STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagjit Singh,

C-17, Sudershan Park,

New  Delhi.


  
   
     ___________ Complainant 

 


Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Cooperation,

5th Floor, Civil Sectt., Pb.,

Chandigarh.




____________ Respondent

CC No. 1143 of 2007

Present:
i)   None   on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  Sh. Raminder Singh, Special Secretary and Sh. Harinder Singh, Joint Registrar, Coop. Societies,  Punjab.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant to the Department of Cooperation, Government of Punjab, who replied within 30 days to the effect that the application in this case should be made to the PIO, office of the Registrar, Coop. Societies. The Bank Draft sent by the complainant was also sent back to the complainant.  Subsequently, the complainant made an application to the PIO, office of the RCS, but it was accompanied by a photostat copy of the Bank Draft.  The information asked for by the complainant is ready but the respondent is unable to send it to him in the absence of neither the application fees nor the prescribed fees for the information which amounts to Rs. 528/-.  The total amount owed by the complainant in this case is therefore. Rs.538/-.  The respondent states that the letter informing  the complainant to deposit this amount was sent within 30 days of the receipt of his application in the office of the RCS and it is, therefore, payable.

This case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send this information to the complainant by Registered post within 7 days of his depositing the amount of fees payable by him as mentioned above.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Capt. Navdeep Singh,

H.No. 1063, Sector-2,

Panchkula-134112




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Home affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh-160001 



___________ Respondent

CC No. 1187 of 2007

Present:
i)  None   on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  Sh. Balwinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department but the Department concerned with the Warrant of Precedence is the Protocol Wing of Political - I Branch.  The application of the complainant dated 3-5-2007 should accordingly be sent to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, with the direction that the information should be provided to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

Disposed of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. (Retd.) Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium road, Patiala-147001.

___________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.


  
_____________ Respondent

CC No. 1165 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  Sh. Anish  Bansal, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant in this case has been sent to him by the respondent vide their letter No. 109 dated 15-5-2007 but the complainant has not made any reference to it in his complaint dated 29-6-2007, made to the Commission, from which it appears that he has not got the information.


The complainant is not present.  A copy of the letter dated 15-5-2007 of the respondent referred to above may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.


Disposed  of.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

Encl--1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. (Retd.) Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium road, Patiala-147001.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.


  

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1164 of 2007

. Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  Sh. Anish  Bansal, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant in this case has been sent to him by the respondent vide their letter No. 967  dated 29-5-2007 but the complainant has not made any reference to it in his complaint dated 29-6-2007 made to the Commission, from which it appears that he has not got the information.


The complainant is not present.  A copy of the letter dated 29-5-2007 of the respondent referred to above may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

Encl--1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amandeep Vatish,

S/o Sh. Dharm Chand Vatish,

H.No. 496, Ajit Nagar, Near Grewal Chowk,

 Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.


  ____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.


  

 ____________ Respondent

CC No. 1121 of 2007

Present:
i)  None  on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of the information, which has been prepared in response to the complainant’s application dated 20-4-2007.  He has been directed to send the information to the complainant by Registered Post, free of cost, since a period of more than 30 days  has lapsed from the date of the application for information.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohinder Kumar Mukhi,                                                                                                                                                        #1948, Gandhi Gali,

Arya Samaj Chowk, Bathinda.
     _________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Pb. Land Development & Reclamation Corpn., Ltd.,

SCo-835-36, Sector22-A,

Chandigarh.


  
     ___________ Respondent

CC No. 1136 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Mohinder Kumar Mukhi ,  complainant in person.

ii) Sh. Harjinder Singh, Supdt. Accounts, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant relates to a 3rd party, which is exempted u/s 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, the information cannot be given to him and the case is disposed of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harnek Singh,

Chairman, Global Institute of Dalit Studies,

127, Phase-II, Urban Estate,

Patiala.




  
   
    ______ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.
  



   ______ Respondent

CC No. 1131 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Harnek Singh,  complainant in person.

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

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has earlier sent some information to the complainant and today he has brought to the Court, the additional information  which gives details of the  scrutiny of the results  during October, 2002 to December, 2004.  A copy thereof has been handed over to the complainant.

Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

O/o Pensioners Information Centre Management committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Sectt.,

 Ludhiana.  
   
    




_____ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Employment, Punjab, 

SCO-46, 2nd Floor , Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

   



     _______ Respondent

CC No. 1172 of 2007

Present:
i) None ,  on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  Ms. Kamlesh Bhandari,Addl.Director Employment-cum-APIO..

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant with reference to his application dated 6-11-2006 has been given to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 8-12-2006.  The complainant has raised some objections to the information supplied, which have been mentioned in his complaint dated 30-6-2007 which he has made to the Commission.  A copy thereof has been given to the respondent with the direction that point-wise reply to the objections raised by the complainant should be sent to him within 15 days from today.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kalawati,

W/o Late Sh. Jogi Ram,

Vill. Rauni Zhungian, (Chhoti Rauni),

P.O. Ranbirpura,

Nabha Road, Patiala.    




 _____ Complainant 

Vs.

i) Public Information Officer, (By Regd.Post)
O/o Additional Director General of Police (PAP),

Jalandhar.


ii)The  Commandant, (PAP),(By Regd. Post)
Bahadurgarh, Patiala.
   



     ___ Respondent

CC No. 1239 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Shamsher  Singh,  on behalf of the complainant.

ii) HC.  Devi Dayal, o/o Commandant,PAP, on behalf of the respondent –(ii).

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent submits that the information required by the complainant is being prepared and has asked for some more time to provide the same to the complainant.


The application for information in this case was made on 23-3-2007 which pertains to an inquiry conducted by the respondent into a complaint made by the complainant against Const. Rajesh Kumar S/o Sh. Paras Ram, in the PAP. The complainant requires an attested copy of the inquiry report and the statements of various persons, which were recorded during the course of the inquiry.  The inquiry was conducted in 2006 and  it is difficult to understand why the information required by the complainant has not yet been given to her  and what  “Records”  are being sought to be located, as claimed by the respondent. The total impression gathered from the facts of the case is that the respondent is reluctant to part with the information required by the complainant  and has not given it so far without any reasonable cause.


In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to give the complete information to the complainant within 7 days from today,  otherwise the Court would have no option but to proceed against the PIO, office of  the   ADGP,
  









Contd….2 
=2=
PAP, Jalandhar, for imposition of the penalty under section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.
It is also observed that although the notice of the Commission  for today’s hearing clearly states that either the PIO or the concerned  APIO should appear before the Commission, this direction has not been complied with and a Head Constable has been sent by the respondent.  I would like to place on record that this is not acceptable and, therefore, the APIO or the PIO of the office of  the Commandant, PAP, Bahadurgarh, must be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant. The presence of Respondent No.1 is not required.

Adjourned  to 10AM on 23-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok Bhandary,

B-VI-42, Mohalla Malkana,

Kapurthala.

    

______________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO-36-40,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.
   

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1243 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Ashok Bhandari ,  complainant in person.

Ii) Sh.BPS Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent except  in respect of point No. 11 in which head-wise details of recovery of Rs. 1,28,271 .71p  imposed on the complainant, have been asked for.  The back ground on  behalf of the complainant’s asking for this information is that the recovery which was finally imposed on Sh. Surjit Singh, Inspector Grade II, was Rs. 68,030 .35p  under the head “Less excess 1991” and Rs, 21,748 .05p under the head  “ B Class Bags”.  The total amount is Rs. 89,798.40p, whereas the complainant was charge sheeted for the recovery of Rs. 1,41,931.44p and a recovery of Rs. 1,28,271.71p has been finally imposed upon him without any explanation in what manner this amount has been arrived at.  Further, according to the complainant, the FCI has refunded an amount of Rs. 24,052 .o5p to the respondent in respect of  “ quality cuts-B-Class bags” but according to him he has not been given any benefit of this amount. In brief, information required by the complainant is as follows:-

1. The details and the reasons for the recovery of Rs. 1,28,271-71 which has been imposed on him, as the supervisory officer, when a recovery of only Rs. 89,798.40p has been imposed on Sh. Surjit Singh, the actual delinquent.
2. Why the benefit of Rs. 24,748 .05p has not been given to him , when this amount has been refunded by the FCI as mentioned above.

Contd…2
Page--2

The respondent should give a reply to the complainant in respect of the two points mentioned above within 7 days from today.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.






 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

O/o Pensioners Information Centre Management committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Sectt.,

 Ludhiana.  
   
    


____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of  Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
_____________ Respondent

CC No. 1174 of 2007

Present:
i) None ,on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Superintendent,-cum-APIO. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide Memo. No. 9/59/07-2HIII/1444 dated 26-7-2007.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarbjit Singh,

# 1616, Sector-36-D,

Chandigarh.
   
    

_______________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police (H.Q),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector -9,

Chandigarh.



_______________ Respondent

CC No. 1104 of 2007

Present:
i)  None   on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   S.Dilbagh  Singh,SP (Rural),Amritsar. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent in this case has written to the Commission vide  Memo. No. 9617/A3 dated 7-8-2007 requesting for more time to dispose of the application for information of the complainant since it has been claimed that the application has been received in his office for the first time along with the Commission’s notice for today’s hearing.  The case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the required information to the complainant within 15 days.
 
The complainant is not present.

 
Disposed of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Prithipal  Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

86,  Phase  2,Mohali



 _______ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Deptt. of  Defence Services,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.-160001 



_________ Respondent

CC No  999  of 2007

Present:
i)  Prithipal  Singh,  complainant in person.

ii) Ms.  R. Aggarwal, Addl. Secretary-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except for the list mentioned in point No. 3 of his application for information, which has been referred to in the  Punjab Government Memo. No. 13/13/98-4DW/544 dated 15-3-1999.  The respondent has stated that the list should have been available  in the Directorate of Defence Services Welfare, Punjab, but is not available in the record.  A written request has been made to the Government of India for a copy of the list and it shall be provided to the complainant as soon as it is received.


Adjourned to 10 AM  on 6-9-2007
for further orders.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Smt. Amandeep Kaur,

W/o Maj. Davinder Singh,

# 97, Lal Bagh, P.O. Threekay,

Ludhiana...142021





……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Chairperson,

Pb. State Women Commission,

SCO 57-59, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No 02 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Ms. Harinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has shown the Dispatch Register of the office showing that letter No. 13656 dated 16-11-2006 was issued to the complainant on the subject of application for information under the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case.

Col . (Retd) R.S.Sohi has requested for an adjournment of this case but the same  has not been found to be necessary.  

Disposed of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

1525/1, Street No. 33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 615 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, complainant  in person. 

ii) SI  Varinder Singh ,on behalf of the    respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has sought some more time to supply the information to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s Orders dated  19-7-2007 since the concerned file has been sent to the Director of Prosecution and Litigation, Punjab, and has not yet come back.  However, in view of the long delay which has been caused, the respondent is directed to make a personal effort to get the concerned file from the Director of Prosecution and Litigation, and to supply the concerned inquiry report to the complainant within 7 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

VPO Kothe Saravwan, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot.






  
    

_____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  (By Regd. Post)

O/o Superintendent of Police,

 C I D Unit,  

Ferozepur.





___________ Respondent

CC No. 535 of 2007

Present:
i) S. Sarabjit Singh, complainant in person.



ii) S. Sarwan Singh, SP, CID, Ferozepur, on behalf of the 



respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has written a letter to the Commission making a submission that the application  of the complainant has been received only on 27-7-2007 and that the information sought by the applicant cannot be delivered to him as the Intelligence Wing has been exempted by the State Government vide Notification No 2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23-2-2006.  The information required by the complainant in this case, however, is only the book No. and Sr. No. of the Police Tickets issued to HC  Simarandeep Singh,No. 1929/Fdk.  from the year 2000 to 2006.  This information is required by him in connection with a criminal case which he has made against HC Simarandeep Singh. I find that imparting of Book Nos. and Sr. Nos. of the Police Tickets in no manner constitutes a breach of any secret information or intelligence, since the details of the manner in which they have been used have not been asked for.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to prepare this information and to supply the same to the complainant within 10 days from today.  The complainant has also asked for the details of the Police Tickets issued to all the employees of the CID Unit, Ferozepur., but this information is not relevant. It will not serve any purpose and need not be given.

It may also be  mentioned that the Commission’s notice for hearing clearly states that the respondent, who is the PIO, should appear before the  Court either personally or through the concerned APIO.      This    direction    of    the 
Contd….2
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Commission   has been ignored and should be kept in mind in future hearings.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

9th August,  2077
. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Dewan,

# 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





….______ Respondent

AC No. 193 & 194 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.  Yogesh Dewan ,  appellant in person

ii)  Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Superintendent and S. Hardev Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the appellant has now been supplied to him by the respondent. The information which had been supplied earlier vide  Memo. No. 554/JC/RTI/ID dated 10-1-2007, stated that  a front house line of 8 ft. is necessary in accordance with the  Model Town Bye laws, which has been admitted by the respondent to be not correct in accordance with the bye laws applicable to Model Town, Ludhiana, since  Resolution No. 127, in accordance with which Model Town is being treated as a Core Area was passed by the House on 30-1-1998.  The complainant wants to know the basis on which this wrong information was given.  According to the respondent, the House line of 8 ft. wide was prescribed in the old bye laws of the Rehabilitation Department. A copy of the same, or whatever document on the basis of which this information was given to the appellant, should be given to him before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 23-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

O/o Pensioners Information Centre Management committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Sectt.,

 Ludhiana.  
   
    




_____ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Employment, Punjab, 

SCO-46, 2nd Floor , Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

   



     _______ Respondent

CC No. 1175  of  2007

Present:
i) None ,  on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  Ms. Kamlesh Bhandari,Addl.Director Employment-cum-APIO..

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant with reference to his application dated 5-3-2007 has been given to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 9-4-2007.  The complainant has raised some objections to the information supplied, which have been mentioned in his complaint dated 30-6-2007 which he has made to the Commission.  A copy thereof has been given to the respondent with the direction that point-wise reply to the objections raised by the complainant should be sent to him within 15 days from today.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

O/o Pensioners Information Centre Management committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Sectt.,

 Ludhiana.  
   
    




_____ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Employment, Punjab, 

SCO-46, 2nd Floor , Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

   



     _______ Respondent

CC No. 1173  of  2007

Present:
i) None ,  on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  Ms. Kamlesh Bhandari,Addl.Director Employment-cum-APIO..

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant with reference to his application dated 18-2-2007 has been given to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 16-3-2007.  The complainant has raised some objections to the information supplied, which have been mentioned in his complaint dated 30-6-2007 which he has made to the Commission.  A copy thereof has been given to the respondent with the direction that point-wise reply to the objections raised by the complainant should be sent to him within 15 days from today.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
 




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   9th  August, 2007

