STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 330 of 2007

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O., 


Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent department 



and Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate for Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu.

ORDER



Information in question is stated to have been supplied.

2.

 We observe that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, SO has not bothered to appear before this Commission despite our specific direction given to him in this behalf.  Such an attitude on his part is not called for. The plea taken by Shri Sethi appearing on his behalf that he never got any notice is not tenable.  The Director, Local Government, Punjab was also informed  about his  such non-cooperative  attitude but  he also failed to take suitable action against him  The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government would like to get the matter looked into and  take appropriate corrective steps in this regard  

2.

 The case stands disposed of with the above observations.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 331  of 2007

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O., 


Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent department 



and Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate for Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu.

ORDER

1.

Information  in question is stated to have been supplied.

2.

 We observe that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, SO has not bothered to appear before this Commission despite our specific direction given to him in this behalf.  Such an attitude on his part is not called for. The plea taken by Shri Sethi appearing on his behalf that he never got any notice is not tenable.  The Director, Local Government, Punjab was also informed  about his  such non-cooperative  attitude but  he also failed to take suitable action against him  The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government would like to get the matter looked into and  take appropriate corrective steps in this regard  

2.

 The case stands disposed of with the above observations.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Hemant Kumar Sayal

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.






















Complainant






Vs

ThePublic Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.










Respondent

.



  CC No. 797 of 2006

Present: 
Shri Hemant Kumar Sayal complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh and 


Dharminder Kumar, APIO for respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him. Case stands disposed of accordingly.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Naresh Sharma,

Ex-Councilor, Geenral Secretary,

Bhartiya Janta Party, Hathi Gate, Amritsar. . _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 568   of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Nobody is present on behalf of both the parties.  Even on last three occasions, no body had appeared on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  As a matter of indulgence, final opportunity is granted

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind






……… Respondent

CC No.  555  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal for the complainant


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri  Charanjit Singh, E.O. 


and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  Orders reserved










(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission









       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sher Singh

Municipal Councilor

Ward No. 4, Sirhind 






Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  451  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. 



and  Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent department 



and Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate for Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, 



Section Officer.

ORDER



According to the information supplied to the applicant and copy furnished to this commission, it seems that a grant of Rs. 34 lakhs was received in 2003, which was to be spent within the same financial year.  The Executive Officer  vide his letter No.4247 dated 1.11.2006  informed that during the period from 15.1.2005 to 25.7.2006 a sum of more than Rs.50.00 lakhs  has been spent.  When he was asked how such amount has been spent when there was a grant of only Rs. 34 lacs.  To this, his reply was that the remaining amount was spent from the Revolving Fund under the IDSMT Scheme.  When he was asked about the sources of the revolving fund and its utility, he explained that the same is met out of the rent/sale of shops constructed by the Municipal Council.  However, he was not able to furnish details of that fund. It appears that the respondent-department is not forthcoming with the information, which is required by the complainant.  The Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government would like to issue instructions for special audit of working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind including its source of income and expenditure.  Complainant in the instant case may be associated with the said audit.  The result of such special audit be intimated to this Commission within 2 months from today.

2.

The case is adjourned to 26.11.2007, when final order will be passed about Shri Jhandu.  

3.

Second question is about the action to be taken against Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, S.O. who is represented by Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.  Shri Sethi states that Shri Jhandu was asked for the first time on 11th May, 2007 and prior to that there was no order.  PIO of the respondent-department Shri Jhandu vide his letter dated 15.3.2007 and again on 21.3.2007 to personally attend the hearing before the Commission.

4.

This refers to hearing scheduled on 16.4.2007.  According to Shri Sethi, Commission ordered EO or PIO and not the APIO or Shri Jhandu by name.  The Commission asked Shri Jhandu vide order dated 11.5.2007 conveyed through Director, Local Government, Punjab and again on 22.6.2007 when a copy was endorsed to the Director Local Government, Punjab /Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government.  Shri Sethi states that no order was conveyed to him either by the Director, Local Government, Punjab or the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government.  PIO of the respondent-department vide his letter dated  19.6.2007 addressed to the Director, Local Government, Punjab and copy endorsed to this Commission clearly states that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu should be directed/bound to appear before the Commission on 22.6.2007.  In fact the Commission vide its order dated 22.6.2007 had clearly mentioned that information which is to be obtained will be covered under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  This Section clearly specifies that when the information is sought from any officer should be supplied to the complainant the concerned officer will be treated as CPIO/SPIO as the case may be.  Shri Sethi pleaded that his client Shri Jhandu was not the PIO as such he was not bound to appear.  It is a established principle that information is sought from PIO or on his behalf from the concerned officer. The spirit of the Act is that to save the public from being harassed from going from desk to desk a certain nodal authority  has to be nominated from whom the information is to be obtained.  It is the former E.O. Shri S.J. Sharma who had stated that the record is available with Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has not handed over the same and Shri Jhandu was transferred and Shri Jhandu was asked to appear.  

5.

Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate appearing for the respondent-department stated whole information as asked for in the original application dated 31.7.2006 has been supplied.

6.

On the next date of hearing besides PIO, Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, S.O. working in the M.C. Khanauri, Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O., M.C., Sirhind will be present personally.  

7.

In the order dated 23.2.2007, the Commission has ordered the payment of Rs.1000/- as TA/DA which has been paid to the complainant. Even after that six hearings have been held including today, complainant should be compensated @ Rs.500/- per hearing after 23.2.2007 will continue to be given.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind









_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  853  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department and Shri H.S. Sethi for



Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, S.O.

ORDER



Shri Kamal Satija appearing for the respondent-department states that information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied, whereas complainant says that it is not to his satisfaction.  Better course will be that a copy of the said information be supplied to the Commission so that it could be seen whether the information in question has been supplied or not.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007 when Shri Satija will bring two sets of the information supplied to the complainant - one for the complainant and the other for the Commission.










(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission









       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  852  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department and Shri H.S. Sethi for



Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, S.O.

ORDER



Shri Kamal Satija appearing for the respondent-department states that information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied, whereas complainant says that it is not to his satisfaction.  Better course will be that a copy of the said information be supplied to the Commission so that it could be seen whether the information in question has been supplied or not.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007 when Shri Satija will bring two sets of the information supplied to the complainant - one for the complainant and the other for the Commission 









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  851  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department and Shri H.S. Sethi for



Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, S.O.

ORDER



Shri Kamal Satija appearing for the respondent-department states that information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied, whereas complainant says that it is not to his satisfaction.  Better course will be that a copy of the said information be supplied to the Commission so that  it could be seen whether the information  in question has been supplied or not.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007 when Shri Satija will bring two sets  of the information  supplied to the complainant - one for the complainant and the other for the Commission









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartmemnts,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur (Pb.)


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur (Pb.)

________________ Respondent

CC No. 315  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



Shri Kuldeep Verma, Executive  Engineer alongwith Shjri Sanjay 




Gupta, Town Planner for respondent-Department.

ORDER



Both Shri Kuldeep Verma and Shri Sanjay Gupta appearing for the respondent-department have not only failed to provide the information in question but have also tried to mislead the Commission by making wrong statements. We take a serious note of the same.  Instead of giving reply to the points raised by the complainant about the violation made by the builder, the respondent-department is beating about the bush that individual flat owners have built sheds etc. in their flats.  Complainant has asked about the violation committed by the builder.  The same is not forthcoming though six months have lapsed.

2.

In view of the above, the Commission requests the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Local Government Department to depute a responsible officer to get the needful done. 

3.

Even though Shri Kuldeep Verma is stated to have joined recently but he seems to have studied the case well.  However, Shri Sanjay Gupta has failed to supply the information asked for by the complainant. We take a serious view for the lapse on his part and recommend departmental action against him to be taken by the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government.  Result of departmental action taken against Shri Sanjay Gupta, should be communicated to this commission within 3 months from today.

4.

As far as information as asked for by the complainant in his letter dated 22.2.2007 as stated above, Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government will depute a senior officer to do the needful.

5.

Case stands adjourned to 21.9.2007 for the compliance of the information and regarding action taken against Shri Sanjay Gupta, department will intimate on 3.12.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd)

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur.





________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Town Planner, Punjab,

Local Government Department, 1-B,

Sector 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.    
________________ Respondent

CC No.  382  of 2007

Present:-

Mr. R.K. Saini complainant in person.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Saini says that as stated by Shri Gautam Kumar, a letter was received but the information provided in it was not correct, in fact, about points at Sr. No.3, 4, 5 and 6, complainant is directed to contact Nagar Panchayat and get the information.  The Right to Information Act, 2005 makes abundantly clear that when  information is sought from a department and the same is not related to it, within 5 days of the receipt of such request, it is to be forwarded to the department concerned with an intimation to the complainant.  Otherwise, it is the responsibility of the PIO of the department to collect the information from various agencies and supply the same to the complainant.  In this regard, he can procure the information from the officer concerned as laid down under Section 5 (v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  PIO of the respondent-department has failed in getting the information from the concerned officer.  Even the photocopy of layout plan supplied to the complainant is hardly readable and details asked for by the complainant are not available.  It is not authenticated by any one to show whether it is the original plan or subsequently amended plan.  It also does not indicate if it was approved by the respondent-department, who is the competent authority to approve such plans.  These are major locunas.  PIO of the respondent-department must come personally to explain these deficiencies.  Since the information is already delayed over by 5 months, whatever information is to be supplied to the complainant, it will be supplied free of cost.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.9.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagan Nath, Qtr. No.C-7,

Municipal Colony, Near Rose Garden,

Bathinda




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Chandigarh. ________________ Respondent

CC No. 299 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Jagan Nath complainant in person.




Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent department.

ORDER




Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust

Jalandhar







_ Respondent

CC No.  883  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Kamal Anand complainant in person.



Shri Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department alongwith Shri Vijay Kumar Mahajan, 


Deputy Superintendent, Local Government Department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied.  However, about non-receipt of the communications sent by this Commission, it is stated that out of three communications, two were not received and one that was received was not handled properly for which the Department is taking action.

2.

In view of information supplied, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Niraj Bansal

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Respondent

CC No.  885  of 2006

Present: 
Shri Kamal Anand  for the complainant.


    
Mr. Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied to the complainant as per his satisfaction.

2.

In view of the above, matter stands disposed of.












(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

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

Shri Surinder Kumar,

President, Kirayedar Stall Holder Sabha (Regd.)

Kotkapura, District Faridkot.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Kotkapura. 




________________ Respondent

CC No.  245    of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties

ORDER



No reply has been received from the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.  Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007 when PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot should present personally.










(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission









       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.














_ Respondent

CC No.  640  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kamal Anand complainant in person.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department alongwith Smt. Gian Kaur, Senior 



Assistant, o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER



Shri Rajpinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that as per the Municipal Act 1911, there is no provision for diversion of execution of work.  In this case diversion had taken place and that is why the payment of the contractor has been withheld.  He states that diversion was made at the behest of a particular councilor.  The Vigilance Bureau was also seized of the matter and on the recommendation of the Bureau, the whole house approved the diversion and payment was released to the contractor thereafter. The above information has been conveyed to the complainant.

2.

Copy of this order may go to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government who may issue necessary instructions to the persons concerned to check this melody.

3.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Town Planner, 

Administrative Complex,

Sangrur. 





________________ Respondent

CC No. 639   of  2007

Present: 
Shri Kamal Anand  complainant in person.


    
 Shri Tarsem Singh, SDO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied. Shri Tarsem Singh, SDO, will supply clarification sought by the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission









       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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August 24, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Rajesh Kumari,

Labour Colony, # 263,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Estate Officer,

PUDA, Raj Guru Nagar, Ludhiana.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 184 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rup Lal Saini husband of the complainant.



Shri Gurdev Singh, SDO-cum- APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:



Information stands supplied.  If complainant feels that injustice has been done to her, she should approach to appropriate authority.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parminder Singh Kala,

#13, Shastri Market, 

Jalandhar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Engineer (Projects)

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 635 of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER:



Case stands adjourned to 12.10.2007.










(R.K.Gupta)
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