STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1593  of 2015
Date of institution:30.06.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Sital Singh  (M-9878117856) S/o Shri Gurdit Singh, 

Village Bidhipur,

P.O. REC College,

Distt. Jalandhar -144011 






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Executive Engineer,

Sub Division No.2,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,
Kartarpur, Distt. Jalandhar.






    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ram Lal, SDO, Sub-Division-2 (96461-16085). 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Anita, Clerk,  RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.   

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 25.05.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 30.06.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video conference. 
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
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4. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide memo no.1476 dated 24.09.2015. He further states that the information as available on record has already been sent to the RTI applicant vide memo no. 998 dated 18.06.2015. He further clarifies that the tube-well connection no.32 APO8/1154 does not exists as per record of the respondent.  
5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the information as available on record has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 18.06.2015 mentioning therein that as per office record the tube-well connection no.32 APO8/1154 does not exist in the record of the respondent. The Complainant is at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority against the order of the PIO. If he so desires. In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.  Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
P.S. 
Sh. Sital Singh, complainant came after the hearing was over. He was briefed about the proceedings of the case.    
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2270  of 2015 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

President, Kundan  Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C., RTI Branch. 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 398/RTI dated 28.09.2015. He states that the information was already provided to the appellant vide letter no. 1186/RTI dated 14.05.2015. On pointing out the deficiency the information on point no.3 after removal of deficiency has been provided vide letter no. 291 dated 20.07.2015. He further states that a certified copy of the information has been brought to be delivered personally to the appellant. 
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Appeal Case No. 2270  of 2015 

3. The respondent is directed to send the information brought today by registered post to the appellant. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.11.2015 at 02:00 P.M. at Chandigarh.

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






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1636 of 2015 

Date of institution:08.07.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Pritam Singh
S/o Shri  Balvir Singh, 

Village  Fatehgarh Gehai,
Tehsil  Guru Har Sahai,

Distt. Firozepur.  






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer, 

Firozepur.







  ….....Respondent

Present:   
Shri Pritam Singh, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Shri Deep Inder Singh, DEO appeared at Chandigarh.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.   

ORDER
1. The complainant filed RTI application dated 06.05.2015 seeking  information regarding certified copies of rules and notification for  conversion of manual registration certificate (RC) into smart card registration of the vehicles from other States/districts. On not getting response from the respondent he filed complaint on 08.07.2015 in the Commission under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005(hereinafter RTI Act). 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video conference. 
3. The  complainant states that he has not received any response so far.
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4.
The respondent files reply to the notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He states that in response to the RTI application dated 28.03.2015 the information seeker was asked vide memo.No.3434/DTO dated 20.04.2015 the PIO is not supposed to compile the information /answer the questions. He further states that the RTI applicant has again sought the same information vide RTI application dated 06.05.2015 and that he can visit the office of the respondent and seek the information.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file it is observed that the same information has been asked by the complainant vide two applications dated 28.03.2015 and 06.05.2015. The respondent has responded to the RTI application vide memo. dated 20.04.2015 that is stated to have not received by the complainant.  In these circumstances, this case is remanded back to the respondent PIO to club both the RTI applications dated 28.03.2015 and 06.05.2015 and dispose of the same as per RTI Act, 2005.  The complaint case is thus disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1691 of 2015 

Date of institution:14.07.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur. Jhabewal,

P.O Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.








    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C. 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 03.06.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 14.07.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video conference.

3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

4. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has been sent to the Commission vide no. 394 dated 28.09.2015 stating therein that the complainant 
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has sought information relating endorsement no. 2501-02/CEA/3 dated 20.05.2015 regarding which the RTI branch has written vide letter dated 12.06.2015 to the incharge complaint branch. It is further mentioned therein that original application is being traced. 



During the hearing today, the respondent stated that the number given by the complainant is not correct and adds that the relevant letter in-fact bears some other number and date about which the complainant has sought the information as per report received from the concerned office by the respondent.

5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the complainant while seeking information vide his RTI application has given incorrect number of the letter because  of which the respondent could not provide the information. The respondent has stated that the relevant letter has now been traced. In these circumstances, this Complaint Case is remanded to the respondent PIO for deciding the RTI application on the complainant afresh as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.The instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.    
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1697, 1699 & 1700 of 2015 

Ms Geeta Rani d/o Late Sh. Kuldeep Raj,

R/o House no. 3832/4, First Floor, 

New Janta Nagar, Gill Road, Ward No.3, 

Ludhiana.








    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer, 

Shimlapuri Police Station, 

Ludhiana.








    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ram Singh, ASI.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. Sh. Ram Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent is present during the video conference and states that the information sought in these three complaints is the same which has been provided to the complainant by registered post on 28.09.2015.
3. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up her case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.11.2015 at 02:00 P.M. at Chandigarh.
4.  Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be placed on each Complaint Case no. 1697, 1699 & 1700 of 2015 and also be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2340 of 2015 

Date of institution:14.07.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Parbind Sharma, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 7019, 7th Floor,

Lawyers Chamber Complex Part-II, New District Courts,

Ludhiana.








      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 16.02.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought certified copy of the order of the ADCP (HQ) in the DDR No.34 dated 19.07.2014 PS Daba, Ludhiana He filed appeal with the first appellate authority  on  01.04.2015 under Section 19(1) and second appeal in the Commission on 14.07.2015 under Section 19(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video conference. 

3.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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Appeal Case No. 2340 of 2015 

4.
Shri Suresh Kumar, H.C. on behalf of the respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been  sent vide letter No.391/RTI dated 28.09.2015 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to the appellant on 14.08.2015 under signatures.  The respondent further states that the information seeker has received the information on 14.08.2015 with which he was satisfied and receipt thereof is enclosed  with the reply.
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file it is ascertained that the information in this instant appeal case has been received by the appellant on 14.08.2015 to his satisfaction.  In wake of this, this Appeal Case is disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2389 of 2015 

Ms Mandeep Kaur, Advocate, (94174-88144)

Chamber No.230, District Courts,

Ludhiana.







      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO, Division No.4,  

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri Jagdish Singh  authorized by  the appellant (M-9814107139).
For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, ASI (9569084951).
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.   

ORDER
1.
Shri Jagdish Singh on behalf of the appellant states that part information has already been given to the appellant and the respondent has brought the remaining information to be given by hand today during the hearing. He further adds that an adjournment may be given to go through the information in order to see if there is any deficiency. 

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. He further adds that some information has already been provided on 29.09.2015 and the remaining information has been provided today by hand to Sh. Jagdish Singh appearing on behalf of the appellant. 
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Appeal Case No. 2389 of 2015 

3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.11.2015 at 02:00 P.M. at Chandigarh.

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






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2465 of 2015 

Date of institution: 28.07.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Rishi Vasal,

R/o #30, Street No.5, 

Sant Vihar Rajan Estate Colony,

Churpur Road, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.







      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1.
Vide RTI application dated 12.05.2015 the appellant has sought information about Shri Sanjeev Kapoor, Sub Inspector-cum-In charge Daresi Police Station, Ludhiana regarding  annual property returns  for the period  from 01.01.2008 uptill date. First  appeal was filed with the first appellate authority on 18.06.2015 under Section 19(1) and second appeal in the Commission on 28.07.2015 under Section 19(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video 
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conference. 

3.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.

4.
Shri Suresh Kumar, H.C. on behalf of the respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter No.392/RTI dated 28.09.2015 mentioning therein that the information sought by the appellant is about annual property returns of Shri Sanjeev Kapoor, Sub Inspector, SHO, PS Daresi, Ludhiana.  He further states that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter No.1896/RTI dated  16.07.2015 that the information cannot be provided as per Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the reply filed by the respondent it is ascertained that  vide RTI application  dated 12.05.2015 the appellant has sought information about annual property returns of Shri Sanjeev Kapoor, Sub Inspector and the respondent has already been intimated vide letter  dated 16.07.2015 addressed to the appellant that the information being personal cannot be provided as per Section  8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.I agree with the contention of the respondent  that the information sought by the appellant in this case is personal information which cannot be provided as per Section  8(1)(j) of the Act. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP no. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs Cen. Information Commr. & Ors and another has held in its order on 03.10.2012:-  
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(12. The petitioner herein sought for copies of all memos, show cause notices and censure/punishment awarded to the third respondent from his employer and also details viz. movable and immovable properties and also the details of his investments, lending and borrowing from Banks and other financial institutions. Further, he has also sought for the details of gifts stated to have accepted by the third respondent, his family members and friends and relatives at the marriage of his son. The information mostly sought for finds a place in the income tax returns of the third respondent. The question that has come up for consideration is whether the abovementioned information sought for qualifies to be "personal information" as defined in clause (j) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act.)
(13.    We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and orders of censure/punishment etc. are qualified to be personal information as defined in clause (j) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act. The performance of an employee/officer in an organization is primarily a matter between the employee and the employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, the disclosure of which has no relationship to 
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any public activity or public interest. On the other hand, the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual. Of course, in a given case, if the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer of the Appellate Authority is satisfied that the  larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right).

 In wake of above, this Appeal Case is disposed of and closed.

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






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2467 of 2015 

Date of institution: 28.07.2015
Date of decision: 30.09.2015 

Sh. Sukhwant Singh (99152-58164)

S/o Sh. Partap Singh,

R/o House no. 587, LIG, Urban Estate, 

Phase-I, Dugri, Ludhiana.






      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 09.01.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought certified copy of the complete case file and report No.6 dated 8..6.2012  U/S                   107/151 Cr.PC PS  Dugri, Ludhiana. First appeal was filed with the first appellate authority  on  11.03.2015 under Section 19(1) and second appeal in the Commission on 28.07.2015 under Section 19(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.09.2015 through video conference. 
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3.
The appellant states that he is satisfied with the information comprising of 19 pages provided by the respondent and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4.
The respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter No.396/RTI dated 28.09.2015. He further states that certified information comprising of 19 pages has been provided to the appellant by hand today during the hearing. 
5.
After hearing  both the parties it is ascertained that the information  comprising of 19 pages has been provided by the respondent to the appellant  by hand during the hearing with which the appellant is satisfied.  No further action is required in this Appeal Case which is disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2483 of 2015 

Sh. Chranjeet Singh, (98882-03328)

R/o # 6834/3A, Street No.8, Mohar Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141008.
 






      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
Mrs. Deepti Saluja on behalf of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C. RTI Branch.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  . 

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that  she has been provided information comprising of 39 pages by the respondent today by hand  during the hearing which  is irrelevant  and unsatisfactory. She further states that vide her RTI application dated 12.03.2015 she has sought information about  progress/report on the complaint  dated 30.08.2014.  She further mentions that the respondent has misguided her by telling that the complaint has been sent to the  GLADA whereas the action on the complaint was to be taken by the Police Department.  She requests  that  she is unable to attend the hearing at Chandigarh  and, therefore,  the matter be heard  through   video conference.
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2.
The respondent states that the reply to the notice of the Commission has  been sent vide letter No.399/RTI   dated 29.09.2015.  He further submits that information comprising  of 39 pages has been given to  Mrs. Deepti Saluja  on behalf of the appellant.
3.
The appellant to submit rebuttal to the information provided today with  copy to the respondent.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.11.2015 at 11:00 A.M.  through video conference Facility  of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1170 of 2015

Shri Harpreet Singh (Chairman) RTI & Human Rights Workers Club, 

R/o 355, Jassian Road (G.T. Road Side),

Friends Colony, Ludhiana-141008. 





.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (East)

DC Complex, Mini Secretariat, Bharat Nagar Chowk,

Ludhiana-141001.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

DC Complex, Mini Secretariat, Bharat Nagar Chowk,

Ludhiana-141001.   




 

      …...Respondent

 Present:   
Shri Harpreet Singh, appellant, in person.  

None for the respondent. 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Ms Pooja, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  
ORDER
1.
The coordinator intimates that the Tehsildar (East) is on duty of the High Court and the dealing hand is on Ex-India leave. 
2.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.11.2015 at 02:00 P.M. at Chandigarh.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 30.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner

