STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.







___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1571 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Subhash Gupta, Assitt. Trust Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 16.04.2009, informed the complainant that the recovery of Rs. 25,000/- from Sh. Harinder Singh has been stayed by an order dated 09.07.2008 of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana. 


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Thakur Dass,

VPO – Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur,

Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt Development and Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur,Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1440 of 2008

Present:        i)   
 None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
 Sh. Ashok Kumar Supdt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent in this case has raised a demand of Rs. 660/- as the prescribed fee for the information which runs into 330 pages @ Rs.2/- per page, and has sent several communications to the complainant to deposit the amount and collect the information but he has ignored these communications of the respondent. 


In the above circumstances, the case is disposed of and the information may be given to the complainant by the respondent as and when he deposits the prescribed fee. 


    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. R.S. Walia,

S/o Sri Anant Ram Walia,

H. No. 260, Model Town,

Ambala City.





___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.



_________ Respondent

AC No. 359 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. R.S. Walia complainant in person.

ii)     
Sub-Inspector Iqbal Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

Following the issuance of orders dated 25-2-2009, upon the receipt of a complaint from Sri R.S.Walia that the orders of the Commission dated 24-9-2008 have not been complied with, the remaining information has now been provided by the respondent to Sri Walia vide his letter dated 9-4-2009.

It is a matter of regret that the orders of the Court dated 24-9-2008 were not complied with within the period of 30 days prescribed in the RTI Act, and also mentioned in the orders of the Commission.  It was only after directions were issued for the second time on 25-2-2009 that the orders were complied with, resulting in a delay of more than five months beyond the period of 30 days allowed under the RTI Act.


The SSP-cum-PIO, SAS Nagar is directed to inquire into the causes of this unusual delay and to fix the responsibility for it on the official or officials concerned.  The result of the inquiry and the action taken thereon should be submitted to the Court at 10 AM on 29-5-2009.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
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A copy is forwarded to Sh. Parag Jain, IGP (HQ)-cum-PIO, O/o DGP, Sector 9, Chandigarh for information and necessary action.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Pawan Kumar Dutt,

328, Sector 21-A,

Chandigarh.





  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO,

Patiala, Punjab.

                  





  __________ Respondent

AC No. 428   of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. A.S. Gagra, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has sent a fax message that he is on leave because of his wife having undergone a surgery on 16.04.2009 and has requested for an adjournment of this case. 

In the above circumstances, the request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 15.05.2009, on which date the progress in the matter of compliance of the Court’s orders dated 31.01.2009 will be reviewed, and the PIO’s response to the show cause notice for the imposition of a penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be considered.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sub. Maj. Tarsem Lal (Retd.),

House No 386, Ward No. 6,

Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur – 144201

District Jalandhar.





           …Appellant/complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,




O/o Director, Sainik Welfare Punjab,

Sector 21, Chandigarh
(CC No. 2672 of 2008)


& 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt Sainik Welfare Officer,

Jalandhar.








….Respondent

AC Nos. 551, 560, 572, of 2008 

& 
CC Nos. 2672, 2743 of 2008
Present:        i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Harjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant points out that he is unable to locate the precise application for information which is being considered in these cases, merely from the case number. To remove this doubt of the complainant, he has been given the reference number and date of the complaints/appeals in these five cases in the court today. 

The complainant has been requested to make a statement in respect of each of these cases, pin–pointing the deficiency which he is alleging in respect of the concerned points contained in his applications for information. This statement should be sent by him to the respondent as well as to the Commission within 10 days and the respondent is directed to be present in the court on the next date of hearing either personally or through the APIO, with his response to each of the deficiencies being alleged by the complainant.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 22.05.2009 for further consideration and orders. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Col. (Retd.) Prem Singh Grewal,

# 104, New Officers Colony (Prem Kunj),

Stadium Road, Patiala.






___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








__________ Respondent

AC No. 611 of 2008
Present:        i)   
Col. (Retd.) Prem Singh Grewal, complainant   in person.
ii)     
ASI  Baldev  Raj,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 25-2-2009, the respondent has submitted to the Commission copies of the annexures ‘A’ to ‘S’ enclosed with the written statement of Sri  Harbaksh  Singh and the same has been handed over to the appellant in the Court today.  However, there is no mention in the covering letter of the respondent about the complaint which was handed over to the DIG on 11-7-2007, a copy of which was also required to be given to the appellant.   The appellant has also submitted a letter dated March, 2009 , a copy of which has been handed over to the respondent, in which he has mentioned some points on which the information has still not been supplied to him.  The respondent may examine this letter and after consultation of his records, give the information which is available in the records to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-5-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Amarjit Singh,

# 180, Gali No. 5,

G.T.B. Nagar,

Mandi Mullanpur Dakha,

District Ludhiana.




__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh








          __________ Respondent

AC No. 34 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Amarjit Singh complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

Today’s hearing has been necessitated by the complaint of Sri Amarjit Singh that information as applied for by him vide his application dated 15-9-2008 has not been given to him in full by the respondent. The discrepancies pointed out by the complainant  in his letter dated 3-3-2009 were considered during the course of the hearing and as a result thereof, the PIO, office of PUNSUP is directed to take action as follows:-

Point No. 9



The complainant states that the information asked for by him at point No. 9has not been given to him.  This is in complete contradiction to the proceedings of the personal hearing held on 22-12-2008 which have been recorded in respect of this point.  To remove any doubt, the respondent may ensure that the noting portion of the file on which the DPC was constituted and also the meeting(s) of the DPC were held during the year 2006 for the promotion of Additional Manager to the post of Manager  is given to the complainant.
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Point No. 14.

Copies of the notings from the level of dealing assistant up to the level of the competent authority leading to the finalizing of seniority list of clerks conveyed vide endorsement No. Amla-7(13)-2991/18983 dated 27-11-2001 is required to be  supplied to the complainant. It has been recorded in the proceedings of the personal hearing held on 22-12-2008 that this has been done but it was also recorded that some additional information was required be given to the complainant. The respondent should ensure that this has been done.
Point No.15

The respondent may check up his records and if any particular rules or Punsup bye-law has been mentioned therein on the basis of which Mr. Harmesh Kumar Jasaal ‘s appointment letter was issued some days after he had joined, the same may be intimated to the complainant, as had been assured during his personal hearing held on  22-12-2008. If there is no such information in the record, this also should be conveyed to him.


A copy each of the application for information of the complainant dated 25.9.2008 and the list of discrepancies submitted by him vide letter dated 3-3-2009, is enclosed with these orders for facility of reference of the respondent.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-5-2009 for confirmation of compliance. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Ram Piari,

w/o Sh. Amritsaria Mal,

R/o B-23/78, Old Grain Market,

Kapurthala.

 




   
    _______________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar-I, Punjab.  

 





         _______________Respondent
CC No. 2475 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sri Jugal Kishore on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)     
S. Satpal Singh, ETO, Jalandhar-I, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 06.03.2009, the respondent has submitted an affidavit which gives details of the record available in his office after the civil court had given a decision that Smt. Ram Piari, widow of Sh. Amrisria Mal is a partner in the firm M/s Kishori Lal Ram Saran Dass, Jalandhar. The record which is available has already been given to the complainant and in addition, the respondent has written a letter dated 09.04.2009 to the firm, informing them that in the light of the decision of the civil court dated 30.03.2007, the partnership deed dated 12.12.1996 of the firm (in which Smt. Ram Piari has been included as a partner) may be treated as the firm’s partnership deed for all purposes. Copies of this letter and of the affidavit submitted by him to the Court have also been given to the complainant for his information.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sajan Singh,

Chairman & President,

Pb. Subordinate Services Federation &

Pb. & U.T. Employees Joint Action Committee,

3030, Sector 56-A,Chandigarh



   
    _______________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Director, Sainik Welfare-cum-Secretary,

Sainik Board Punjab,

Sector 21-B. Chandigarh.




         
_______________Respondent
CC No. 2569 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh.Harjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

Complete information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in response to the complainant’s letter dated 02.03.2009 pointing out deficiencies in the information already provided to him. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided to him. Another copy of the respondent’s letter dated 13.04.2009 addressed to Sh. Sajjan Singh has been submitted by the respondent for the complainant’s information, which may be sent to him along with these orders. 


No further is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Surinder Paul Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

# Hemkunt House 82,

Jujhar Avenue, Gumtala Link,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar – 143008.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Khalsa Dewan, 

Jandiala Road, Tarn Taran,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3119 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Surinder Paul Singh,  complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Manish Parbhakar, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that no application for information from the complainant has been found in the records of his office. Copies of the applications for information of the complainant dated 30.06.2008 and 15.05.2008 along with a copy of his complaint to the Commission has therefore been provided to the respondent who is directed to come prepared with his response on the next date of hearing.


On the question of Chief Khalsa Dewan being a public authority, the complainant has submitted to the court a letter from the President of the Local Committee of the Chief Khalsa Dewan, Tarn Taran in which he has confirmed that Sh. Harbans Singh Kairon, Hony. Secretary continues to be the PIO as before, and a copy of this letter has also been provided to the respondent.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 22.05.2009 for further consideration and orders.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Hira Lal Goyal,

5 / IV, The Mall,

Ludhiana -141001.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. 

__________ Respondent

CC No.31 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sital Singh Saini, Consultant, on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)     
Sub-Inspector Avtar Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The remaining information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today. 


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

H. No. 1362, Street No. 12,

Dasmesh Nagar,

Ludhiana.






__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Director Vigilance Bureau,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 93 of 2009

Present:
None

ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 20.03.2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. D.C. Gupta,

# 778, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Patiala.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 440 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. D.C. Gupta, complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought to the Court by the respondent and handed over to him.


The complainant submits that considerable delay has been caused by the respondent in giving the information and he should be penalized for the same. Before any action in this regard is taken, the respondent is given an opportunity to explain the reasons for the delay which has taken place. A decision will be taken in the matter after consideration of the respondent’s explanation. 


Judgment reserved. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organization,

V&PO Rasulpur (Mallah), Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana – 142035. 



__________Appellant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home & Justice Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 122 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Iqbal Singh complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Amrik Singh, Sr. Asstt. & Sh. V.K. Sharda, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has by mistake sent an official from the branch which is not concerned with the complaint dated 12.07.2007 of SC/BC/ST Ekta Bhalai Manch to attend the Court today. A direction has also been issued to the DGP, Punjab to send an official to attend the court but both of the respondent’s representatives are under the impression that a suicide case is the subject matter of the application for information, but Sh. Iqbal Singh states that the concerned complaint relates to a rape case. The representative of the Home Department seeks an adjournment in order to locate the proper information and this case is accordingly adjourned to 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009 for further consideration and orders.  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagat Singh,

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp. Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab).



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Social Security & Women, 

Child Development Punjab,

SCO No. 102-103, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 432 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Ms. Shakuntala Devi, Supdt. on behalf of respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case consists of 91 pages and the complainant was asked to deposit the prescribed fee of Rs. 182/- at the rate of Rs. 2/- per page. The complainant sent a demand draft which was not in the name of the Director Social Security & Women & Child Welfare Punjab and he was therefore asked to send a correct bank draft vide letter dated 09.04.2008. The complainant states that he did not receive this letter and a copy thereof has been given to him in the court today. 

The case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send the required information as and when the correct demand draft has been received by him. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagat Singh,

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp. Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab). 
   

                     __________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 





                     __________ Respondent

CC No. 433 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt., General Coordination & Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sodhi, Sr. Asstt.. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant in this case consists of a list of 20 points concerning eight different departments and the information which has been asked for is also quite vast and vague and no public purpose for which the information is required is apparent. For example; the list of 15,37,904 persons has been asked for who have benefited from the old age pension scheme and a complete list of 20169 aganwadi centers of Punjab State has been asked for at point Nos. 2 & 3. Nevertheless, the PIO, office of the Chief Minister, Punjab has transferred this application for information to the PIOs concerned in the eight different departments. The grievance of the complainant that he has not been supplied any information except by the Department of Transport Punjab.

In the above circumstances, the registry may allot seven CC Nos., one for each of the seven departments which has not replied to the complainant, using photocopies of the complaint sent to the Commission and the complainant’s application for information, and notices for a hearing in the seven cases may be issued. Insofar as this case is concerned, the application for information of the complainant has been correctly transferred to the concerned departments under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, and it is therefore disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amit Lal Garg,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

H. No. 92, Street No. 4,

Mubark Colony, Sangrur (Pb.), 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,  (By Regd. Post)
O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 118 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Amit Lal Garg, complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

Information in this case was provided by the respondent to the appellant but he pointed  out certain deficiencies in the first appeal which he made to the Director, Food & Supplies, Punjab on 16.09.2008. In response to the same the respondent  has  sent two documents vide letter dated 12.12.2008, which astonishingly are the same documents which the complainant has pointed out in his appeal dated 16.09.2008 as being  not legible, and they have been again sent to the complainant in an equally un-readable state.


Apart from having not taken the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant with the seriousness which they deserve, the respondent has also ignored the notice of the Commission for the hearing today and has not attended the court either personally or through his representative. 


In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, proper information is not being provided to the complainant in this case malafidely and without reasonable cause. Notice is hereby given to Ms.  Anjuman Bhaskar, District Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar to show cause at 10 AM on 22.05.2009, as to why the penalty  of  Rs. 250  per  day,  for   every   day  that   the   required  information  was not supplied
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after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sh. Amit Lal Garg dated 2.8.2008, should not be imposed upon her u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is advised to give the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab

A copy is forwarded to: -

1.
The Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Food & Supplies Department, Chandigarh.

2.
The Director, Food & Supplies Department Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh
for information and necessary action.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. A.S. Wadhawan,

# 415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bhadurpur, Hoshiarpur – 146001.


  
     __________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Sainik Welfare Department,

Chandigarh.







__________ Respondent

AC No. 28 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Harjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The representative of the appellant has conveyed his request for adjournment of the case on account of being not well. The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 22.05.2009. In the meanwhile, the complainant may take action according to the Court’s orders dated 25.2.2009 and convey the required clarification to the respondent along with a copy to the Commission. In case the clarifications are received by the respondent, he may come prepared with his reply to the same on the next date of hearing. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th April, 2009





      Punjab
