,  Complainant, in person.

Shri   Waheguru Pal Singh, DPRO, Bathinda,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 3.11.2008. On getting no response, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 24.12.2008, which was received in the Commission office on 26.12.2008. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information running  into one sheet was supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PRB-2008/1283, dated 26.11.2008,  which has been received by the Complainant,  who confirms it in the court today. The Complainant states that the documents required by him have not been provided to him and requests the Commission that directions may be 

Contd……..p/2

CC No.3123/2008



-2-
issued to the PIO to supply him a list of Press Reporters, to whom Diaries and Telephone Directories have been supplied in the District of Bathinda.  The Respondent states that  no record of Diaries and Telephone Directories has been maintained as these are received in piece-meal from time to time from the Head Office. However, he assures the Commission that  the record of Diaries and Telephone Directories will be duly  maintained from now onwards.

3.

On the mutual consent of both the parties, Shri Sanjeev  Sharma, the Complainant will visit the office of District Public Relations Officer, Bathinda on 5.3.2009 at 11.00 A. M. to inspect the record and identify the documents,  required by him. The PIO will put up the Receipt Register, Despatch Register and the Correspondence  portion made between DPRO Bathinda and Director Public Relations, Chandigarh, to the Complainant,  for inspection/identification. After identification of required documents by the Complainant, the same will be supplied to him by the PIO on the spot. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 

19-03-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 26. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

