STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh, S/o

Shri Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




   Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.35/2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Narinder Singh, XEN, W/S and Sanitation and Shri Vikrant Sood,  Superintendent Building,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26.3.2009, when observations/comments submitted by the Appellant were handed over to the Respondent in the court in my presence to supply the requisite  information to the Appellant within a period of 15 days but no action has so far been taken  by the Respondent. The Respondent requests  that since they are busy in the Lok Sabha Elections, the case may be adjourned.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh, S/o

Shri Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




   Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.36/2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Narinder Singh, XEN, W/S and Sanitation and Shri Vikrant Sood,  Superintendent Building,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26.3.2009, when observations/comments submitted by the Appellant were handed over to the Respondent in the court in my presence to supply the requisite  information to the Appellant within a period of 15 days but no action has so far been taken  by the Respondent. The Respondent requests  that since they are busy in the Lok Sabha Elections, the case may be adjourned.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh, S/o

Shri Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




   Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.37/2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Narinder Singh, XEN, W/S and Sanitation and Shri Vikrant Sood,  Superintendent Building,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26.3.2009, when observations/comments submitted by the Appellant were handed over to the Respondent in the court in my presence to supply the requisite  information to the Appellant within a period of 15 days but no action has so far been taken  by the Respondent. The Respondent requests  that since they are busy in the Lok Sabha Elections, the case may be adjourned.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhbir Singh Virk,

Village: Kasba Roorki,

P.O. Bahadurgarh, District: Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Sub-Urban Sub-Division,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Bahadurgarh
Grid, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 319 /2009
Present:
Shri Sukhbir Singh Virk,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 12.11.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information he sent a reminder to the PIO on 8.12.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 22.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 06.02.2009 against Diary No. 1565. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to the Respondent to pursue the case. The PIO is directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sat Pal,

S/o Shri Kundan Lal,

M/S Pal Cycle Works,

VPO: Bahadurgarh(Kasba),

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Sub-Urban Sub-Division,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Bahadurgarh
Grid, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 321/2009
Present:
Shri Sat Pal,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 12.11.2008 for seeking certain information. Again on getting no response, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 22.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 06.02.2009 against Diary No. 1566. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to the Respondent to pursue the case. The PIO is directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o

Shri Manmohan Singh,





Complainant

H.No. 224, WM, Basti Guzan,

Jalandhar.

   




Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Chief Engineer, Shakti Sadan, PSEB,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC No. 292 /2009

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.



Shri Tejinderjit Singh, AEE, PSEB, Jalandhar, on behalf of 


Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri Rakesh Kumar filed an application dated 19.11.2008 with the PIO o/o the Chief Engineer, Shakti Sadan, Punjab State Electricity Board, Jalandhar which was received in C.E.’s office on 19.11.2008 . The office of Chief Engineer (Distribution) transferred the application to the office of Senior XEN (Distribution), Model Town, Jalandhar on 25.11.2008 vide Memo No. 26980, dated 25.11.2008.  Sr. XEN (D) forwarded the application to Mr. Gupta, A.E.(Operations), Bastian Sub Division, Jalandhar, for necessary action and asked for the report. After getting no response, the Complainant filed an application with the first appellate authority, i.e. the Chief Engineer (Operations), 
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CC-292 of 2009
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Jalandhar on 22.12.2008. The Chief Engineer, being the first appellate authority 

did not take any action and simply transferred the application to Shri K.S,Sekhon, Sr,XEN (Distribution), Model Town, Jalandhar vide letter No. 475, dated 06.01.2009 and directed him to supply the information and report back to him.  Again the letter was forwarded to SDO (Distribution ) Bastian Sub division vide endst. No. 574, dated 20.01.2009.  After getting no response from the PIO as well as the first appellate authority C.E, Distribution, PSEB, Jalandhar, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 02.02.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 10th February, 2009 against receipt No. 1659.  Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings for today.  

  2.

Shri Tejinderjit Singh, AEE states that the Complainant has filed a similar application  in which information has been supplied to him vide memo No. 1734, dated 14.07.2008 along with the checking report by the Checking Officer, dated 04.07.2008.  Shri Tejinderjit Singh placed on record a letter dated 05.02.2009 relating to the instant case and further states that being the personal information, the information asked for cannot be supplied under Section 8 of the RTI Act.  The Complainant states that Shri Sham Sunder Sharma, the owner of the building has constructed first storey adjacent to his building,  using the wallof his building as common wall. The Respondent states that the case is already in 
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the Lower Court, and the Chief Judicial Magistrate has decided on 22.01.2009 and ordered in favour of the Complainant as below :-   

“It is ordered that the suit of the plaintiff is hereby decreed for mandatory injunction and the defendants No. 2 and 3 are hereby directed to remove the illegal construction raised by the defendant No.1 over the exclusive wall of the house of the plaintiff, shown in red colour, fully elucidated in the head note of the plaint within a span of two months and the defendant No. 1 is further restrained from running factory in the residential area which is a polluting unit and is a source of nuisance to the residents of the locality.  Suit is decreed with costs.”

3.

 He further states that the owner of the factory  filed a case with the  District & Sessions Judge, Jalandhar.   

 4.                  It is directed that the Respondent will supply the complete information as per the demand of the Complainant from the year 1990 when the application was moved with the PSEB for a commercial connection by the owner of the factory including the registry and  Wasitanama, if any, along with the affidavit and Test Report passed by the competent authority within a period of 15 days. The Complainant states that when he approached Shri D.N.Gupta, SDE (Distribution), Bastian sub-division, Jalandhar to hand over the application for information, he refused to take the application, then the Complainant approached the Chief Engineer for the information in the instant case. It is further directed that the C.E. may get  an enquiry  conducted from the senior officer as to why Shri Gupta refused to take the application and spoken  unparliamentary language 
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-4-
to Shri Rakesh Kumar.  It is also directed that Shri Rakesh Kumar will file an affidavit stating the instance to the Chief Engineer with a copy to the Commission within a week’s time i.e. on 4th of  May, 2009.   

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14-05-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh Grewal

House No. 20213, Street No. 12-D,

Bibiwala Road, GTB Nagar, Bathinda.



      Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 318 /2009

Present:

Shri Baldev Singh Grewal, Complainant, in person.




Shri Rajinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of 



Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Baldev Singh Grewal, the Complainant, filed an application with the PIO on 5.11.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20-10-2009.  The complainant filed a reminder with the Chief Public Information Officer on 19.02.2008.  Again he sent a letter to the Chief Engineer, R & W, ( RTI Division), PSEB. Patiala on 28.03.2009.  

2.

The Respondent states that the information relating to the instant case has been supplied to the Complainant vide memo No. 58934,  dated 19.01.2009.  The Complainant states that he has received the incomplete  information.  He has sent his objections/ observations on the information supplied to him.  After deliberations in the Court today, the Respondent states that the information will be provided to him within a period of one week.  The Respondent states that the information 
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-2-
relating to part-I has been supplied and the information relating to part-II i.e. the vacancies on a particular date i.e. 03.03.2006, 19.07.2007 and 26.02.2008 will be supplied within a week.  

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of  orders on 18.05.2009 in the Chamber in SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.  


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sangram Singh s/o late Sh. Daljit Singh,

Village: Niwan Dhakala, PO. Behirampur,

Distt. Gurdaspur.









      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Social Security & Welfare of women

& Children, Punjab, Chandigarh.










 Respondent

CC No. 305 /2009

Present:

Shri Darshan Singh on behalf of Complainant. 




Ms. Shakuntla, on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 22.12.2008 and after getting no response, he filed a complaint  dated 05.02.2008 with the Commission which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary No. 1529. Shri Darshan Singh placed on record authority letter to attend the hearing on behalf of Shri Sangram Singh son of Shri Daljit Singh.  

2.

On perusal of the file, it is found that the application submitted by the Complainant is neither legible nor readable.  Moreover, the copies said to have been attached with the application have not been received. The complainant is directed to supply the copies, said to be attached with the application  to the Commission as well as to the Respondent within a week’s time.  

3.

Respondent states that action is being taken by the District Social Security Officer as per the instructions issued by the Department.  She further states that so far as the age factor is concerned, age certificate is being issued 
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by the Civil Surgeon of the concerned District.  She further states that an enquiry is going on, necessary action will be taken after the receipt of final inquiry report. She pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for two months.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.06.2009. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh s/o Sh. Gurbax  Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 









    
  Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.











 Respondent

CC No. 301 /2009

Present:

Shri Tejinder  Singh, Complainant, in person. 




Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO, Headquarter on behalf of 



Respondent.


ORDER

1.

Shri Tejinder Singh, filed an application with the PIO and the same was received in the Municipal Corporation office vide letter No. 719/PIO/R-11/R, dated 14.11.2008. He filed a reminder with the PIO on 15.11.2008 and after getting no response, he filed a complaint dated 21.01.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 05.02.2009 against receipt No. 1529.  Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings today.  

2.

Respondent places on record letter No. 1501, dated 10.04.2009 by Shri Tejinder Singh, in which the complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information.  He  pleads 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: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parkash Singh Chugh,

National President, Bhartiya Anti Corruption Welfare

Forum, India, HO 1831, Opp. Dera Kalsian,

Dhuri Line, Miller Ganj, Ludhiana. 










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.  










 Respondent

CC No. 325 /2009

Present:
Shri Parkash Singh Chugh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO, on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Shri Parkash Singh Chugh, the Complainant, filed an appeal with the PIO 31.12.2008. After getting no response, he filed a complaint dated 27.1.2009 with the Commission which was received in the Commission office on 11.02.2009 against receipt N o. 1816.  Accordingly, both the parties were issued notices to attend the proceedings today.  

2.

The Respondent placed on record a letter dated 04.04.2009 from Shri Parkash Singh Chugh in which he has written that he has received the required information and is satisfied with the information supplied by the Respondent.  Respondent further states that since the information has been supplied and the complainant is satisfied, 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: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parkash Singh Chugh,

National President, Bhartiya Anti Corruption Welfare

Forum, India, HO 1831, Opp. Dera Kalsian,

Dhuri Line, Miller Ganj, Ludhiana. 

 








      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.  










 Respondent

CC No. 326 /2009

Present:
Shri Parkash Singh Chugh, Complainant, in person. 



Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO, on behalf of Respondent.  


ORDER

1.

The Complainant filed an application dated 02.01.2009 with the PIO. After getting no response from the PIO, the complainant filed a complaint No. 6795, dated 27.01.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 11.02.2009 vide receipt No. 1817.  Accordingly, both the parties were issued notices to attend the proceedings today.  

2.

The Respondents states that the information asked for by the complainant is lengthy and the staff has been put on election duty. He pleads that the case may be adjourned.  The request is acceded to.  

3, 

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Mohinder Kaur widow of

Shri Chuhar Singh, 16473/A, Street No. 4,

Baba Farid Nagar, Near Bibiwala Chowk,

Bathinda.  










      Complainant





Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Bathinda Development Authority,

(PUDA), Bhagu Road, Bathinda.    










 Respondent

CC No. 2394  /2008.

Present:

None is present from Complainant side.  




Shri Tara Singh, SDO on behalf of Respondent.


ORDER

1.

Smt. Mohinder Kaur, the Complainant, filed an appeal dated 01.09.2008 with the PIO.  As she did not get any response from the PIO, she filed a complaint dated 11.10.2008 with the Commission which was received in the Commission office on 23.10.2008  against diary No. 13894. Case was last heard on 19.03.2009 when the complainant was not present.  The complainant is not present even today.  Shri Tara Singh, SDO states that the information has been supplied to her vide letter No. RTI/81/BDA/Bathinda-09/ 82, dated 16.03.2009 running into four sheets including  the covering letter.  Respondent states that the complainant is not present and she has received the information and she seems to be satisfied.  Moreover no comments have been received from her.  He further pleads that 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: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
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Smt. Mohinder Kaur and her son, Shri Gurjinder Singh, appeared at 2.00 PM after the hearing is over in the instant case. Due to mis-understanding  of time, they could not attend the Court in the morning.  However, on their request they are allowed to argue the case.  She pleads that one more case is being heard in the Court of Mrs. Ravi Sidhu, SIC and is fixed for hearing on 03.06.2009.She states that she is not satisfied with the information supplied to her.  She further  pleads that this case may please be transferred to the Bench of Mrs. Ravi Sidhu, SIC.  Accordingly, the Registrar may put up the case to CIC for further transferring the same to the Bench of Mrs. Ravi Sidhu., SIC.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Registrar, PSIC, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charan Singh Panch &

Naresh Singh, Panch.

Village: Majri, PO: Sialba,

Distt.SAS Nagar (Mohali). 






Complainant







Vs

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

Panchayats Officer, Sector-17, Chandiglarh.  



 Respondent

CC No. 2225 /2008

Present:

Shri Charan Singh , the Complainat, in person.  




Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, BDPO, Majri, Shri 




Gurminder Singh, Superintendent, Shri Kulwant Singh, 



Panchayat Secretary, o/o Director, Rural Development & 



Panchayats and Shri Nachhattar Singh, Panchayat 




Secretary, Majri, on behalf of Respondent.  

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on n 19.03.2009 when it was directed that the PIO of office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats and Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, Block Development & Panchayat Officer will attend the proceedings in person along with the original record.  As per instructions, Shri Ravinder Singh attended the proceedings along with original record which was shown to the Complainant in the Court today.  After inspecting the record/ documents as  identified by the complainant,  the copies of the same have been provided to him and the Complainant states that he has received the information as per his demand.  

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o

Shri Jeet Singh,

VPO: Gill Kalan, Distt. Bathinda.  




      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer (Secondary

Education) Mohali.  







 Respondent

CC No. 278 /2009

Present:

Shri Gurcharan Singh, the Complainant, in person. 




None is present on behalf of Respondent.  


ORDER

1.

Shri Gurcharan Singh filed an application  dated 04.12.2008 with the PIO. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 23.01.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 06.02.2009 vide diary No. 1622.  Accordingly both the parties were issued notices to attend the proceedings today.  

2.

As none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the Complainant states that he has not received any information till date.  The Respondent is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant as per his demand and   the PIO will attend the hearings in person on the next date of hearing.

3

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26-05-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Kumar,

House No. 33159, Street No. 01,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda- 151005.  










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda. 








 Respondent

CC No. 299 /2009

Present:

Shri Rajesh Kumar, the Complainant, in person.  




Shri Pardeep Singh,  Inspector, House Tax,  on  behalf of 


Respondent.  

ORDER

1.

The Respondent placed on record a letter No. 1390/HT, dated 16.04.2009 along with the letter dated 15.04.2009 from the Complainant stating that the information has been supplied and the Complainant has received the required information and is satisfied.  He has no complaint.  The Respondent further pleads that the complainant has received the information, therefore, the case may be closed.  

2

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
