
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

  

Sh. Navneet Singhania, 

# 1609/2, Ram Gali, 

Katra Ahluwalia, Amritsar- 143006.


__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Amritsar Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





____________Respondent
AC No. 1336 of 2011 
Present:
None for the parties. 
ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 30-05-2011. The information demanded pertains to beautification scheme to expand road from Ghee Mandi to Jallianwala Bagh, Amritsar. 

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz.  Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab on 16-08-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 09-12-2011.


The O/o. Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab, transferred the RTI application of the appellant under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab. 


The Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab has further transferred it to O/o. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar who further transferred it to PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar. 


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM. 

The PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the RTI applicant before the next date of hearing. The information should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ms. Murti Devi,

H No. 33159, Street No.1, 

Partap Nagar, Bathinda- 151005.


__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.





____________Respondent
AC No. 1339 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant. 

      ii)       Sh. Tirth Ram, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 16-06-2011. The information demanded pertains to encroachment of land. 

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz.  Municipal Corporation, Bathinda on 17-08-2011. Her second appeal with the Commission is dated 10-12-2011.


The respondent has supplied the requisite information vide his memo no. 146 dated 09-12-2011. 


I have gone over the RTI application and the response of the PIO. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jasmail Singh,

S/o. Late Sh. Bhagat Singh,

Village Arraicha, P.O. Doraha, 
Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna, Ludhiana




____________Respondent
AC No. 1341 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Head Constable Sh. Malkiat Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 04-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to six queries regarding “High Doubt” persons.  
Expressing dissatisfaction with the response given by PIO in connection with RTI request, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority (FAA) viz. Inspector General of Police, Patiala on 12-10-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 12-12-2011.


The PIO vide his letter no. 1123/RTI dated 01-09-2011 informed the appellant that the requisite information regarding “high doubt persons” cannot be supplied to him. The PIO claimed in that letter that the information cannot be given to the information seeker as per the opinion of the District Attorney, Legal, Ludhiana which was sought by PIO. 

The First appeal in this case was taken by Inspector General of Police, Zone-II-cum-Appellate Authority, Jalandhar. The First Appellate Authority decided the appeal on 17-11-2011 without giving an opportunity of being heard either to information seeker or to PIO.


While passing an order for filing the first appeal of information seeker, the First Appellate Authority in  his  order    stated   that   he  had   examined  the 
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response/report of SSP Khanna given to the information seeker. The O/o. SSP 
Khanna had already answered the queries raised by information seeker in his RTI application. The O/o. SSP Khanna had also sent a copy of written opinion of District Attorney, Ludhiana to the information seeker. 


As the First Appellate Authority seems to have disposed of the appeal of the information seeker without application of judicial mind,  the case is  remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), O/o. Inspector General of Police, Jalandhar, with the direction that FAA will examine all the documents on record, provide an opportunity of being heard to both the parties and pass a speaking order that why information cannot be supplied to the information seeker  in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act. 


 A copy of the appeal dated 12-10-2011 is appended with the order for ready reference of the FAA, Inspector General of Police, Jalandhar. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012

C C:

O/o. Inspector General of Police,



Jalandhar.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Ram Singh,

S/o. Sh. Jeet Singh,

Village Changal, 

District Sangrur- 148034.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur. 





____________Respondent
AC No. 1343 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant.


      ii)       Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 26-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to misappropriation of grant received by the Gram Panchayat, Village Changal, Sangrur. 

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur on 23-08-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 08-12-2011.


The respondent submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the information seeker vide memo no. 5912 dated 14-12-2011. He also submits that the appellant has also given an acknowledgement having received the information. A copy submitted by the respondent is taken on record. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.  


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Malkiat Singh,

94-A, G.T.B. Nagar, 

Sector 14, Kharar, 

District Mohali.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Kharar, 
District Mohali.




____________Respondent
AC No. 1344 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Malkiat Singh appellant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Sarbjit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-01-2011. The information demanded pertains to work executed by contractor Sh. Mangal Singh of the drainage for waste water in Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Kharar. 


 On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority on 06-04-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 12-12-2011.


The respondent submits that the requisite information will be supplied to the information seeker within a week from today.


Adjourned to 28-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Thakur Singh,

Village Fatehpur, P.O. Bulhowal,

Tehsil & District Hoshiarpur.


__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur-1.




____________Respondent
AC No. 1283 of 2011 
Present:    i)        Sh. Avtar Singh, appellant in person. 


      ii)        Sh. Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, & Ms. Kashmir Kaur, 


      Sarpanch, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 03-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to decision taken by Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Fatehpur, District Hoshiarpur regarding release of water from tubewell connection of Sh. Tarlok Singh and Sh. Kehar Singh.

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Block Development & Panchayat Officer on 28-09-2011. The appeal with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The BDPO-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur transferred the RTI application of Sh. Avtar Singh to Sh. Manjeet Singh, PIO-cum-Secretary Gram Panchayat, Fatehpur vide his letter dated 05-08-2011. 


The PIO, Gram Panchayat, Fatehpur has given no response to the information seeker in connection with his RTI application.



Sh. Manjeet Singh, PIO-cum-Secretary Gram Panchayat, Fatehpur is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within two weeks from today. The information should be legible, duly attested and as per record.  
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Adjourned to 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012

N.B.:-

The respondent appeared before the Commission after the hearing of this case was over. He was read over and explained this order in the Chamber. 


The respondent states that the RTI application of the appellant dated 03-08-2011 has not been received by them. A photostat copy of the same has been handed over to the respondent in the Commission today. 








(Chander Parkash)

                                                                   






State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

  

Sh. Abdul Latif Adam Momin,

M-40, Anda Circle 2/4, 

Mumbai Central Prison, 
Arthur Road, MUMBAI,

MAHARASHTRA-400011.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District & Session Judge,

Patiala.





____________Respondent
AC No.  1294 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant. 


      ii)      Sh. Gopal Krishan Sharma, Superintendent, on behalf of the 



   respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 16-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking service particulars of Sh. Madhur Khosla, Steno-typist, O/o. Special Magistrate, CBI, Patiala.

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. District & Sessions Judge, Patiala on 14-09-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 01-12-2011.


The respondent has given in writing that the requisite information will be supplied to the appellant within two weeks from today. 

Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing, the appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.


The appellant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being supplied to him by the respondent, in writing to the respondent and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 28-02-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, 

2492, Gali Munshian, Tunda Talab,

Amritsar-143001.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Judicial Magistrate, 

Jalandhar City. 




____________Respondent
AC No.  1296 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant.

      ii)       Sh. Roshan Lal, Reader, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 25-11-2011. The information demanded pertains to releasing of surety amount of Rs. 25000/-.

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Chief Judicial Magistrate on 16-10-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 24-10-2011.


The respondent submits three documents, which are duly attested, in the Commission today to establish the fact that the requisite information has been supplied to the information seeker.  


Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing, the complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.


The appellant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

H No. 897, Chowk Saidan,

Ludhiana.





__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Jalandhar.





____________Respondent
AC No. 1297 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Kuldeep Singh, appellant in person. 


      ii)       ASI Sh. Pars Ram, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking certified copies of five applications submitted to SHO, Police Division No. 4, Jalandhar. 

Not getting satisfied with the response given in connection with RTI request by PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar on 27-09-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The respondent has informed the Commission vide memo no. 3-A-1 dated 28-01-2012 that the requisite information is available in the judicial file submitted in the concerned court. Hence, the information cannot be supplied and the information seeker should be directed to get the requisite information from the court concerned. 

The respondent is directed to make his submission in the shape of an affidavit what he has written in his memo no. 3-A-1 dated 28-01-2012, before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 28-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rakesh Kamal, Advocate,

1-R, Model Town, 

Jalandhar-144003.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Er. Gopal Sharma, 
Superintending Engineer (operations)-cum-PIO, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Shakti Sadan, Jalandhar.



____________Respondent
AC No. 1303 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Rajesh Lamba, on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)      Sh. Rupinder Jeet Singh, SDO, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 30-06-2011. The information demanded pertains to installation of three electricity connections in the premises of Ms. Kapur Rice & General Mills, Village Arjanwal, Adampur. 

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Chief Engineer (North), Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Shakti Sadan, Jalandhar on 05-09-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 25-10-2011.


The respondent submits that the requisite information sought by the information seeker cannot be supplied because the relevant record files have been damaged due to heavy rains and termite attack.


The PIO is directed to appear in person and submit an affidavit mentioning that relevant record files in connection of which RTI applicant has sought information, have been damaged due to heavy rains and termite attack. He shall also bring the copies of the letter(s) through which he has intimated to his superiors/higher authorities regarding damaging of relevant record due to heavy rains and termite attack as per official procedure.   
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He is also directed to bring the dispatch register to establish the fact that he/any other official has written letter(s) to give the intimation in connection with the damaging of the record to the higher authorities concerned.


Adjourned to 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Mohd. Idres, 

S/o. Sh. Abdul Aziz, 

# 48, Qassaban Khalapur, 

Muzaffarnagar, 
UTTAR PRADESH-251002.


__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.





____________Respondent
AC No. 1304 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. S. M.  Bhanot on behalf of the appellant.


      ii)       Head Constable Sh. Janak Raj, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information seeker made four different RTI applications dated nil which were addressed to same public authority viz. Deputy Commissioner of Police, District Court, Amritsar. 


The information demanded in these four RTI applications were connected with seeking certified copies of documents available with the public authority concerned. 

The Commissioner of Police, Amritsar City, transferred all the four RTI applications to Assistant Inspector General of Police, Special Operation Cell, Amritsar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, vide his letter no. 944-CPC dated 12-03-2011, letter no. 946-CPC dated 12-03-2011, letter no. 948-CPC dated 12-03-2011 and letter no. 950-CPC dated 12-03-2011. 

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Counter Intelligence-cum-APIO, Punjab, Chandigarh, who dealt with the RTI applications, after clubbing all the four, responded to the information seeker vide his letter no. 448/CI-III dated  01-04-2011 denied the information to the information seeker by claiming that information sought relates to sensitive case investigation and cannot be supplied 
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exempted under Section 8(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  He also informed the 
information seeker that in case information seeker is not satisfied with his reply, the RTI applicant may file an appeal with the Appellate Authority which is Additional Director General of Police, Intelligence, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


Having not satisfied with the response of the PIO, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority (FAA) viz. Additional Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, dated nil. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 02-12-2011.


On perusal of the documents placed on record, it is clear that FAA has failed to take a decision on the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of the RTI Act.


As the First Appellate Authority is better equipped to deal with such matters hence he should have decided the first appeal with the application of judicial mind as per the provisions of RTI Act. 

The First Appellate Authority is directed to peruse all the documents on 
record, the reply given by the PIO’s concerned in connection with the RTI application and decide the appeal made by the information seeker as per the provisions of the RTI Act by passing a speaking order on the same. He may also give an opportunity of being heard to both the parties. 

While passing speaking order on the appeal of the appellant the First Appellate Authority (FAA) shall also clarify that why the information demanded by the RTI applicant cannot be supplied to him as the PIO has merely mentioned that information is exempted under Section 8(1) of the RTI Act without spelling out reasons how that exemption is relevant to the request of the information seeker. 


Therefore, the case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), O/o. Inspector General of Police, Counter Intelligence-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh, with the direction to dispose of the appeal as per RTI Act.   ----p3/-
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 A copy of the appeal dated nil is appended with the order for ready reference of the First Appellate Authority (FAA), O/o. Inspector General of Police, Counter Intelligence-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Village Rudewal, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna, Ludhiana. 




____________Respondent
CC No. 3347 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant.

      ii)       Head Constable Sh. Malkiat Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 03-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report on the application of the complainant sent with letter no. 611-P dated 07-07-2011 from SSP Yamunanagar to SSP Khanna. The complaint with the Commission is dated 15-11-2011.

The respondent submits that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant through registered post on 17-01-2012. 


Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing, the complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.


The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 28-02-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Puran Chand Arora, Advocate,

23- Upkar Nagar, Factory Area, 

Near Govt. Press, 

Patiala.





__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Engineer, 

PWD, B & R, 

Patiala. 





____________Respondent
AC No. 1308 of 2011 
Present:    i)         None on behalf of the appellant  


      ii)        Sh. Inderjeet Singh Kochhar & Sh. Amarjit Singh, 




     Superintendents on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 25-01-2011. The information demanded pertains to six points regarding promotion/seniority of junior engineers in the O/o. Chief Engineer, PWD, B & R, Patiala. 


On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Engineer-in –Chief, PWD, B & R, Patiala on 22-10-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 05-12-2011.


The respondent has supplied the requisite information to the appellant vide memo no. 512-E dated 23-01-2012, a copy of which has also been submitted to the Commission. 


Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing, the appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.


The appellant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being supplied to him by the respondent, in writing to the respondent and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sunil Kumar Khosla,

S/o. Late Sh. Sohan Lal Khosla,

H No. 2068, Verka Enclave, 

Sector 49-C, Chandigarh.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




____________Respondent
AC No. 1314 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Sunil Kumar Khosla, appellant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent, Sh. Chajju Singh, 



     Superintendent & Ms. Kuljit Kaur, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the 


     respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 24-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking service record of Sh. Sushil Kumar Khosla, Senior Auditor. 

On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Mohali on 26-09-2011. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 02-12-2011.


The respondents agree that the requisite information will be supplied to the information seeker within one week. The respondent are directed to supply the requisite information to the RTI applicant within one week and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information supplied to the Commission also. The information should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 

Adjourned to 09-03-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   31st January, 2012.
