STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harpreet Sharma,

S/o Sh, Mohar Lal,

R/o # 651, Dashmesh Nagar,

Near Truck Union, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1626 of 2011
Present:-       (i) Sh. Harpreet Sharma, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Sawan Iqbal Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that most of the information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and point out the documents required by him. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the same to the Complainant. 
3.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravi Bhushan Mehru,

S/o Late Sh. F.G. Mehru,

R/o H. No. 1055, Sector-15,

Panchkula.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries and 

Export Corporation,18 Himalaya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17/B, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3171 of 2011
Present:-       (i) Sh. R.B.Mehra, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO alongwith Sh. Divakar Dogra, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Gujinder Singh , SDE on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Complainant states that still complete information has not been provided to him. Respondent states that the inforamtion is with the Vigilance department. Complainant further states that information relating to the deficiencies has already been pointed out. Respondent states that he has not received the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant. Another copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant is given to the Respondent  today by the Complainant. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manmohan Singh,

Additional Director, Retd.,

# 897, Phase-10, Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Industries and Commerce,Pb

Secretariat Branch, Udyog Bhawan,

Ground Floor, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3167 of 2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Sohan Singh, Suptd alongwith Smt. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant but he has not pointed out any deficiencies so far. He further states that most of the inforamtion sought by the Complainant relates to the queries, which are not to be replied. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Last opportunity is given to the Complainant to point out deficiencies to the Respondent in the inforamtion provided. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.

3.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o Sh. Atma Sigh,

Smt. Gurwinder Kaur,

W/o Sh. Nirmal Singh,

R/o # 2096, Sector-71,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, 

Phase-6, Verka Milk Plant.

SAS Nagar, Mohali,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

APPEAL REMANDED TO 

First Appellate Authority –cum-

Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Sector-17, Chandigarh
AC No. 1083 of 2011

Present:-        (i) Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant

          (ii) Sh. Baldev Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, SAS Nagar, Mohali on 23.05.2011. Appellant states that incomplete and un-authenticated inforamtion has been given to him so far. The Appellant, thereafter, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.
I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the FAA has acted as only a post office by sending a letter to the Respondent-PIO/ public authority asking him to provide the 
Contd…P-2
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requisite information. This is a wrong practice. This only adds to unnecessary paper work and serves no purpose in so far as supply of information is concerned. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e Registrar Cooperative Societies, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Nirmal Singh.

4.
The Commission, hereby, direct the FAA to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard. 

5.
The FAA is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 23.05.2011 to the Appellant. 
6.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission; 

2.
Copy of RTI application on 23.05.2011 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village-Bholapur, Jhebewal,

P.O.Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1082 of 2011

Present:-       (i) S. Jasbir Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO, the PIO
ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that there is delay in supplying the supplying the information due to the strike. He further states that Appellant should visit their office on any working day and inspect the record and obtain the information. Appellant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and point out the documents required by him. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the same to the Appellant. 
3.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surjan Singh,

# 5232, Ward No.16,

Village-Sukhrampur Taprian,

Distt-Roopnagar.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1109 of 2011

Present:-         (i) Sh. Surjan Singh, the Appellant

           (ii) Sh. Davinder Kumar, Suptd. and Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant except item no. 6.  Respondent is agreed to provide the information regarding item no. 6 today itself i.e. copy of seniority list. 
3.
In view of the above statement of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmail Singh,

Sabka Sarpanch, Village-Toot,

Tehsil-Patti, P.O.Bangala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3158 of 2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

          (ii) Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 19.09.2011. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

# 2314, Phase-11,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3163 of  2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Amit Narula, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant i.e. vehicle no. PBK-1367 is Rajdoot Motorcycle which is registered in the name of Smt. Paramjit Kaur. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided. Since, information has been provided, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagat Singh, IPS,

# B-3, MCH/235, Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp.Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Minister, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Minister, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1094 of 2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Major Singh, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO alongwith Sh. Yog Raj Sharma, APIO, the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved. 

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Etension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3139 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 

          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than six months. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.
Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Extension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Sales,

Jalandhar-1.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3147 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 


          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than six months. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.

Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Extension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3146 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 


          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than six months. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.

Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Extension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3145 of 2011
Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 


          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than six months. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.

Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Extension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3144 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 


          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than six months. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.

Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.6, Jyoti Nagar, Extension,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3143 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Rabinder Singh, the Complainant 


          (ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011 with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, but incomplete information has been given to him so far. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the above, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Om Parkash Jindal,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Rai,

R/o # 164, Ward No.15,

Jawahar Ke Road, Mansa.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3169 of 2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Gurjeet Singh, Clerk, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. He further states that Complainant has been informed to approach the concerned department regarding the information which does not relate to their office. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagat Singh, IPS,

# B-3, MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp.Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Minister, Pb,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Minister, Pb,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1062 of 2011

Present:-       (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Major Singh, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO alongwith Sh. Yog Raj Sharma, APIO, the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved. 


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th December , 2011

