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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh , 

S/o Shri Raghbir Singh, Vill. Malludwara 

P.O. Khokhar Faujjian, Tehsil Batala (Gurdaspur)

      -------------Complainant

                                 Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of. Police (Commando), 

Bahadurgarh Distt Patiala.





   -------------Respondant

Complaint Case No. 3211 of 2013
Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Rakesh Kaushal, PPS, Commandant alongwith Shri Jarnail Singh, Superintendent and H.C. Iqbal Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the parties and considered the written statement of the respondent.

2.

Punjab Armed Police has been exempted from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide Government of Punjab’s notification dated 23.2.2006.  Consequently, RTI Act is not applicable on the respondent unless the subject matter of RTI request relates to charges of corruption or violation of Human Rights.  A perusal of the complaint and original RTI application shows that no plea of corruption or violation of Human Rights has been taken by the complainant. Hence, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 3.9.2013 is not maintainable and the case is closed.
3.

However, it may be mentioned that the respondent submits that they are already seized of the issue and the concerned employee has been placed under suspension and proceeded against departmentally.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh, Street No 10, 

Near G.N.D Public School, Krishna Nagar, 

Khanna , Distt Ludhiana-141401..





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh 




    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.1944  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Mandeep Singh appellant in person.
Shri Hari Singh Superintendent alongwith HC Purshotam on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has placed a written submission on record.  I have heard the parties.  Following directions are given:-
(i)
Information in respect of employees, who were appointed by the Director General of Police, Punjab shall be given by the respondent-PIO.

(ii)
Information in respect of officers who are appointed by the Government of Punjab shall be provided by the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice.  The present respondent will transfer the request for information to the Public Information Officer/Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh.
(iii)
In respect of information regarding non-gazetted officers whose appointing authorities are Senior Superintendent of Police and Deputy Inspector General of Police-incharge of ranges, the appellant may approach the PIOs concerned separately.

2. 
To come up on 20.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardara Singh, S/o Shri Harbhajan Singh , 

Vil Saini Majra (Dhaki)

 P.O. Ghanauli  

Roopnagar-140113





      -------------Complainant

                                 Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Secretary,

Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant , 

Bathinda.






   -------------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3212 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sardara Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Sharda Rani, Deputy Secretary alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties and gone through their respective arguments and the documents filed by the respondent.  The plea of the respondent is that no notice was received from Shri Ashish Grover, Advocate as mentioned in RTI application dated 6.5.2013.  Since the notice was not received by the respondent, no reply was also given.  Thus, the respondent has answered the query and the present complaint dated 3.9.2013 filed in the Commission is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vivek Jindal  S/o Shri Raj Kumar, 

r/o Arora Mohalla , Malerkotla-148023

Sangrur

.




      

-------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Senior  Superintendent of police , 

Sangrur

First Appellant Authority, 

o/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1,Patiala.





    
-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1945  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



ASI Ajaib Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.502/RTI dated 9.10.2013.  I have heard the respondent.  His plea is that report of Chemical Examiner, Kharar in Post Mortem Report No.PM/BS/JS/MG09/06 dated 28.07.2006 has not been received and, therefore, cannot be furnished at this stage. As and when the report is received from the Chemical Examiner, the respondent submits that they will send it to the appellant.
2.

In view of the above undertaking of the respondent, the present appeal filed in the Commission on 3.9.2013 is closed with the direction that respondent will furnish the report to the appellant on receipt of the same from the Chemical Examiner.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbarinder Singh Gill,

37 ,Suraj Avenue, Fatehgarh Churian Road, 

Amritsar






      -------------Complainant

                       

          Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana






 -------------Respondant

Complaint Case No. 3230 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurbrinder Singh Gill complainant in person.



ASI Santosh Kumar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply, which is taken on record.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The plea of the respondent is that an investigation was conducted by Station House Officer, Division No.5, Ludhiana but a reinvestigation has been ordered by constituting a Committee headed by Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police, Zone No.3, Ludhiana.  Since the matter is under reinvestigation, disclosure of any material at this stage is likely to impede the process of investigation.  The plea of the respondent is that at this stage, therefore, information may not be disclosed.  However, the respondent would have no objection to furnish the information after the conclusion of the reinvestigation by the Committee headed by Additional Deputy Commissioner, Zone 3, Ludhiana.  I accept the plea under Section 8(1)(h) and accordingly the complaint filed in the Commission on 4.9.2013 is closed. 




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Brish Bhan Bujark , 

S/o Shri Saroop Chand, 

R/o # 33, Kahngarh Road, 

Patran , Dist Patiala





      -------------Complainant

                               


 Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police , 

Patiala







   -------------Respondant

Complaint Case No. 3266 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Brish Bhan Bujark complainant in person.



H.C. Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties and gone through their respective stands.

2.

The complainant submits that he will be satisfied if he is given information as to number of cases registered and the quantity of illegal liquor recovered in Patiala District during the period as indicated in his RTI request dated 3.4.2013.  The respondent is accordingly directed to furnish this information within a period of 15 days of this order.  With this direction, the present appeal filed in the Commission on 5.9.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Singh, VPO Amarpura , 

Bhabwala, tehsil Abohar, Distt ferozepur.


      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Abohar.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.




    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1974  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Manjit Singh Bhandari, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that record in its custody has been furnished to the appellant.  However, the record relating to election was sealed and deposited in the treasury and is not presently in his custody.  It is further pleaded that this fact was conveyed to the appellant by SDM-cum-PIO, Abohar vide letter No.121 dated 31.5.2013.
2.

The appellant, however, has sent a request for adjournment of the case.  Let him file his rejoinder, if any, before the next date of hearing with an advance copy to the respondent.

3.

To come up on 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh , 

S/o Shri Ajit Singh, W/No 11, 

r/o Fatehgarh Churian , 

Batala, Dist Gurdaspur. 






      -------------Complainant

                                 Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of police,

Batala. 








   -------------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3301 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhchain Singh complainant in person.



DSP Kirpal Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have considered the reply filed by the respondent and heard the parties.  The respondent has furnished to the complainant the entire record vide his No.351/RTI/35900 dated 3.10.2013 received in the Commission vide diary No.22966 dated 4.10.2013.  In view of this, I do not find any merit in the complaint, which was filed in the Commission on 9.9.2013. Hence, the same is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chamman Lal Goyal , Advocate, 

# 2123, Sector-27, Chandigarh. 




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt, of  Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, 

(Jails Branch) 8th Floor, Punjab civil Secretariat 

Chandigarh. 

First Appellant Authority, 

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt, of  Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, 

(Jails Branch) 8th Floor, Punjab civil Secretariat 

Chandigarh. 







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1981 of 2013
Present:-
Shri Ravinder Goyal on behalf of the appellant.


Ms. Veena Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Parties request for an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 30.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Soni,

#132, Gol Bagh, Narain Nagar,

Amritsar.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Secretary ( P & F),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Chief Accounts Officer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1155 of 2013





( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab





( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.


      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division, Patiala.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) 

to Government of Punjab, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1538 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jasbir Singh appellant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Notice was issued to PIO/Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala and PIO/Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.  The appellant submits that he has not received the information till date.  He had applied for the information on 19.1.2013 and a period of almost 10 months has passed.  The concerned PIOs are transferring request for information from one PIO to another without furnishing the information.  It is, therefore, a fit case to issue notice to the PIO/Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue, Chandigarh and PIO/Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information within 30 days of the RTI request.  The reply of the PIOs may be submitted before the next date of hearing when they may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

2.

To come up on 20.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg

s/o Shri Om Parkash,

#B-1/1473-A, Opp. Old Bombay Palace,                                                                                                                                                                 
Jakhal Road, Sunam-148028,





  

                                                                                                             ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bar Association,

Sunam Court Complex,

Sunam.



 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No.2103 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg complainant in person.



Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has filed a complaint dated 13.8.2012.  He has raised number of issues including regarding legal capacity of Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate to appear on behalf of Sunam Bar Association in the absence of a formal resolution of that Association engaging him as a counsel.  Further, it has been alleged in the complaint that the signatures of the President of Bar Association as these appear on the Vakalat Nama submitted by counsel-Shri Parveen Kumar Garg and on a letter written by the President-Shri Harinder Singh Sidhu to former president-Shri Ranjit Singh Bakhshiwala, a copy of which has been endorsed to the State Information Commission, Punjab, do not match
2.

The respondent may file its rejoinder on the issues raised in the complaint of the information-seeker dated 13.8.2013.

3.

To come up on 10.10.2013 at 1.00 P.M.
(Narinderjit Singh).





( R.I. Singh)



State Information Commissioner,



Chief Information Commissioner
                                   Punjab.




   
          
Punjab

Dated: 10.09.2013.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Balram Sharma,

# 102, Street No.1A,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Gurbax Colony,

Patiala.








        ---Appellant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala








-----Respondents

AC No. 716 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balram Sharma appellant in person.



Shri K.S. Bhatia, Joint Secretary (Services) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent requests for an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 7.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinod Goyal

s/o Shri Amrit lal,

#880, Ward No.12, Street No.6,

Leela Niwas, Vedant Nagar,

Moga-142001.









      -------------Complainant

                               


 Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, Moga.

FAA-Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.








   -------------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1961 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Paramjit Singh Dhaliwal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Sandeep Kuar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply, a copy of which has been furnished to the appellant.  I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The queries of the information-Seeker dated 18.3.2013 are in the form of questions.  These do not fall within the definition of Section 2(f). Material information, held by or under the control of the public authority concerned within the meaning of Section 2(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 may be accessed by a citizen.  The appellant, therefore, is advised to restructure his queries within the ambit of Section 2(f) of RTI Act and approach the PIO who shall thereafter deal with it in accordance with the RTI Act.  With this direction, the present appeal filed in the Commission on 4.9.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



October 10, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh

s/o Shri Kulbir Singh,

r/o 355, Friends Colony, Jassian Road,

Ludhiana-141008.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lord Mahavir Homeopathic 

Medical College and Hospital,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lord Mahavir Homeopathic 

Medical College and Hospital,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1785 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.  The case is adjourned to 10.10.2013.
3.

To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of orders.

( R.I. Singh)

October 10, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra,

Hindustan Times,

SCO 43, Ladowali Road,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2899 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arvinder Chauhan, advocate  on behalf of the Punjab Technical University.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Shri Rajinder Dogra, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO/Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar representing the complainant public authority has made a written statement that he wants to withdraw the present complaint case in view of the fact that respondent-Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra has since expired.  In view of the death of the respondent, the case in any case, would not lie.  Hence, the case file be consigned to record.
    (Parveen Kumar )

   (B.C. Thakur ) 


 ( R.I. Singh)


State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner
Chief Information Commissioner
                                       
Punjab.




      Punjab.


    Punjab
Dated : October 10, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Shri Sarvesh Bharti,

r/o #661, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2843 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arvinder Chauhan, advocate  on behalf of the Punjab Technical University.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant has moved an application seeking time to file replication. 

Time is allowed.

2.

To come up on 12.11.2013 at 12.30 P.M.
         (Parveen Kumar )

   (B.C. Thakur ) 


 ( R.I. Singh)


State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner
Chief Information Commissioner
                                       
Punjab.




      Punjab.


    Punjab
Dated : October 10, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.C. Garg, Advocate,

638/1, Malerkotla House,

Opposite Old DMC, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, Patiala.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Personnel and Training,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.









    -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Garg complainant in person.

Ms. Paramjit Kaur and Ms. Manpreet Kaur, both Excise and Taxation Officers on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, a direction was issued under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel and Training, to depute a duly authorized officer to appear before the Commission and give evidence and produce relevant record/government instructions as to which category of employees of the Punjab Government have been categorized as “officers”.  
2.

However, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent-Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel and Training.  Fresh notice be issued to the Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel and Training.
3.

Secretary to the Commission is also directed to write a D.O. to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel and Training so that an official is deputed to give evidence and produce the record on this subject matter.
4.

To come up on 12.11.2013 at 12.30 P.M.
    (Parveen Kumar )

  

 (B.C. Thakur ) 

 ( R.I. Singh)


State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner
Chief Information Commissioner
                                       
Punjab.




      Punjab.


    Punjab

Dated : October 10, 2013
CC
The Secretary, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Niranjan Singh,

#5372, LIG, Urban Estate,

Phase-2, Patiala.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director North Zone Culture Centre, Punjab,

Patiala.



 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No.1883 of 2013

Subject:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.  On the last date of hearing, the respondent had taken the plea that this Commission does not have the jurisdiction over North Zone Culture Centre, Patiala, which has been established by the Union Government.  To give an opportunity to the complainant to file his rejoinder/reply, the case was adjourned. However, he has not filed any written reply and nor sent any rejoinder.
2.

We have considered the documents on record, particularly the reply filed by the respondent.  In view of the fact that North Zone Culture Centre, Patiala is a public authority established by the Union Government, the present complaint would lie to the Central Information Commission.  The complaint is closed with the direction to the complainant that he is free to move the Central Information Commission.
(Chander Parkash).





( R.I. Singh)



State Information Commissioner,



Chief Information Commissioner
                                   Punjab.




   
          
Punjab

Dated: 10.10.2013.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg

s/o Shri Om Parkash,

#B-1/1473-A, Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam-148028,

















………………Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bar Association,

Sunam Court Complex,

Sunam.



 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No.2103 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg complainant in person.



Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Counsel for the respondent requests for an adjournment to enable him to file his reply.
2.

To come up on 24.10.2013 at 1.00 P.M.
(Narinderjit Singh).





( R.I. Singh)



State Information Commissioner,



Chief Information Commissioner
                                   Punjab.




   
          
Punjab

Dated: 10.10.2013.

