STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Amrit Singh,

House No. 65, Sector 52,

Village Kajheri,

Chandigarh-160036



   

 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1455/2013

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Amrit Singh,  complainant, in person.



Mr. Balraj Singh, Panchayat Secy., for the Respondent.






  ----  

RTI  application filed on

:   18.02.2013 

PIO replied



:   Nil

Complaint  received  in State
:  08.04.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on  seven  points related to funds available and expenditure incurred  in village Gagrewal  of Tehsil Khadur Sahib along with  the list  of  development works undertaken and list of defaulting sarpanches with the amount  outstanding against them during the lasty five years. 

Grounds  for  appeal 



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  




The representative  of the Respondent  promised  that the requisite information will be supplied  within the next few days. The complainant, on the assurance given by the Respondent, agrees  to this and has  given in writing that  in view of the  assurance   given by the Respondent, the complaint  case may be  disposed of.

Decision :



In the light of above, the  case is disposed of and closed.






Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Raj Rani

w/o Sh. Manohar Lal,

Village Bishoi,

Tehsil Garhshankar,

Distt. Hoshiarpur




   

 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1479/2013

ORDER  

Present :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Sudesh Kumar, Jr. Assistant, for the Respondent.






  ----  

RTI  application filed on

:   29.01.2013. 

PIO replied



:   11.02.2013.

Complaint  received  in State
:  09.04.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  action taken report  on the letter/ report  dated 26.7.2010 sent by Civil Surgeon to  D.C. Office to provide  information to the  complainant.

Grounds  for  appeal 



Not satisfied with the response.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  




The complainant has informed vide her letter dated  21.5.2013, diarised in the Commission on 27.5.2013,   that  she has received the information and her  complaint case  may be closed.



The PIO  has also submitted a letter dated  29.05.2013  stating  that the requisite information  has been supplied to the complainant and also  an amount of Rs.10,000/-  has been given to the complainant as she  was  in  dire need  of financial assistance.
Decision :



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



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Kashmir Singh

s/o Sh. Hazura Singh,

Village Ittan Badhi,

PO Manakrai,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar-144201


   

 

… Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police (Rural)

Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  D.I.G. Police,

Jalandhar Range,

Jalandhar.


 




         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 868/2013

ORDER  

Present  :
None for the appellant.



Mr.  Bahadur Singh,  A.S.I., for  the respondent.






-----  

RTI  application filed on

:   21.11.2012 
PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:    7.01.2013.

FAA’s response.
:   -----
Second appeal  received  in 
:   2.4.2013
State Information Commission 
on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  action taken report, including  FIR on the  appellants  complaint dated 17.10.2012 to the SSP Office.

Grounds  for  appeal: 



Denial of  information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  





The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The PIO in the SSP office in its letter dated  29.05.2013, has stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 15.05.2013 and also his father was  informed  on phone  on 28..5.2013 who, in turn, stated that the appellant has gone abroad.   
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Decision :



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



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

J. S. Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.




   

 

… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Effluent Treatment Society 
for Tanneries (PETS),
09, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o General Manager,

Distt. Industries Centre,

B-6, Focal Point,

Jalandhar.


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 889/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Representative, Mr. Jasmeet Singh Paul,  for the appellant.



Mr.  K. C. Dogra, PIO, for  the respondent.






-----  

RTI  application filed on

:   16.11.2012 
PIO replied



:   15.12.2012

FAA




:   21.12.2012.

FAA’s response.
:   -----
Second appeal  received  in 
:   9.4.2013
State Information Commission 
on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information under three points  related  to the  tanneries, water supply etc.

Grounds  for  appeal: 



Incomplete information.  Denied  information even after  the FAA  issued instructions to  supply the same.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  






The representative appearing  on behalf of the appellant submits  his  authority letter which is taken on record.
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The PIO submitted that  substantial information has been provided to the appellant.  However, the appellant stated that  he is satisfied  with the information given except information relating to point No.6 and 8. The  PIO submits that this information relates to third party but  the PIO  has not invoked Section 11 of the RTI Act, arguing that  in another case the Hon’ble Commission had upheld  their contention of third party.  In the instant case, the third party information is in public domain and cannot be denied. Even the first appellate authority had also directed the PIO to provide  the information.                                                                



The Commission is  of the considered  opinion that the information has to be given.  The PIO is directed  to give the remaining information to the appellant within 21 working days.  Since a law point was involved in this case, and there was no delay on part of PIO in furnishing the information,  the appellant will pay the requisite fee  required  for obtaining the  information.

Decision :



The case is  adjourned to  4.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 J. S. Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.




   

 

… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Effluent Treatment Society 
for Tanneries (PETS),
09, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o General Manager,

Distt. Industries Centre,

B-6, Focal Point,

Jalandhar.


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 890/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr.  Jasmeet Singh Paul,  appellant, in person.




Mr.  K. C. Dogra, PIO, for  the respondent.






-----  

RTI  application filed on

:   18.12.2012 
PIO replied



:   10.01.2013

FAA




:   10.01.2013.

FAA’s response.

:   8.03.2013.
Second appeal  received  in 
:   9.4.2013
State Information Commission 
on.

Information sought : 

Seeks  information regarding  the  tanneries.

Grounds  for  appeal: 

Information  denied  stating that same had been provided  to his father in AC No.748/2012 and in AC-1124/2010.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
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The  PIO  did not  provide the information  arguing that  the  same information had already been supplied to appellant’s father  in other two cases.  Even  the first  appellate authority ordered the PIO to supply the information but the PIO  did not comply with the  orders.





The  PIO submits that information relating to some points is third party but  the PIO  has not invoked Section 11 of the RTI Act, arguing that  in another case the Hon’ble Commission had upheld  their contention of third party.  In the instant case, the third party information is in public domain and cannot be denied. Even the first appellate authority had also directed the PIO to provide  the information.  



The Commission is  of the considered  opinion that the information has to be given.  The PIO is directed  to give the  requisite  information to the appellant within 21 working days. However, the appellant will pay the requisite fee  required  for obtaining the  information.

Decision :



The case is  adjourned to  4.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
          State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

N. K. Singla, 

205-E, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana..




   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Asstt. Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Gill Road, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 898/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr.  Bhuwan Luthra,  Advocate, for the appellant.




Mr.  Baljinder  Singh, Asstt. Registrar-PIO,  for  the respondent.






-----  

RTI  application filed on

:   27.01.2012 
PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:   13.03.2012  and 9..5.2012..

FAA’s response.

:   ----
Second appeal  received  in 
:   8.3.2013
State Information Commission 
on.

Information sought : 

Seeks  information on two points  related to the Ludhiana Kalyan  Coop. House  Building Society Ltd., Vishal Nagar, including the name  of the  bankers of the society and its assets.

Grounds  for  appeal: 



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  







Mr. Bhuwan Ludhra, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the  appellant submits  Memo. of Appearance which is taken on record.
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The APIO, Mr. Baljinder Singh, states that the  information sought by the  appellant  is not available  in their record and hence it cannot be provided. 




The PIO is directed  to file an affidavit  to this effect  clearly stating that  the requisite information is not available on record and hence cannot be provided.  The affidavit  should  be filed before the next date of hearing





Decision :



The case is  adjourned to  1.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M.




Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
          State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kusum Lata,

No. 500, Sector 20-A,

Chandigarh.




   

 

… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Govt. I.T.I. for Women,

Phase I,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Govt. I.T.I. for Women,

Phase I,  Mohali.                                     


         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 897/2013

ORDER    

Present  :
Representative, Mr. Kamal Kishore Shukla,  for  the  appellant.




Mr.  Avtar Singh, Supdtt.-PIO and Mr. Rachpal Singh, Jt. Asstt., 

for  the respondent.






-----  

RTI  application filed on

:   27.12.2012 
PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:   31.01.2013.

FAA’s response.


:   ----
Second appeal  received  in 
:   9.4.2013
State Information Commission 
on.

Information sought : 

Seeks  information on  seven  points  regarding  related to service conditions   including pay  revision  and seniority.

Grounds  for  appeal: 



Denial of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  







The representative, Mr. Kamal Kishore Shukla, appearing on behalf of the  appellant submits  authority letter which is taken on record.




The PIO is directed to  provide the  requisite information with 03 (three ) working days and he assures to  do the needful accordingly.
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Decision :



The case is  adjourned to  6.06.2013 at 10.00 A.M.




Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
          State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ram Singh

s/o Sh. Bant Singh,

village Manauli Surat,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o President,

Manoli Surat S.C.L.O. Society Ltd.

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.
        




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1228/2013

ORDER

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



None for the  Respondent.            





-----

The Respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  The PIO has not  supplied the information to the complainant though  the RTI  application dates back to  8.11.2012.  The PIO  has not acted as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  This  amounts to  wilful  and deliberate  denial of   information to the complainant.  The Commission takes a serious  note  of this  lapse on the part of the PIO-Respondent    and is constrained to serve a show cause notice to the PIO.


The PIO o/o President 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  complainant.  


The PIO 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, the PIO 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 
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be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 


The Commission further directs the PIO-respondent  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the  complainant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   




The  case is  adjourned  to 3.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M.




Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
          State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rura Ram

s/o Sh. Ghanaiya Ram,

VPO Parjia Kalan,

Tehsil Shahkot,

Via Mehatpur,

Distt. Jalandhar




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Mining Officer-cum-Addl. Registrar, Societies,

Focal Point, 

Jalandhar.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  1461/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mr. Ajmer Singh, Sr. Asstt o/o DC, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
18.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.04.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 
Information sought:- 
 
 Seeks information relates to Balmiki Dharamshala and Mander Committee of village Parjia Kalan. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
  

The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant and also submitted a letter from the complainant stating that the information has been received to his satisfaction. 
 Decision:- 

 

In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Balvir Singh,

VPO Bajidpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1484/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Balwinder Singh, complainant in person.


Mr. Vikram Jeet, Record Keeper, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 


:
01.03.2013
PIO’s  response



:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
09.04.2013
Ground for complaint


:

Denial of Information 
Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks inquiry report on complaint against Mr. Dayal Chand, Sarpanch Bajidpur, Block Ghal Khurd on 27.10.2012 to Director Rural Development & Panchyat Pb. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO was unable to explain the case. The respondent-PIO endorsed a letter no. 3559 dated 29.05.2013 to the Commission which is not  irrelevant to the RTI application.  The complainant states that the information has not been provided to him so far. . 



The   PIO –  Mr. Jaspal Singh, Dy. Director office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab   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 on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The  PIO-respondent   is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving 
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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, the PIO 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/her ex-parte. 



  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice on the next date of hearing. 
Decision:- 

 

The case is adjoined to 20.06.2013 at 10.00 AM.
 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Raj

s/o Sh. Darshan Kataria,

Gali No. 9,

Hargobind Nagar,

Nawanshahr.

Distt. SBS Nagar. 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Banga

(Distt. Nawanshahr)






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1490/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. J.P. Salwan, Naib Tehsildar, Banga, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
15.02.2013
PIO’s  response


: 
27.02.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
09.04.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Incomplete information provided. 


Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks certified copies of case registered on 28.01.2013 Thana Mukundpur u/s 7/51 by the SHO Mr. Gurdial Singh and was kept in custody from 9.00PM to 8.30PM. 
 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-APIO submitted a letter dated 22.05.2013 that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission and nothing contrary has been heard from him. It seems he is satisfied with the information provided. However, if the complainant feels unsatisfied with the information provided, he can approach the first appellate authority.  
Decision:- 

 

In the light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baljinder Singh

s/o Sh. Daulat Singh,

No. 3283/16, Near Police Chowki,

Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o WEAVCO,

SCO 2945-46,

Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  1504/13

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Baljinder Singh, complainant in person.

Mr. Raman Kumar, Handloom Expert Tech.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the  respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
13.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 11.03.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.03.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Incomplete information furnishing by PIO.


Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks information on 7 points regarding some employee whose name is not mentioned. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 
 The RTI application is not clear as to about whom the information was being sought by the complainant. Since, the RTI application is vague and hence can’t be entertained. The complaint has also conceded during the hearing that he has filed the vague RTI application and sought to file a  fresh RTI application for which he was any way. He can file any number of application but the information sought should be specific..
Decision:- 

 
Since the information cannot be provided, the case is dismissed. 

Announced in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baljinder Singh

s/o Sh. Daulat Singh,

No. 3283/16, Near Police Chowki,

Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o WEAVCO,

SCO 2945-46,

Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1505/13

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Baljinder Singh, complainant in person.

Mr. Raman Kumar, Handloom Expert Tech.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the  respondent.  

RTI  application filed 

:
13.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 11.03.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.03.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Incomplete information furnishing by PIO.


Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks information on six points related to one employee Mr. Raman Kumar Sharma.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The respondent-PIO supplied some information while remaining was withheld arguing that it was related to third party.The appellant has filed the RTI application on 13.02.2013 and the respondent-PIO has responded on 11.03.2013 which is within stipulated period as per the RTI Act. 
 

The representative of the respondent argued that the complainant without exhausting the proper channels had rushed to approach the State Information Commission. The e complainant is advised to approach the first appellate authority. 
 
If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the FAA, he is at liberty make second appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
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Decision:- 

 

In the light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Maninderjit Singh Bedi, Advocate,

Civil Courts,

Phul Town,

Bathinda.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.                   




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 807/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Maninderjit Singh Bedi,  complainant in person.


Mr. Rajpal Makkar, EO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO has submitted a letter no. 536 dated 29.05.2013 to the Commission and a copy of the same is provided to the complainant, during the hearing. The information is provided to the complainant is yet incomplete. 


The respondent-PIO seeks more time to provide the requisite information. Granted. 



For further proceedings, the case is adjourned to 03.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
 


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 30.05.2013.        
  
               State Information Commissioner.

