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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1029 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)

PIN -125001,






……………………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant (89685-92301),Genl. Coord. Branch and Shri Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. Cabinet Affairs Br., o/o  Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.  

ORDER

1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However, he has sent  the written submission  received in the Commission at diary No.2133, dated 27.01.2014 which is taken on record.  
2.
Shri Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant, Cabinet Affairs Branch,  states that the remaining information on point No.5 of the RTI application has been sent to the appellant vide memo.No.7/50/2011/3Cab./18, dated 8.01.2014 by registered post and submits a copy of the same to the Commission which is taken on record.
3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1462 of 2013 

Sh. Rajeshwar Chaudhary, President,

RTI Users & Activist Society(Regd.),

Dhuri C/o Parkash Commercial College,

Railway Road, Dhuri, District-Sangrur.


         …………………….Appellant  

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.
None for the respondent.




----
ORDER

1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, two letters dated 19.12.2013 and 26.12.2013 containing submission of arguments from him have been received in the Commission at diary no.29179 dated 30.12.2013 and diary No.127 dated 02.01.2014 which are taken on record.  The appellant has stated that as already intimated by him he will not be able to attend the Commission's hearing and the appeal case may be decided by the Commission in his absence. 
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
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3. Last opportunity is given to the respondent PIO to file reply to the submission of the appellant before the next date of hearing. The matter to come up for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)
Dated: 28.01.2014.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1527 of 2013
Date of decision 28.01.2014 

Sh. Surinder Singh Nijjar, (Sr. Asstt. Accounts) 

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation.

SCO-74-75, Bank Square,

Sector-17-B, Chandigarh.



         …………………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation

SCO-74-75, Bank Square, Sector- 17,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation

SCO-74-75, Bank Square, Sector- 17,

Chandigarh.





           ………Respondents

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Pawan Kishore, Superintendent-cum-PIO o/o Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh.

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 06.02.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 2 points regarding comments of the reporting authority on his representation against adverse remarks in his ACR. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority and then second appeal in the Commission on 08.07.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.08.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. Nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.  
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4.
The respondent files copy of the letter vide which requisite information has been provided to the appellant on 20.12.2013 under signatures by hand.  
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by hand on 20.12.2013. The appellant has not attended the hearing consecutively for twice thereby entailing that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. In  view of above, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1643 of 2013 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal(President)

Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







         …………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal assisted by Ms Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. K. P. Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

ORDER
1. The appellant states that the written submission dated 10.01.2014 has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof has been provided to the respondent. He further states that the then MTP of M.C. Ludhiana is the PIO concerned in this case and he should be asked as to why the information has been delayed. He further states that the then MTP-cum-PIO concerned is now posted at M.C. Amritsar.  
2. Sh. K. P. Singh, PIO-cum- Superintendent files brief written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. He states that Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP (Hqrs.) has now been made PIO in place of Sh. Raj Kumar, the then MTP-cum-PIO. 
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3.  The then PIO-cum-MTP, Sh. Raj Kumar, who is presently posted as MTP, M.C., Amritsar and Smt. Kamajeet Kaur, ATP (Hqrs.), M.C., Ludhiana are hereby directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing along with written submission in regard to this case based on the facts. The matter is posted for hearing on 24.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
CC:

1. Sh. Raj Kumar, 

MTP, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar. 

2.          Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur,

         ATP Head - Quarter,


    Municipal Corporation,


    Ludhiana.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1645 of 2013 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal(President)

Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







…………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal assisted by Ms Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. K. P. Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

ORDER
1. The appellant states that the written submission dated 10.01.2014 has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof has been provided to the respondent. He further states that the then MTP of M.C. Ludhiana is the PIO concerned in this case and he should be asked as to why the information has been delayed. He further states that the then MTP-cum-PIO concerned is now posted at M.C. Amritsar.  

2. Sh. K. P. Singh, PIO-cum- Superintendent files brief written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. He states that Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP (Hqrs.) has now been made PIO in place of Sh. Raj Kumar, the then MTP-cum-PIO. 
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3.  The then PIO-cum-MTP, Sh. Raj Kumar, who is presently posted as MTP, M.C., Amritsar and Smt. Kamajeet Kaur, ATP (Hqrs.), M.C., Ludhiana are hereby directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing along with written submission in regard to this case based on the facts. The matter is posted for hearing on 24.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.     Sh. Raj Kumar, 

MTP, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar. 

2.           Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur,

         ATP Head - Quarter,


    Municipal Corporation,


    Ludhiana.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1646 of 2013 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal(President)

Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







…………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal assisted by Ms Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. K. P. Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, and 
Sh. Kuljeet Singh, Draftsman (Building Branch) office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

ORDER
1. The appellant states that through the deficiency on complaint no. 195,196 and 201 has been removed, the deficiency still exists on complaint no. 139, 173,176 and 187. In the end, he requests that he may also be allowed to inspect the original file. 
2. The respondent states that the appellant may visit the office of PIO-cum-ATP (Hqrs.) for inspection of original record on mutually agreed date on 07.02.2014 at 11: 00 AM. The respondent files written submission which is taken on record.    
3. The PIO-cum-ATP, (Hqrs.), who is also stated to be nodal officer, is hereby directed to facilitate inspection of concerned record on 07.02.2014. The PIO-cum-ATP (Hqrs.), shall coordinate with the concerned branches for inspection as well as removal of deficiencies. The matter to come up for further hearing on 24.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1659 of 2013 

Sh. Harish Chander Kapoor,

R/o # 1107/1 New No.3156 A, ST No.6,

Gurdev Nagar, Ludhiana-141001,

Mob-9814342065.






…………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana-141001.


           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Vivek Kapoor on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and 
Sh. Kapurdin, Junior Assistant o/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  
ORDER
1. The respondent states that the enquiry is in the last stages. Therefore,  an adjournment may be given.

2. The respondent is directed to file written submission enclosing copy of enquiry report at the next date of hearing. The matter to come up for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-  
 

Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1660 of 2013 

Sh. Vivek Kapoor,

R/o # 1107/1 New No.3156A, ST No.6,

Gurdev Nagar, Ludhiana-141001,

Mob-9814342065.






…………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana-141001.


           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Vivek Kapoor appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and 

Sh. Kapurdin, Junior Assistant o/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  
ORDER
1. The respondent states that the enquiry is in the last stages. Therefore,  an adjournment may be given.

2. The respondent is directed to file written submission enclosing copy of enquiry report at the next date of hearing. The matter to come up for further hearing on 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2280 of 2013
Date of decision 28.01.2014 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Virmani, JE(Retd.)

R/o # 51/19, Church Road, 

Jalandhar Cantt.







         …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o Punjab Agriculture University,  

Ludhiana.  






          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,  

Ludhiana.  






          
..Respondents

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Swarn Singh, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 24.06.2013 vide which the appellant has sought copies of  documents as per list attached from 1970 to June, 2012. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 23.07.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 15.10.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.12.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present at today's hearing. However, the appellant has intimated on telephone he has inspected the record as available and he is satisfied with the same.  He states that the case may be disposed of.
4.
The respondent states that the appellant has inspected the record on 19th & 20th  December, 2013 to his satisfaction. The written submission in this regard has already been sent to the Commission. 
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5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it emerges that the appellant is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. No further action is now required in this case which hereby closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2303 of 2013 

Ms Kamaljit Kaur,

R/o #  301, Ranjit Enclave,

Deep Nagar,

Jalandhar Cantt.







         …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o Principal, SBDSM Khalsa College,

VPO-Domeli, Tehsil-Phagwara,

District-Kapurthala.





          

      

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal, SBDSM Khalsa College,

VPO-Domeli, Tehsil-Phagwara,

District-Kapurthala.





          
..Respondents

Present:
Ms Kamaljit Kaur, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Satnam Singh, Superintendent.
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that the information provided by the respondent from point 1 to 4 at last hearing was uncertified. She further states that for obtaining information Rs.200/- as assessed fee vide postal order has been paid to the respondent and intimation thereof has been sent to the Commission.

 2.
The respondent files written submission stating therein that the Principal-cum-PIO of SBDSM Khalsa College, Domeli, has fractured her arm and on account of that she is unable to attend the hearing today and has requested for adjournment.   
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3.
The PIO is hereby directed to certify the information already provided to the appellant on point no. 1 to 4 and is further directed to provide the information from point no. 5 to 9. On the plea of the respondent PIO, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3748 of 2013 

Date of decision 28.01.2014

Dr. Jogbinder Singh Soodan, 

R/o Village Taraf Sanji,(Kathua)

Jammu & Kashmir.







 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.








 …..Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. B.M. Singh, Advocate.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 11.05.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding 8 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.10.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.12.2013  in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
4. The ld. counsel for the respondent files his power of attorney which is taken on record. He also files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. The  ld. counsel states that the information on point no. 1 & 2 has not been provided to 
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the information-seeker on account of Section 8 (i) (g) because the said information contains the names and designation of the experts on the selection committee. He further states that the respondent university is willing to provide the score given by the Selection Committee to the candidates appearing before the interview as per decision in a similar matter decided in AC no. 297 of 2012 vide  order dated 10.04.2012 by this  Hon'ble  Information Commission.
5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, the PIO o/o respondent-University is hereby directed to provide within 15 days the score given to candidates by the Selection Committee at interview held for the post of Scientific Assistant, Department of Sports Science without disclosing names and identity of the Members of the Selection Committee as stipulated in Section 10 of the RTI Act.  If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent, he shall be at liberty to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the respondent University in view of Section 19 of the RTI Act.
6. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
7.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3749 of 2013 




  




    Date of decision: 28.01.2014
Sh. Parwinder Singh,  
R/o Village-Ajnauda Khurd, 

Tehsil-Nabha, District-Patiala-147201.




…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, Gram Panchayat,

Ajnauda Khurd, Block Nabha,

District-Patiala.







 …..Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jagwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary of village Ajnauda Khurd.

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 31.07.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding 8 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.10.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.12.2013 in the Commission.

3.    The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
4.  The respondent files written submission vide letter no. 38 dated 27.01.2014, copy thereof has been sent to the complainant also, which is taken on record.
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It is mentioned therein that the audit report of village Ajnauda Khurd has not been received as yet from the Examiner Local Funds Accounts where it is still lying pending. He undertakes that the said information on point no. 8 on the RTI application shall be provided to the complainant when received from the Examiner Local Fund .

5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is observed that vide his RTI application dated 31.07.2013 information-seeker has sought information on 8 points. The information on point no. 1 to 7 has been provided to the applicant. As regards information on point no. 8 qua certified copies of the audit from the period 01.01.2008, information has yet not been received from the Examiner Local Fund Accounts. The respondent PIO has undertaken to provide the information within a fortnight on receiving the same from the Examiner Local Fund Accounts. If the complainant is still not satisfied with the information on point no.8, he shall be at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority. 
6. In view of the foregoing, the case is closed and disposed of.
7. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3767 of 2013 

Date of decision 28.01.2014

Sh. Tejinder Singh,(9041294847)

R/o #133, KSM Road, 

Rajpura-140401.







     …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

Leela Bhawan, Patiala.






  …..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh complainant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Randhir Singh, Clerk  office of DEO(S), Patiala.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 03.09.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought complete lists of teachers promoted as Math Lecturers from Master Cadre in 2008, 2010 and 2011. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 22.10.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.12.2013 in the Commission.

3.
   The complainant states that the requisite information has been provided to him by the respondent to his satisfaction. He further states that the case may be disposed of.
4.
The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction vide letter no. E7/2(1)2013/RTI dated 13.12.2013 and requests that the case may be disposed of.
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 5.
 After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant has given statement that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction and that the case may be disposed of. Now no further action is required in this case.  Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3768 of 2013

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o #133, KSM Road, 

Rajpura-140401.







     …Complainant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Public Instruction (Schools)

Phase-8, Mohali.


2. Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary, (Education) Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




..Respondent
Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh, complainant, in person. (9041294847)

For the respondent: Sh. Parminder Singh, Senior Assistant office of Director, Public Instruction (Schools), Mohali and Sh. Dinesh, Senior Assistant office of Principal Secretary, (Education) Punjab.
ORDER
1.
Sh. Dinesh, Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent no.2 seeks an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. 
2.
On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing to 03.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
