STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ajaib Singh





......Complainant\

Vs.

PIO/ O/o Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab

.....Respondent

CC No.819 of 2006.

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sham. Ramesh Kumari, Dealing Assistant O/o Director, Rural 



Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab.

Order

Smt. Ramesh Kumari has appeared today in connection with the above case. She is not carrying any letter of authority from the P.I.O. nor is she aware about the facts of the case. The replies, which are being shown to us, are by way of interim directions and no copy of the reply of the letter sent to the applicant in connection with this application dated September 22, 2006, has been furnished. Shri Ajaib Singh, had, in his application stated :-


 “The Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court deciding CWP No.6112 of 2004 had directed the State of Punjab through Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayat Punjab to “pass an appropriate speaking order on the aforesaid legal notice within a period of one month from the date a certified copy of this order is brought to their notice.” A photocopy of the above Court order dated 9 April 2004 along with photocopy of DP1758 sent to you on 22 April 2004 by Asstt. Registrar (Writs) is enclosed.


.Being a petitioner in the writ, I request that the action taken on the above direction of the Hon’ble High Court along with the information and report including copies of note file and current file relating to this matter may kindly be sent to me within the 
prescribed period of 30 days.”


2. As such the reply supplied by Smt. Ramesh Kumari is most unsatisfactory. The P.I.O.–Shri. Bahadur Singh Deputy Director, Panchayats, is hereby directed to come personally with the reply provided to the applicant with due receipt from him which should be submitted to the Commission on May 23, 2007, in compliance of its directions today, without fail. Further, he is hereby advised not to depute any official, below the rank of A.P.I.O., who is not officially l authorized by him, in writing.  Adjourned to May 23, 2007.




SD:






SD:

               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


   
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Randev Sandhu





......Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.P.I.(Colleges) Punjab





.....Respondent

CC No. 837  of 2006.

Present:
 None for the complainant.


     
 None for the P.I.O. Respondent-Department.


Order:

The complainant-Shri Randev Singh Sandhu, Lecturer, Physics, S.G.T.B. Khalsa College, Anandpur Sahib vide his letter dated November 23, 2007 addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,  submitted that his application dated October 10, 2006, for information under the R.T.I. Act with due payment of fee made to the D.P.I. (Colleges) Punjab, has not been replied to. A copy of the complaint was forwarded to the Public Information Officer, O/o D.P.I. (Colleges) on December 12, 2006 for his response within 15 days for consideration of the Commission. No reply was, received, where-after the case was entrusted to this Bench for disposal and date of hearing was fixed for today. On January 6, 20097, the applicant once again wrote to the Commission to state that he had still not received any information.

2.
Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant. On behalf of the P.I.O.-                       Shri Prabhjit Singh, Superintendent and Mrs. Raman Kalia, Dealing Assistant have appeared and stated that the reply had already been sent to Shri Randev Singh Sandhu on                                   November 28, 2006. Vide letter dated 20-1-2007, the Commission was informed of the fact with copy of the earlier communication and a copy of the same was endorsed to the applicant once again.
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3. it is observed that the applicant had due notice of the hearing for today which had been issued on February 15, 2007. In case, he had not received the information, he would have appeared in the Court today. It is therefore, assumed the said; information has been received by him and thus the case is disposed of.



SD: 








SD:

               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


  

   (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 


State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Lt. Col. Tej Pal Singh





......Complainant







Vs.
PIO/PUDA







.....Respondent
CC No. 614  of 2006.

Present:  None for the complainant.


      Shri Gurbax Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer, PUDA.

Order:


Lt. Col. Tej Pal Singh had written Punjab Urban Development Authority (PUDA) on July 19, 2006 seeking information regarding ownership of House  27, Phase-VII, Mohali, Punjab, in respect of its occupancy, tenancy, ownership of House No. 201, Phase-VII Mohali. Since no reply was given by the concerned Estate Officer and the period of 30 days elapsed, therefore, the complainant applied to the State Information Commission, Punjab on October 13, 2006.


An order was passed on February 6, 2007 by the Commission when                             Shri G.D. Tiwari appearing for the department-respondent sought more time to get instructions.  In today’s hearing, Shri Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer has brought all the record in respect of the information asked vide Form-A along with.  letters dated February 21, 2006, August 14, 2006, September 22, 2006,l and letter 21-2-2006, in which all the queries have been answered. It is  however, pointed out that the concerned representative does not have any letter of authorization from  the  P.I.O. Lt. Col. Tej Pal Singh Mamik had been sent letter  informing him of the date and has not appeared today.  It is assumed that he is satisfied with the information received by him. In this view of the matter, the complaint is disposed of.




SD: 








SD:

          (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 
 
          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 

      State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harcharan Singh






......Complainant







Vs.
P.I.O./Punjab Urban Dev. Authority




.....Respondent
CC No. 612  of 2006.
Present: None for the complainant.

                Shri Tara Singh, S.D.O.(Bldg.) for P.I.O. PUDA.

Order:


Shri Tara Singh S.D.O. (Bldg.),PUDA, is not carrying any letter of authorization contrary to the instructions given in the notice dated January 13, 2007, issued to the P.I.O O/o Chief Administrator, Punjab Urban Dev. Authority, Mohali. He also states that he is representing GMADA (Greater Mohali Area Development Authority) and not the P.I.O,./PUDA. However, on February 6, 2007, one Shri G.D. Tiwari had appeared on behalf of PUDA and got time for seeking instructions from the concerned Branch. Shri Tara Singh states that the information has since been sent to the applicant vide letter of GMADA dated February 22, 2007 with a copy to the Commission.

2.
It is observed that neither a copy of this communication has been endorsed to the Commission nor has the receipt of the applicant been filed. The representative of the P.I.O. is hereby directed to bring a letter of authorization, the receipt of the information supplied to the applicant and to file the same along with copy of the information supplied, for record of the court, on the next date of hearing, i.e. March 28, 2007, so that this case can be                  disposed of. 

3.
In addition, Shri Tara Singh, Additional Chief Administrator is hereby directed to file a list of P.I.Os GMADA and PUDA in the State as there appears to be lot of confusion in this connection.


Adjourned to April 25, 2007.



SD:








SD:

               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


    
     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.

Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jai Chand Malhotra






......Complainant







Vs.
PIO/Director, Land Records Jalandhar




.....Respondent
CC No. 184  of 2006.
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Gurbax Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of Director, Land 



Records, Punjab.

Order:


Shri Gurbax Singh, representative of the P.I.O. O/o Director, Land Records, Punjab has produced true translated copy of the entire land records from Urdu to Punjabi in the same columns and format as the original record, as per directions of this Bench. However, the Director, Land Records is required to once again satisfy himself with respect to the figures in respect of the areas and measurements as it appears crucial and needs authentication. It is observed that the figure ’8’ occurs in different figures Column Nos. 2, 6, 7, 10, 11 and 12,                  in the transliterated record but  appears to be written  differently each time wherever they occur 


Shri Jai Chand Malhotra complainant has also not appeared in person in spite of the directions to do so. We may give him one more opportunity to obtain the documents through Court in accordance with the directions given in our order dated February 22, 2007.


Adjourned to May 16, 2007.




SD:  






SD:

               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 
    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Opk’

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dharam Pal Rajanwal





Complainant

Vs.

PIO, Principal Secy Med. Edu. & Research, Pb.

Respondent

CC No. 784 of 2006.

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Harjinder Singh, Supdt. Grade-I, and



The Senior Asstt., Health III Branch, on behalf of PIO.

Order:

Shri Dharampal Singh Rajanwal, vide his complaint dated 13.11.06, made to the Commission, had submitted that  his application dated July 27, 2006 in form A,                              under RTI Act, 2005, with due payment of fee, has not been attended to within the stipulated period.  Later vide letter dated 2.11.06, he was informed by the Health III Branch that under Section 8 of the RTI Act, noting portion cannot be given to him. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research for response within 15 days for consideration of the Commission. No reply was received, whereafter this case was entrusted to this Bench for further consideration and a date for hearing fixed for today.

2. Today, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant Sh. Dharam Pal Rajanwal. Shri Harjinder Singh, Supdt. Grade I, alongwith dealing Assistant of Health III Branch who have been duly authorized to represent him by the PIO in writing. They have requested that they be allowed to appear since the Joint Secretary, Medical Education and Research has been deputed to attend the Session in Punjab Vidhan Sabha on 20.3.07. Shri Harjinder Singh states that the reply has since been given to the complainant vide Regd. letter No. 1/40/06-

2SS3/394-95, dated 23.1.07 (consisting of 4 pages with covering letter). A copy of the information given has also been given for record in the Commission. It is observed that the notice was also sent to Shri Dharam Pal Rajanwal on 15.2.07, about the date of hearing. Since he has not appeared, it is presumed that he has received the said information and is satisfied with it. The case is disposed of accordingly.



SD:  







SD:
            (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 
                          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 


State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Ptk”

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Satnam Singh





......Complainant

Vs.

PIO, Registrar, Punjabi University ,Patiala.



.....Respondent

CC No. 786 of 2006.
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the PIO.

Order:



The applicant had originally applied on 1.9.06 for supply of copy of decision of syndicate to discontinue M, Phil courses The Punjabi University, vide its letter dated 20.9.06. asked the complainant regarding the  number and date of the notification in question. Again with reference to Commission’s letter dated 22.11.06, the University vide its letter dated 14.12.06, gave certain details regarding the suspension of M. Phil Courses during previous year and giving admissions during the current academic session. Today, on the date of hearing Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate has produced a letter in which it is stated that due to lack of infrastructure and hostel facilities in some departments, admission to M. Phil courses was suspended during the academic session 2006-07, whereas the admissions in  M. Phil courses given in the previous year are continuing well. It is also mentioned in this letter regarding the admissions given in certain subjects under Correspondence courses during the year 2006-07. In another letter dated 19.3.07, the PIO, Punjabi University has intimated that the complaint of Shri Satnam Singh, asking for the information under the RTI Act was  sent to the Dean of the Academic Affairs (not the correct quarter) who sent the requisite information  vide their letter dated 14.12.06. The PIO also apologized regarding the inconvenience caused due to this to the complainant. 

2.
It is observed that the correct and to the point information as per his application has not yet been provided to the applicant. The PIO is directed to give the correct and relevant information to the applicant by 28.3.07 positively with a copy to this Commission for record.


Adjourned to 28.3.07.



SD:  








SD:
               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 
             (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Ptk”
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amarjit Singh





......Complainant







Vs.
PUNSUP






.....Respondent
CC No. 89 of 2006.

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh complainant in person.



Shri Nand Lal Senior Assistant for P.I.O. PUNSUP.

Order:


The orders were passed by the Commission on March 14, 2007 in the presence of Shri B.P. Rana, who had agreed to supply the information with respect to the seniority list on the next date, i.e. today. The official appearing for PUNSUP has supplied a list, but according to the complainant it bears a different number and date. If that is the case, the Commission directs that the concerned official should bring in writing the reasons therefor and to comply with the order dated March 14, 2007 of the Commission.

Adjourned to May 23, 2007.




SD:  






SD:


     (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


               (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner

March 20, 2007.
Ptk”
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Kumar






......Complainant






Vs.
P.I.O., Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab.


.....Respondent
CC No. 808 of 2006

Present:
Shri Ramesh Bharwaj, Complainant in person.



Shri Sohan Singh, Supdt. Grade II, on behalf of PIO.
Order:

Shri Ramsey Bhardwaj vide his letter dated 18.11.06, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner has submitted that his application dated 12.10.06  made under the Right to Information Act to the address of PIO, Office of Secretary to Govt. ,Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare had not drawn any response. The said complaint was forwarded to the PIO vide this Commission’s letter dated 1.12.06 and he was required to file  his response within 15 days  for consideration of the Commission. No reply was received. A copy of the same notice was forwarded to Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj and he was requested to inform the Commission on receipt the reply, if any, from the respondent and whether any further action was required by him,  He replied vide his letter dated 12.12.o6 that he wanted to pursue his complaint further. 

Thereafter, the case was entrusted to this Bench for further consideration and the date of hearing fixed for today.

2. Today, Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj is present in person. On behalf of the PIO, O/O Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Shri Sohan Singh Supdt. Grade-II appeared today but without any authority letter or any record. He has stated that the file was submitted for orders to the officers and the information will be supplied to him with in two weeks.

3. It is observed that the department has taken a very casual attitude in the matter. The information was asked for on 12.10.06 and  already 6 months have passed since 
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then but the information has not been supplied. The PIO did not bother to respond even to the communication of State Information Commission dated 1.12.06 but chose to ignore it. Even today, when the wording of the notice to the PIO was very clear in which it had been specified that 

“You are required to appear before the Commission on the said date and time, either personally or through an authorized representative, who should be well conversant with the facts of the case and his statement of facts will be treated as if it is given by you and you will be responsible for its correctness. In case, no appearance is made on your behalf, the case will be decided in your absence.”

4. In spite of that the PIO has not appeared himself or sent any duly authorized person with the record of the case. Rather the complainant informed that he has received a letter dated 10.1.07 asking him for what purpose and in which capacity he is asking for the said information. He has been asked to give this information immediately so that the case can be processed further.

5. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the said information to the applicant forthwith it is observed that there is no provision under the RTI Act whereby the purpose of asking the information or the capacity in which the information is asked for can be looked into before the information is supplied and the exemptions to the Act are available only u/s 8 of the Act. The information should be supplied by 17th April. This time is given in view of the fact that the Vidhan Samba Session is on. The information may now be supplied free of charges since it has not been supplied within the stipulated period as per the provisions for the same available in Section 7(6). The information be supplied to the applicant under due receipt and a copy of the same be filed in this Court for record on 17th April, positively. In case Shri  Bhardwaj has already received the information, he need not to appear on that date and it will be presumed that he has received the information and the case will be disposed of accordingly.

Adjourned to 17th April, 2007 for compliance.










SD:
 SD:

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj .) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner
March, 20, 2007.

Ptk.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Nirwair Singh






......Complainant






Vs.
P.I.O, The Tehsildar Shshkot




.....Respondent
CC No. 814 of 2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Udhan Singh Patwari on behalf of the PIO and



Shri Narvinder Jit Singh, Patwari.


.

Order:



Shri Nirwair Singh, S/O Shri Bhajan Singh vide his letter dated nil received in the Commission on 24.11.06 complained that he had requested for information from the D.C.-cum-Collector, Jalandhar vide his application dated 16.11.06 under RTI Act with due payment of fee, which had not been attended to. The information that he required was regarding the inheritance of the property of Charan Kaur, W/O Sh. Kartar Singh, D/O Veer Singh in the revenue estate of village Nawan Pind Khalewal, Tehsil Shahkot, Distt. Ludhiana, who died in the year 1995, who inherited the property of her husband Kartar Singh S/o Sher Singh vide mutation No. 2151 as per Jamabandi for the year 1991-92. (ii) The period to which the information relates from the year 1995 till date. The representative of the PIO present today has stated that both these villages fall in Jalandhar District. A copy of the complaint had been referred to the PIO, office of Tehsildar Shahkot(Jalandhar) for his response within 15 days, for consideration of the Commission, but no reply was received. A copy of the same was also forwarded to Shri  Nirwair Singh on 1.12.06 asking him whether he would like to pursue the complaint. However, the letter addressed to Shri Nirwair Singh was received back with the comments that the room was locked and this person does not live there. Thereafter date fixed for hearing for today and both the PIO and complainant were informed once again. 
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2. Today, none is present on behalf of complainant and letter addressed to him by Registered post has also been received back undelivered.  The Patwari Halka Nawan Pind khalewal informed that a copy of both the mutations as per the Parat Patwar of the said mutation have been supplied to the applicant on 4.12.06 and entry of the same has duly been entered in the Rapat Roznamcha at No. 162 & 163. The Patwari has also stated that the said person had a dispute over the inheritance with his maternal uncles which has been settled out of Court and he has compromised with them.

3.
It is observed that this Commission has nothing to do in the internal problems of the person concerned but only supposed to supply of information. However, it is seen that the last two notices addressed to Shri Nirwair Singh, including the notice for today, sent by the Commission, have been received back undelivered with the remarks that the person has left without leaving any address. It is likely that he is not interested in pursuing the matter any more.  He has already been supplied the copies of the mutations as per Parat Patwar. In case he requires copies of the mutations as per Parat Sarkar he should apply to the Daftar Qanungo. However, there is no way of communication with him, since the address given by him is no longer valid. The case is therefore disposed of accordingly. 




SD:  






    SD:


(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj .) 



     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner

March, 20, 2007.

Ptk.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lalit Goyal






......Complainant







Vs.
PIO-District Transport Officer, Sangrur.



.....Respondent
CC No. 802 of 2006

Present:
None for the Complainant



Shri Kesar Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO.

Order:



.Shri Lalit Goyal, vide his complaint dated 18.11.06 made to the Commission had submitted that he had applied for certain information to the PIO, Shri Amandeep Singh, DTO Sangrur with due payment of fee. The  P.I.O. returned his application in original along with draft vide letter dated 15.11.06 that the service record of Shri Nirbhai Singh Walia, PCS,  was available with the Chief Secretary and he should apply for the information to that authority. Similarly, Shri Krishan Kumar S/o Shri  Des Raj had retired from the office of DTO Mansa and his service record is available with the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab and it should be applied for from them. This amounted to denial of information. A copy of the complaint was sent to the P.I.O., office of  D.T.O. Sangrur for his response within 15 days for consideration of the Commission. The DTO, vide his letter dated 14.12.06 replied to the Commission,  on the same lines, as given to the complainant. Shri Lalit Kumar followed up his demand with two more letters dated  26.12.06 and 29.1.07. The case was entrusted to this Bench for consideration and the date of hearing fixed for today.

2. Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant. Shri Kesar Singh, Jr. Assistant is present on behalf of the D.T.O. as authorized representative. We are not satisfied with the reply given by the PIO since it appears to be a ruse for of relieving himself to the responsibilities of his post  Even if the case relates to another PIO, he should have taken action u/s 6(3) which clearly enjoins upon him the responsibility of passing on the papers within 5 days to the correct authority under intimation to the applicant, which he did not do. Moreover, it is seen that the application is for details of 
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postings of one Shri N.S.Walia, PCS who was himself DTO as well as  of Shri Krishan Kumar, Steno, who was posted a Sangrur but retired from Mansa. However, the information asked for pertains to Sangrur district itself and the full information asked for  would definitely be available in the DTO’s office itself, as the posting orders, date of assuming charge, date of relinquishing charge at various times would be available not only in the DTO’s office but also in the Treasury office from where the pay, GPF accounts etc. are kept. Therefore, we see no reason why such a reply denying the information should have been given to the applicant at the first place.

3. The PIO-DTO is hereby directed to supply the full information to the applicant within two weeks under due receipt and to file compliance report, alongwith a copy of the same in this Court for record. In case any information is not available in his office, since he has not taken timely action u/s 6(3), the responsibility is now on him to collect the information from whatever  source, including the office of State Transport Commissioner, where it is available and provide the same to the applicant.

Adjourned to 3rd April, 2007.



SD:








SD:
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj .) 




(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner

March, 20, 2007.

Ptk.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Daljit Singh






......Complainant

Vs.
PIO, Director, Punjab Mental Hospital, Amritsar.



.....Respondent

CC No. 825 of 2006.

Present:
Shri Daljit Singh, complainant, in person.

Order:


Shri Daljit Singh, vide his letter dated 24.11.06, addressed to the Chief Information commissioner has submitted that his application dated 1.8.06 made for certain information to the PIO, Director, Mental Hospital, Amritsar, with due payment of fee under the RTI Act, 2005 has not been attended to satisfactorily and interim reply has been given that correspondence is being made with the Head office and after the final reply comes, the increment shall be given. The complaint was referred to the PIO for his response within 15 days on 1.12.06, for consideration of the Commission. 

2. The reply was received from Dr. Ravinder Mohan Sharma, PIO, that the reply had already been furnished to the complainant on 24.11.06. This was a fresh letter containing a 3 page speaking order regarding the reasons why the increment was not given. However, the complainant stated that the necessary advice sought by the Director from the Head Office had already been sent by the competent authority to the Director on 8.11.04. He also stated that he had already written to the PIO pointing out the deficiencies in the information supplied, or copy of which he has supplied to the Commission today.

3. The PIO/Director is hereby directed to make up the deficiency in respect of information supplied, if any, strictly in terms of the original application of the complainant 
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dated 1.8.06 and provide the  receipt from the complainant and copy of the information supplied for record of the Court on the next date.



Adjourned to 11.4.2007.





SD:







SD:


(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj .) 




(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner

March, 20, 2007.

Ptk.

