STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Pardeep Bhanot,

H. No. 2, Sector 18,

Chandigarh.







              …Appellant 
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ajnala,  (Distt. Amritsar).

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.







 …Respondents 
Appeal Case no.1330/2013

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Pardeep Bhanot, appellant, in person.



Mr. Boota Ram, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 






-----       



The representative of the PIO  provided the requisite information to the appellant today during the course of hearing.  The appellant  confirmed having received the information to his satisfaction.  He also furnished acknowledgement  to this effect which is taken on record.


Since the information has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi )

Dated :  28.10.2013.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Raghbir Singh Dhillon, 

 # 2984, Phase – 7, 

Ajitgarh ( Mohali). 






… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,
Ropar. 
 
 





 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3362/2013
ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr. Parmod Kumar, Accountant-APIO, (of N.C. Banur) for the respondent.





----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   5.07.2013. 
PIO  replied



:    Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   06.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on 12 points regarding ban on  sale of land on account of complaint by one Karamjit Singh, dated 14.02.2011 and the Complaints pending mutation of land in  Bara Phool.
Grounds  for  appeal. 


No  response, hence  denial of  information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The complainant is absent today without intimation to the Commission.


At the outset of the  hearing, APIO o/o M.C., Banur, stated that  this complaint case does not  relate to his office  rather it relates to Deputy Commissioner’s office,  Ropar.   
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In view of this, the heading of the complaint case  be corrected by  inserting ‘PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar’ as Respondent instead of    ---- o/o N.C. Banur and a fresh notice  be issued accordingly and sent along with this order.
Decision:


The case is adjourned to  21.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


Encls:


   Revised notice of hearing. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ajaib Singh, Member Panchayat,
Village – Bakarpur, 

Tehsil & District – Ajitgarh.(Mohali).  



……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager, 

Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur.  
 




…Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3397/2013

ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.

None for the respondent.



----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   11.07.2013. 
PIO  replied



:    Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   19.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on  six  points regarding various development projects and grants for village  Bakarpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.
Grounds  for  appeal. 


No  response, hence  denial of  information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



Neither the complainant  nor the Respondent is present today.  Nor there is any intimation  regarding this.

 



The Respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information  to the complainant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.  The PIO should also be  present at the next date of hearing.
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Decision:


The case is adjourned to  21.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Vipan Kumar Namdhari, 

Phase – I, Civil Lines, 

Fazilka – 152123

 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager, 

Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur.  
 



 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3371/2013
ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr. Jasbir Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the respondent.



----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   26.07.2012. 
PIO  replied



:   28.08.2012    /   26.11.2012.
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   18.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on  ten  points. 
Grounds  for  appeal. 


Incomplete  information furnished  by  the PIO.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The complainant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.


The  RTI application is dated 26.7.2012. Since  the complainant sought  information  on 10 points, the PIO responded well within the stipulated period on 28.8.2012 and provided the information on 09 points.  Regarding information  related to point No.10, the PIO informed the complainant that the information was not ready as it has to be compiled  in a particular proforma submitted by the complainant.  Since the 
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information was scattered  in a number of  receipt books. which had to be compiled, this amounted to creation of information which is not mandated under the RTI Act, 2005.


The PIO had sought time of two months to prepare the said information.  In fact, the PIO has no business to create this information.  Subsequently,  when this information was identified, the complainant was  informed to deposit the requisite fee of Rs.1200/- through its letter dated 26.11.2012. This was contested by the complainant stating that the information was to be provided  free of cost as it was not provided within the stipulated period. The PIO had already provided the information within the stipulated period and the information regarding point No.10 was  to be created and the requisite fee could only be demanded after creating the information.  Since now the information has been created and is available with the PIO, the complainant can deposit the requisite fee and procure the information on payment basis and the PIO would be duty-bound to provide the information. Also the complainant should have approached the first appellate authority (FAA) within stipulated period of one month instead of knocking at the doors of the Commission if the information provided to him was deficient or incomplete. The complainant can’t raise objection regarding the incomplete information after months of receiving the information.

                       However, the complainant can obtain the information on query No 10 after depositing the requisite fee for the same. If he still finds that the information provided is deficient, he can approach the FAA with regards to query No 10 and the FAA would adjudicate the RTI application with regard to query No. 10 on merit and pass a speaking order.

Decision:


With these directions, the case is  disposed of and closed.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sanjeev Kumar, 

S/o Late Sh. Bachna Ram, 

V & PO – Bora, Tehsil –Budhlada, 

District – Mansa - 151503 





… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Govt. High School, 

Rajomajra, Tehsil – Dera Bassi,




District – Ajitgarh (Mohali).   




 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3366/2013

ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr.  Ram Singh, Headmaster-PIO, for the respondent.



----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   25.06.2013  /  16.08.2013. 
PIO  replied



:    Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   18.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on  three  points regarding Science Mistress  Shailly Singla.
Grounds  for  appeal. 


No  response, hence  denial of  information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The complainant is absent today without intimation to the Commission.


Since the information is related to  a third party and is about a teacher who is working in his own school, initially she had refused to part with the information which was  purely personal information.  However, subsequently on receiving the  
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Commission’s notice, the PIO  has supplied the information through registered post on 26.10.2013  to the complainant.
Decision:


Since the information has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Gurdial Singh, 

S/o Sh. Kirpa Singh, 

R/o H. No. 130, Beant Singh Aman Nagar, 

Bela Road, Roopnagar. – 140001. 




… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Improvement Trust, 

Roopnagar. 

 
 





 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3369/2013

ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr.  Parmod Singh, Jr.  Assistant, for the respondent.



----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   12.07.2013. 
PIO  replied



:    23.08.2013.
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   18.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on  four  points related to one  Bhushan  Kumar, H. No.126, Beant Singh Nagar regarding construction.
Grounds  for  appeal. 


Information denied stating that the information related to third  party which denied the same.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The complainant is absent today without intimation to the Commission.



The representative of the PIO stated that the information  has been provided  to the complainant by hand  and obtained acknowledgement from of the same.  He submitted a copy of the same to the Commission which is taken on record.
Decision:
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Since the information has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Puneet Kumar Bansal, 

W. No. 7, Banur, 

Distt. Mohali -  140601.




   
… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

o/o Nagar Council, Banur

District – Mohali 
 
 




 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3358/2013

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Puneet Kumar Bansal, complainant, in person.

Mr.  Parmod Kumar, Accountant-APIO, for the respondent.



----

RTI  appliction filed on

:   19.02.2013. 
PIO  replied



:    Nil.
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   17.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information  on   seven  points regarding  the passports of the employees of the outfit and foreign travel by them, the application for leave (ex-India) and allied issues.
Grounds  for  appeal. 


No response, hence  denial of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The representative of the PIO stated that the requisite information  had been provided  to the complainant on 18.3.2013 well within the stipulated period of one month and the complainant should have approached  the  first appellate authority if the information was incomplete.  However, the complainant said that he has not received 
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any information  by 18.3.2013.  The representative of the PIO failed to produce   any documentary evidence that the information had been provided.  Nor he could  tell whether the information was sent by speed post, registered post or ordinary post  pleading that he was not on duty during this period.  Subsequently,  on receipt of Commission’s notice, the PIO again sent the information on 11.10.2013 and a copy of the same was sent to the Commission which is diarised  on 23.10.2013. 


The complainant pointed out that the information is incomplete as regards information  of point No. 6 and 7.  The  APIO assured to provide this information within a week’s time.  However, the PIO is directed to bring all the proofs  on the next date of hearing.
Decision:
The case is adjourned to  21.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Anuj Ashwani


s/o Late Sh. Vinod Kumar,


No. 6, Street No. 1,


New Adarsh Nagar,


Ferozepur-152022.





          …Appellant 


Versus


1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.





       …Respondents 

Appeal Case no. 1226/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Anuj Ashwani,  appellant, in person.



Mr.  Ashok Kumar, Asstt Office Kanungo,  for  the  respondent. 




              
   -----  


After hearing both the parties the order was reserved for pronouncement  today.  However, both the parties are present , the appellant in person and Mr. Ashok Kumar, Asstt. Office Kanungo  on behalf of the  Tehsildar-PIO. Today, some new facts have been brought to the Commission’s notice relating the instant case for consideration. In the light of the same, the Commission feels that the then PIO-Tehsildar  misguided the Commission and kept it in the dark by concealing the  vital information pertaining thereto. 



 Mr. Jarnail Singh had just joined as Tehsildar-PIO in early September’ 2013 before the hearing on 11.9.2013.  During that hearing, he claimed that finally he had traced the mutation No.29714 and he handed over the same to the appellant during the hearing pleading for more time to provide the remaining information. However, on the previous date of hearing on 10.10.2013, the PIO submitted a letter of the same date  stating that the mutation was being provided and for the remaining information  he said that the same was  not  demanded  in the original RTI application.  The appellant can file a separate application  for obtaining the same.  However, the appellant had categorically demanded not only the mutation number  29714 

Appeal Case no. 1226/2012
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but also the related  complete file and there was no need for filing any separate  application  for the same.  



The representative of the Respondent-PIO  stated during the proceedings  today, who was also assigned the job to trace the mutation 

along with this file, stated  that he has failed to trace the mutation as well as   the file.  However, he said that the out-going  PIO had summoned him to the 

office after office hours and handed  him over  the mutation without any  related office file.  This suggests that the mutation was  in possession of Mr. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar-PIO, may be along with the file.  Also, Mr. Ashok Kumar told  the Commission that Mr. Manjit Singh had told him in no uncertain terms that he won’t get the  concerned file at any cost, in the presence of other staff.  



Since Mr. Manjit Singh  had been the PIO for all these months and mutation papers  and  file  remained in his possession.  He had apparently and deliberately kept these documents with him for the reasons best known to him.  In these circumstances, the Commission is  constrained to issue show-cause notice  to Mr. Manjit  Singh, Tehsildar-PIO, Ferozepur now  Tehsildar, Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.  
The then PIO-Tehsildar, Ferozepur, is hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon  him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The  PIO-Tehsildar, Mr. Manjit Singh, is directed to submit  his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



 

In addition to the written reply, PIO-Tehsildar, Mr. Manajit Singh, is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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  The Commission further directs the  PIO-Tehsildar, Mr. Manjit Singh, to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  with a copy of his reply  explaining  the reasons for delaying and denying the  information  failing which the  matter will be decided ex-parte.



The case is adjourned to  25.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      
   (Surinder Awasthi)  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

 
  State Information Commissioner.



CC:

Regd.
    1.
Mr. Manjit Singh,



former PIO-Tehsildar, Ferozepur



now  Tehsildar, Baba Bakala,



Distt. Amritsar.

Regd.
    2.
The  Deputy Commissioner,      (By name )




Ferozepur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Amrinder Singh

Village Badhouchi Khurd,

PO Badhouchi Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala Depot,

Patiala.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3089/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Amrinder Singh,  complainant, in person.



None  for  the  Respondent.






-----




The complainant submits that he has now received the security amount from the Respondent.  However, he says that  the other information provided is incomplete.  As far as information is concerned, the  s ame has been provided to the complainant.



However, the respondent-PIO is absent today. The PIO  

 (Mr. Pardeep Sachdeva), o/o G.M. was issued show-cause notice vide order dated  7.10.2013.  He has neither submitted his reply to the show-cause notice  nor is present today.  The PIO  o/o G.M. is given one last opportunity to submit his reply and is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which  the Commission will decide the matter  ex-parte.



The case is adjourned to  21.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      
   (Surinder Awasthi)  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

 
  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Gurmail Chand, 

S/o Sh. Mansha Ram, 

H.No. 201 /2, Near Railway Crossing, 

Navi Abadi, Nawanshahr. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Managing Director, 

P.R.TC., Patiala. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3228/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Gurmail  Chand,  complainant, in person.

Mr. Kulwant Krishan, Sr. Asstt.,  for the  respondent.   




----



Substantial  information had been provided  earlier.  The remaining  information has been provided today by the Respondent  during the course of hearing.  However, the complainant pointed out that the information is not attested.  The representative of the  Respondent  assured  that he would attest all the documents which have  previously been supplied to the complainant.



Since the  information has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      
   (Surinder Awasthi)  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

 
  State Information Commissioner.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 


… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

 
Ludhiana.  

   
  


  …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1080/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.

Mr. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdtt.-PIO and Mr. Kuljit Singh, Draftsm,  for the respondents. 






----  



The requisite information relating to point No. 2, 3 and 4 has been handed over to the appellant  today  by the respondent during the course of hearing.  As regards information  related to point No.1, the appellant will visit PIO’s office   to inspect the record and identify the information  required by him.  Both the PIO and the appellant have agreed to meet in the office of PIO on 31.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. where the PIO-Respondent will produce all the relevant record to the appellant  who will identify the information  required and the responodent-PIO will be duty-bound to provide the same within two working days, duly attested, to the appellant.  The Respondent-PIO is also directed to obtain receipt from the appellant for the information provided  for record.  It is made clear that if the Respondent-PIO  fails to do so  stringent provisions of the RTI Act will be  invoked for non-compliance of the Commission’s orders.



The decision on the show-cause notice is deferred till the next date of hearing.



With this direction, the case is adjourned to 18.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      
   (Surinder Awasthi)  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

 
  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 


   
… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.  



     
           
 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1081/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.



Mr. Surinder Pal, Supdtt. for  the  respondent.






-----



Both the parties failed to  comply with the Commission’s order dated  23.09.2013 and  10.10.2013.  One last opportunity is given to both the appellant and the  Respondent-PIO for meticulous compliance  of these orders failing which  the Commission would be constrained to decide the matter as per provisions of the  RTI Act, 2005.



The case is adjourned to 18.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      
   (Surinder Awasthi)  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

 
  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Bahadur Singh, 

R/o 10904, Basant Road,

 Miller Ganj, Industrial Area – B, 

Ludhiana – 141003.

 




… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Roopnagar.  


2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.  


.



…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2036/2013

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Balbir Aggarwal,  for  the  appellant.

Mr.  Gurinder Singh, Clerk, for the respondent.



----

RTI  application filed on

:   30.05.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   ----

Appeal to FAA filed  on 

:    30.07.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:    ----
Second  appeal  recd.  in

:   17.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on  three points related to riot victim  Ajmer Singh s/o Shri Hirdu Ram, registration No.07, Danga Peerat, including  his  record file, details  of facilities and the  compensation etc. offered to him and his legal heirs on his death.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence  denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




 Mr Balbir Aggarwal, representative of the  appellant, submits his authority letter  which is taken on record.



The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted copy of the information to the representative of the appellant today during the course of  hearing. He stated that the information had already been provided to the appellant on 20.8.2013.



The RTI application is dated 30.05.2013 and  the response should have been given by 30th June, 2013, within the stipulated period. However, as far as information is concerned, the case is closed.



The PIO is directed to explain the reasons for  delay in providing the information to the appellant.  The Commission further directs the PIO, Mr. Gurtej Singh, Addl. D. C., to be personally present at the next date of hearing.

Decision:

The case is adjourned to 18.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.10.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

