STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh, 

S/O Sh.Banta Singh,

V&PO: Ghanhas, Block Doraha,

Tehsil: Payal, Distt: Ludhiana



           Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali-160062 






 Respondent

CC -  347/2012

Present:
Shri  Baldev Singh, Complainant, in person.
Smt.Preet Mohinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Sr. Asstt.  on behalf of the Respondent PIO.
ORDER



The complainant vide his RTI application dated 22.12.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, sought information i.e. status of the enquiry ordered against the Gram Panchayat, Village Ghanghas, Block Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana which was entered at serial No.2005 dated 30.05.2011 in the complaints Branch of the Directorate, and the said enquiry was conducted by the Zila Parishad Ludhiana. On the last date of hearing i.e. 03.04.2012, PIO o/o Director Rural Development and Panchat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62 Mohali was directed to supply copy of the order passed by the Director in an enquiry conducted against Sh. Moti Singh, Sarpanch of V.Ghanghas, Block Doraha by the Dy. C.E.O.Zila Parishad, Ludhiana to the complainant by registered post, with a copy to the Commission for its record.
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Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, APIO-cum- Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO states that necessary order in an inquiry conducted against Sh. Moti Siingh Sarpanch of V.Ghanghas, Block Doraha  by the Dy. C.E.O.Zila Parishad, Ludhiana has been passed  by the Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali on the relevant file, after affording a hearing to Sh.Moti Singh Sarpanch and thereafter, a copy of the order passed by the Director Rural Developkment and Panchayats would be supplied to the complainant, within the next 2-3 days positively.



In view of the above submissions made by Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing for the respondent PIO,  PIO o/o Director Rural Development and Panchayts Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali is directed to supply a copy of the order passed by the Director Rural Development and Panchayts, Sector 62 Mohali to the complainant within a period of seven days from today.


In view of the above position, the case is adjourned to 27.06.2012.



Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

VPO Naushera,

Majitha Road,

Distt. Amritsar






… Appellant







Vs

1.  Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur.
2.  FAA-District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur.






   … Respondents

AC No.101 of 2012

Present:
Shri  Sukhdev Raj Sharma, Appellant, in person.


Shri Jagat Singh,PIO-cum-Auditor,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.01.2011 addressed to the District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur sought information on seven points for the period from 1999-2005 relating to his own service matter. This case was last heard on 28.03.2012 and Sh. Jagat Singh, PIO-cum-Auditor, o/o Distt. Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur was directed to provide the information to the appellant within a period of 15 days, failing which the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 would be invoked against him. Respondent PIO was also directed to make written submissions for not deciding the RTI application of the appellant till date, justifying each day’s delay and  to furnish an affidavit to this effect on the next date of hearing i.e. today.  Both the parties have been heard.


Sh. Jagat Singh, PIO-cum-Auditor states that he has provided the information to the appellant on all the points, except on point No.5, as this information is not available in the office record,  whereas, on the other hand, Sh.Sukhdev Raj Sharma Appellant states that partially provided information is vague, incorrect, misleading and same has not been provided point-wise, as sought.  

The respondent PIO Sh.Jagat Singh, Auditor, office of District Manager, PUNSUP, was answerless on the observations made by the Appellant.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that totally careless irresponsible approach has been adopted by respondent PIO Sh.Jagat Singh, Auditor, office of District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur, despite of facts that an RTI application for seeking information was filed with District Manager, Ferozepur by the appellant on 22.1.2011, which was transferred by District Manager to Sh.Jagat Singh, Auditor-cum-PIO on 27.4.2011  with the directions to provide RTI information within two days.

It is further observed that PIO did not make any written submission for justifying the delay in providing information, inspite of order dated 28.3.2012. He even did not say a word on it, during hearing of this appeal.


In view of above facts:

i)
It is recommended to the Managing Director, PUNSUP, under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005 to initiate the disciplinary proceedings against Sh.Jagat Singh, Auditor, office of District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur, for persistently failing to provide the information without any reasonable cause within time specified under Section 7(1) of RTI Act and for not giving point wise, correct information to the appellant.

ii)
Public Authority in the Department of PUNSUP, Punjab shall also pay compensation of Rs.3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) to the appellant as mandated under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for loss and harassment suffered by the appellant.

iii)
PIO is further directed to provide the point wise, correct and attested information to the appellant within seven days and shall be  present on the next fixed date with one spare copy of provided information.
Adjourned to 21-08-2012 for compliance.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




                           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

A copy of the above order be sent to the Managing Director, PUNSUP, Sector 34, Chandigarh for necessary compliance of the above order.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kartar Singh,

36, Hussainpura,

Gali N o.2,

Amritsar.







…Appellant







Vs

1. Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.
2. First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Director, Local Govt.

Amritsar.







Respondents
AC No.93 of 2012
Present:
None.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.03.2012, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar was directed to provide the complete duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover.



The case file has been perused. It is observed that an affidavit under the signatures of the PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar has been received in the Commission wherein he has mentioned that he has joined only on 03.01.2012 as PIO-cum- E.O. Improvement Trust, Amritsar and had made full efforts to provide the information to the appellant. He further tenders an unconditional apology for the delay caused in providing the information to the information seeker and undertakes to take due care in the near future.



It is observed that a communication dated 05.06.2012 under the signatures of the appellant Sh. Kartar Singh has also been received in the Commission’s office wherein he has shown his satisfaction with the provided information and has stated that he no longer wants to pursue his case further.



In view of these two communications received in the Commission’s office, it is observed that the information stands provided to the 
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appellant and there appears to be no delay deliberate or willful  on the part of the PIO-cum-E.O. Improvement Trust, Amritsar in providing the information. Therefore, the case is      disposed of and closed.



Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




         (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



   State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjit Singh,

S/O Sh. Charan Singh,

R/O Jatiwal, P.O. Panj Graiya,

Tehsil Samrala,

District: Ludhiana – 141 115



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara (Distt. Ludhiana)
            

 Respondent

CC No.144  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Shri   Gurminder Singh, Supdt. o/o BDPO,Block Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana, along with Sh. Kewal Singh,  Panchayat Secretary, V. Jatiwal, Sh. Ranjit Singh,Sarpanch, V. Jatiwal and Sh. Rajinder Singh Panchayat Member, V. Jatiwal  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.03.2012 Sh. Vikas Mehsempuri, Advocate appearing on behalf of the complainant had stated that complete information has been provided but the same has not been authenticated/attested by the PIO. Therefore, the BDPO, Machhiwara, and Sh. Kewal Singh Panchayat Secretary were directed to provide the requisite information, complete in all respects to the complainant, duly authenticated within a period of 15 days, under registered cover and case was adjourned to to-day. 
Sh. Gurminder Singh, Supdt. o/o BDPO,Block Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana, along with Sh. Kewal Singh,  Panchayat Secretary, V. Jatiwal, Sh. Ranjit Singh,Sarpanch, V. Jatiwal and Sh. Rajinder Singh Panchayat Member, V. Jatiwal  appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO have stated that duly attested information has been sent to the complainant under registered cover.
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After hearing and perusal of case file, it is observed that the information complete in all respects has been provided to the complainant. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




         (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms Rajni,

C/o Sh.Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh.Balak Ram,

Near Prince Modern School,

Railway Station,

Dina Nagar,

Gurdaspur-143 531






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.165 of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.
Shri   Sohan Singh Supdt., along with Sh. Vikas Kumar Clerk                   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


 On the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.03.2012 Sh. Karnail Singh Supdt., appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO had stated that the RTI application of the complainant was received in their office on 06.12.2011 and vide letter dated 19.12.2011, the complainant was advised to deposit a sum of Rs.10624/- towards the additional fee / document charges as the information was quite voluminous and the same could not be provided for non-deposit of additional fee/document charges. Respondent PIO was directed to bring complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. today, when after hearing the complainant who was not present on 28.03.2012, a decision would be taken as to whether the same is required to be provided to her free of cost or on payment of the charges. The complainant was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing, failing to do so, decision could be taken in her absence. 



Complainant is not present to-day again.

Sh. Sohan Singh Supdt., and Sh. Vikas Kumar Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO  have stated today that an amount of Rs.11616/- was  demanded from the complainant three times as the information was running into 5808 pages. However, the complainant has neither deposited the additional fee/document charges nor she sent any further communication for seeking information.



I have perused the case file and have observed that the complainant neither appeared on the last date of hearing i.e. 28.03.2012 nor today despite the notice from the Commission, nor has she deposited the additional fee to the respondent PIO.



A last opportunity is afforded to the complaint to be present either personally or through an authorized representative  on the next date of hearing, so that decision on her RTI application could be taken, after hearing both the parties.

  

Adjourned to 17.07.2012.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms Rajni,

C/o Sh.Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh.Balak Ram,

Near Prince Modern School,

Railway Station,

Dina Nagar,

Gurdaspur-143 531






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.201 of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.
Shri Sohan Singh Supdt., along with Sh. Vikas Kumar Clerk                   on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.03.2012 Sh. Karnail Singh Supdt., appearing  on behalf of the respondent PIO had stated that the application of the complainant was received on 06.12.2011 and vide letter dated 19.12.2011 the complainant was advised to deposit a sum of Rs.12000/- towards the additional fee/document charges. In view of this statement made by the Supdt., respondent PIO was directed to bring the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the Commission on the next date of hearing when, after hearing the complainant, who was not present on 28.03.2012, a decision will be taken as to whether same is required to be provided to her free of cost or on payment of charges.  The complainant was also directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing i.e. today, failing which the decision will be taken in her absence. 

Shri Sohan Singh Supdt., along with Sh. Vikas Kumar Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent have been heard today. They have stated that an additional fee of Rs.11616/- demanded from the complainant was relating to two complaint cases i.e. CC-165 and CC-201 of 2012. The then Supdt., Sh. Karnail Singh ( since retired ) had inadvertently stated that the fee of Rs.12000/- was demanded for providing the information in this complaint. 

I have heard the officials of the respondent PIO and have observed that information demanded by the complainant in this complaint case is running into only 40 pages. Sh. Sohan Singh Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO is, therefore, directed to send this information to the complainant today itself under registered cover.  Sh. Sohan Singh Supdt., has accordingly sent the requisite information to the complainant under registered cover and has also produced a photo copy of the postal receipt which is taken on record. Sh.Sohan Singh, Supdt. is also directed to send another set of point wise information sought by the complainant in this complaint case.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Since complete information stands sent to the complainant,  the case is disposed of and closed.

                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal Manro,

# 223, B.No.33, Peer Khana Road,

Near Tiwari Di Kothi,

Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana – 141 401





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Food & Supplies, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







 Respondent

CC No.318 of 2012

Present:
None for the  Complainant.


Ms.Rimpy Sharma, SA on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 2.5.2012, Ms.Rimpy Sharma appearing on behalf of respondent had stated that the requisite information had been provided to the complainant vide their letter No.905 dated 16.12.2011 and letter No.5 dated 02.02.2012.  However, the complainant had stated that the supplied information is incomplete.  Therefore, he was directed to file his observations/ point out deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent PIO within a week and the respondent PIO was directed to provide the remaining information after removing discrepancies, if any, within a week’s time under registered cover and this case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  Ms.Rimpy Sharma, appearing to-day on behalf of respondent PIO states that she has brought the remaining information to be provided to the complainant in the Commission itself.  She has been directed to send this information to the complainant under registered cover to-day itself and submit the postal receipt to the Commission.  After sometime, Ms.Rimpy Sharma informed the commission that she has sent the requisite information vide letter No.987 dated 5.6.2012 to the complainant under registered cover to-day.  She has also submitted to the commission the postal receipt as proof of sending the information.  

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                              Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Major (Retd) Hardip Singh,

S/o Sh.Balwant Singh,

VPO: Sarhali Kalan,

Distt: Tarn Taran – 143 410




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Tarn Taran – 143 401





 Respondent

CC No.40 of 2012

Present:
Major (Retd) Hardip Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Manish Narula, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 09.05.2012, the complainant was not present. However, a communication dated 02.05.2012 was received from him intimating that no information had been provided to him. However, Sh.Rajeshwar Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that complete information has already been sent  to the complainant by registered post on 09.03.2012.  Therefore, an opportunity was again afforded to the complainant to appear personally on the next date i.e. today so that his views on the provided information could be ascertained.  He was further directed to file his observations on the information provided and point out the discrepancies/deficiencies in the same, if any, to the respondent within a week’s time.  It was further ordered that the respondent shall remove the objections pointed out by the complainant within a fortnight and shall ensure that point-wise correct, attested information is sent to the complainant.








Contd…p/2
CC No.40 of 2012                                  -2-

Major (Retd) Hardip Singh, Complainant, states that he is satisfied with the provided information and he would seek the information further, if so required.  The respondent PIO-cum-DFSC, Tarn Taran Sh.Manish Narula admits that the delay in providing information to the complainant has certainly occurred but same is unintentional and due to rush of work and due care shall be taken in future while dealing with and disposing of RTI applications.   

In view of submissions made by the parties, case is disposed of and closed.
                            Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, 

Batala Road,

Amritsar.







…Appellant






Vs

1. Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/O Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







… Respondents
AC No. 171 of 2012

Present:
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant, in person.

S/Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., Jaspal Singh, Jr.Asstt. and Vinod Khanna, dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 09.05.2012, after perusal of the case file, hearing both the parties and after due consideration of the matter, Sh.Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of ten days.  He was further directed to explain in writing, vide self-attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful delaying and denying the information and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant and this case was adjourned for further hearing for to-day.  
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Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., appearing on behalf of Sh.Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, states that PIO is unable to attend the commission to-day because of his wife’s ill health.  He has further delivered two copies of affidavits filed by him in AC No.171 of 2012 and AC No.172 of 2012 in compliance with order dated 09.05.2012.  These affidavits are taken on record.  The Appellant Shri Parbodh Chander Bali has also been heard.  He states that he not yet been provided the complete information by the PIO whereas on the contrary, Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., appearing on behalf of the Respondents/PIO, states that point-wise information has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 5.6.2012.  This submission made on behalf of the Respondents/PIO is not tenable because of the fact that 05.06.2012 was yesterday only.  

The case file has been perused. It is observed that point-wise information has yet not been sent to the appellant despite of the directions given on the last date of hearing that the relevant RTI information as is available on record be sent to the appellant within a period of ten days.  
In view of these facts, Sh.Anurag Mahajan, PIO-cum-XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, is once again directed to send the point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information as per record to the appellant within a week’s time under registered cover.  He is further afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing i.e. 19.07.2012 for explaining the reasons for delay in providing the requisite RTI information to the appellant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant, in seeking the RTI information sought by him vide letter dated 01.09.2011. 

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.07.2012.
                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



   State Information Commissioner


     


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, 

Batala Road,

Amritsar.







…Appellant







Vs

1. Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/O Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







… Respondents

AC No.172 of 2012

Present:
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant, in person.

S/Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., Jaspal Singh, Jr.Asstt. and Vinod Khanna, dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 09.05.2012, after perusal of the case file, hearing both the parties and after due consideration of the matter, Sh.Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of ten days.  He was further directed to explain in writing, vide self-attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful delaying and denying the information and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant and this case was adjourned for further hearing for to-day.  

AC No. 172 of 2012                            -2-

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., appearing on behalf of Sh.Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, states that PIO is unable to attend the commission to-day because of his wife’s ill health.  He has further delivered two copies of affidavits filed by him in AC No.171 of 2012 and AC No.172 of 2012 in compliance with order dated 09.05.2012.  These affidavits are taken on record.  The Appellant Shri Parbodh Chander Bali has also been heard.  He states that he has not yet been provided the complete information by the PIO whereas on the contrary, Shri Sukhdev Singh, Supdt., appearing on behalf of the Respondents/PIO, states that point-wise information has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 5.6.2012.  This submission made on behalf of the Respondents/PIO is not tenable because of the fact that 05.06.2012 was yesterday only.  

The case file has been perused. It is observed that point-wise information has yet not been sent to the appellant despite of the directions given on the last date of hearing that the relevant RTI information as is available on record be sent to the appellant within a period of ten days.  

In view of these facts, Sh.Anurag Mahajan, PIO-cum-XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, is once again directed to send the point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information as is available on record to the appellant within a week’s time under registered cover.  He is further afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing i.e. 19.07.2012 for explaining the reasons for delay in providing the requisite RTI information to the appellant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant, in seeking the RTI information sought by him vide letter dated 01.09.2011. 


The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.07.2012.
                            Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 06. 06. 2012



    State Information Commissioner


     

