STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Tejinder Singh,

133, KSM Road,

Rajpura-1401401

Distt. Patiala.
  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education  Officer (SE),
Fatehgarh Sahib. 





        … Respondent

CC- 800/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Mr. Parveen Kumar, Dy.DEO-PIO, for the respondent.






-----
RTI  application

:  25.02.2012. 

PIO  replied


:  13.03.2012.
Complaint to the State
:  26.03.2012.

Information sought:



The complainant seeks a certified copy of the inquiry report against Paramjit Singh, the then Lecturer-cum-DDO in Government Senior Secondary School, Dadumajra, Fatehgarh Sahib.


The complainant claimed that he had procured copies of suspension and reinstatement orders from the concerned Principal who informed him that the inquiry report  was with DEO(S) who had conducted  the inquiry and accordingly he approached the DEO(S) through a RTI application.



Instead of supplying  copy of the report, the DEO(S) informed the applicant that the inquiry report was related to third  person and passing on the inquiry  report about him would amount to invasion into Paramjit Singh’s personal life and denied the information.


Perusal of the file clearly indicates that the respondent had taken no trouble to contact the third party who should have been  keen to make public an inquiry report which had apparently given him clean chit and finally resulted in his reinstatement.  Thus, the DEO(S) had grossly erred and not adhered to the procedures mandated under the RTI Act in relation to the third party information.


The respondent has no right to suo-motu deny third party information without referring to the third party.
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Moreover, the DEO(s) has not apparently applied his mind before concluding the disclosure of the information would result into invasion into his privacy.  An enquiry report  conducted  against a public servant is in public domain  and cannot be seen as  ‘private  affair’ by any stretch of imagination.
Relevant facts emerging 

during hearing:



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent, vide its letter dated  30.04.2012, has again sent partial information to the complainant a copy of which is also endorsed to the Commission.  However, substantial information i.e. inquiry report sought by the complainant, is yet to be provided.


The respondent says that this document is in the Secretary Education office.  The plea of the respondent that the said inquiry report  was not with the respondent is not tenable.  Moreover, the respondent failed to transfer the RTI application under section 6(3) of the RTI Act  to the concerned public authority within the stipulated period. 


The respondent is directed  to collect the said inquiry report from the concerned authority within 15 days and send the same to the complainant by  post  before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission
Decision:



The case is adjourned to 1-06-2012 (Friday) at 10.30 AM.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kamaljit Sharma, Jr. Commissioned Officer,

Army Education Corps,

VPO- Hamidi

Tehsil & Distt- Barnala-14025, Pb. 

  
…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction, (SE) Pb.

SCO 95-96, Sector-17D,

Chandigarh. 
 





    … Respondent

CC- 804/2012

ORDER

Present: 
 Mr. Kamaljit Sharma, complainant, in person.



 None for the  respondent.




-----

RTI  application

:  7.12.2011.
PIO  replied


:  Nil.

Complaint  received in 
:  22.03.2012.
the State Information 

Commission
Information sought:


Rules under  which  Rachhpal Singh number 10003731, Lecturer Political Science was selected in the category of ex-servicemen general  category when he was not an ex-serviceman on the last day of submission of application i.e. 9.10.2010.


The  complainant sought information from Director General School Education, Punjab  which transferred  the application  under section 6(3) to the DPI(S) on 14.12.2011 within the stipulated period.


However, DPI(S) failed to respond as mandated under section 7(1) and  the applicant/complainant approached the  State Commission.
Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



Though  notice in the case was sent  on 23.04.2012 for hearing today giving adequate time to the respondent, none is present on behalf of the PIO. The Commission takes a serious cognizance  of  defiance by the PIO-respondent.  Moreover, the RTI application is dated 7.12.2011 but the  PIO-respondent  has  not supplied the demanded information  though a period  of more than  five months has elapsed.  This action  of  PIO-respondent  clearly amounts to willful  delay  and denial of  information to the complainant.
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Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a 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 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 ex parte. 



The PIO o/o DPI(S) is directed to furnish the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO is further directed to be personally present  with a copy of the information  supplied  at the next date of hearing.

Decision  :


The case  is adjourned to  1.06.2012 (Friday) at 10.30 A.M.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

Cc:


1.
Mr. Sawan Iqbal Singh, 



Nodal PIO,



Office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab.



SCO No. 95-96, Sector 17-D,



Chandigarh.


He should ensure that  this show cause  notice is served  upon the concerned PIO in the office of DPI(S) positively, immediately.







     (Surinder Awasthi)






               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Vijay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Gurmej Ram 

VPO- Mandli,

Tehsil- Banga,

Distt- Nawanshahar. (SBS Nagar). 



…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Public Services Commission,

Baradari Garden, Patiala.         



           … Respondent
CC- 812/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Vijay Kumar, complainant, in person.


Mr. Jagtar Singh, Clerk, for the respondent.





     ----
RTI  application filed
:  02.02.2012.

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

Complaint  received in 
:  27.03.2012.

State Information 

Commission.
Information sought:


Complainant has sought  action taken report on his application dated  11.11.2011 and a copy of the application form of Baljinder Kaur (currently posted as JMIC, Batala, at the time of submission of form for PCS(Judicial).  The information related to period from  18.05.2011 till date.


The complainant has also annexed a copy of a reminder purportedly sent to the  PPSC on 7.3.2012 but there had been no response from the expected quarters.
Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



Partial information, as available in the record of the respondent,  has been  given to the  complainant.  He is satisfied with the same.



Decision  :



The case is  accordingly disposed of and closed.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
 Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

Ward no-2,Gali No-5, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Civil Hospital,

Gidderbaha-152101, 
District  Muktsar.
 
 




…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Muktsar.      






            … Respondent

CC- 818/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Mr. Harpreet Singh, Inspector, for the respondent.






----

RTI  application filed
:  07.04.2012.

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

Complaint  received in 
:  27.03.2012.

State Information 

Commission.

Information sought:


The complainant refers to an understanding  arrived at the office of respondent between  the peoples’ representatives and main cooking-gas distributors  in the district.  As per  the decision conveyed under letter dated 5.04.2011, website had been created for on-line booking.


The complainant had pointed out  some irregularities and its mal-functioning and sought information on five points.
Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent says that the requisite information had been provided to the complainant  vide letter dated  03.06.2011.  He submits a copy of the same  to the  Commission which is taken on record.



The complainant  approached  the State Commission on  27.03.2012, almost after about  11 months.  The complaint is time-barred and hence dismissed.  However, the complainant is free to seek information afresh  by filing a separate RTI application.
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Decision  :



Accordingly, the case is  disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com 
Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Ramdass Colony,

Backside Police Station,

GT Road, Sirhind,

District  Fatehgarh Sahib.              


         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
 





        … Respondent

CC- 773/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, complainant, in person.


Mr. Surinder Pal Singh, Supdtt.-APIO, for the respondent.






-----
RTI  application filed
:  22.09.2011.

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

Complaint  received in 
:  20.03.2012.

State Information 

Commission.
Information sought:


The complainant seeks information regarding  GPFund  No.4134, gratuity, leave encashment, reimbursement of medical bills,pension and a job  on compassionate ground.  




The complainant is a widow of an employee of the M.C., Ludhiana, who passed away on 18.12.2010.  She had submitted the application in January, 2011 after completing all the formalities.


Since there was no response, Smt. Kamaljeet  Kaur approached the Commission  six months later in March this year.  She is keen to know the action taken on her application submitted in this regard.
Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



The respondent gives partial information to the 
complainant during the hearing today.  The representative of the respondent  promises to provide the remaining information before the next date of hearing  and give the retirement  benefits/dues of  complainant’s  deceased  husband to her before the next date of hearing.
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The complainant, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, is also advised  to cooperate with the concerned authorities and complete all documents/formalities, if any, to avoid  unnecessary delay. 



The respondent is directed  to ensure  timely compliance  of this order failing which  the Commission will take a serious notice of it.  
Decision  :



The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10.30 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




www.infocommpunjab.com
Kalyan Singh, Managing Director,

M/s Sky Highways Pvt. Ltd.

Dalhousie Road, 

Pathankot.
  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur.  






        … Respondent

CC- 791/2012

ORDER

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


None on behalf of the respondent.





    ----

RTI  application filed
:  19.01.2012.

PIO  replied


:  14.02.2012.
Complaint  received in 
:  22.03.2012.

State Information 

Commission.

Information sought:


The complainant seeks information regarding waiver of motor vehicle taxes as his vehicle (PNB 9313) was lying in the court as a case property  in an accident case since 04.09.2009.


The DTO, Gurdaspur, responded on 14.02.2012 within the stipulated period informing that the D.T.O. office was not competent to effect any  waivers and supplied the  complainant  with details of Punjab Motor Vehicle Act  apparently  suggesting that the  applicant should approach  the right quarter to get the  relief.


However, the applicant was not satisfied with the response and he approached the State Information Commission.



In fact, the  applicant had submitted a waiver request simultaneously to D.T.O. and State Transport Commissioner for waiver  and wanted to treat it under RTI Act.

Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



The notice in the case was sent  on 23.04.2012 for hearing today giving adequate time to the respondent but none is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO. The Commission takes a cognizance  of  his defiance of Commission’s notice.  
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The Commission directs the respondent-PIO to identify the competent  authority to effect waiver  and provide the  information to the complainant  within a period of 10 days, otherwise the Commission will take a serious  notice  of failing to do so.  The Commission is of the view that  DTO  has to identify the authority competent to effect waiver.


The complainant alleges that the information provided to him vide letter No.623, dated 14.02.2012 is vague, incorrect and misleading.  The complainant maintains that earlier a similar request for waiver had been entertained by the D.T.O. and waiver was effected.
Decision  :



The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012 (Thursday) at 10.30 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raman Kumar Mahajan,

H.no. 214/4, 

Street- Lajpat Rai,

Durgiana Abadi,

Amritsar. 
  





         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   






        
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   
 






… Respondent

AC- 422/2012  and AC-423/20126
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Raman Kumar Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Mr. Aftab Bhatia, Inspector,  for the respondents.





----


RTI  application filed
:  20.12.2011.

PIO  replied


:  22.03.2012.
First Appeal


:  27.01.2012
First Appellate Authority
:   Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

Order.

Second appeal  received    :  19.03.2012.

in SIC  on

Information sought:


The applicant has sought information regarding some  encroachment from Municipal Corporation on 26.05.2011 and he was informed on 20.06.2011 within the stipulated period   that the removal of encroachments were to be effected by MTP department.


The applicant has alleged that a private  individual has encroached upon public land in Golbagh area.



Accordingly, the appellant approached PIO(MTP) through another  RTI application dated  20.12.2011 in which the  applicant pointed out that the supervisor (Horticulture) and SDO(Horticulture) in their report has  pointed out that  there  has been encroachment by one Raj Kumar ,  wife of Both Raj, r/o Plot No.7 (Streel Tower Hall) close to PM Nessi Hotel, Narayan Nagar, Amritsar and sought information on four points; whether there was any nexus between the anti-encroachment department and the defaulter, if  the 
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defaulter or encroacher had been warned, exact area usurped and any action taken  or the reasons for not removing the encroachment and if there was any proposal  to take necessary action against the defaulter.


Failing to  get any response even after the stipulated period, he approached the FAA- Municipal Commissioner (MTP), MC, Amritsar on 27.1.2012.  As  there was no response from FAA,  the appellant approached the State Information Commission on 19.03.2012. 
Relevant Facts  emerging during Hearing:



The information sought in both the appeal case  is  identical/ akin.  The parties are also the same in both the cases.  Therefore,  these two appeals are clubbed   together.



The appellant says that the information provided vide letter dated 22.03.2012  is insufficient and vague.


The respondent is directed to provide  the requisite information before the next date of hearing.


The  Commission directs the  PIO to be  personally present at the next date of hearing. 

Decision  :



The case is adjourned to  22.05.2012 (Tuesday) at 10.30 A.M.



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





        www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Janak Singh, Member Panchayat,

Village- Roopa,

PO- Bagli Kalan, 

Block- Samrala,

Tehsil-Samrala,

Disttt- Ludhiana  






…Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, Pb.    






Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana, Pb.     





        … Respondents

AC- 446/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
05.03.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
Remanded to FAA








vide SIC’s order dt. 18.08.11
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
22.03.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant is seeking information regarding number of toilets constructed for below poverty line people as the grant released by the govt. to Gram Panchayat of Rs. 1,6,000/- for construction of toilets. 

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided  

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Janak Singh
Respondent:  Mr. Sikandar Singh, Supdt. 










Contd…2/-
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 Respondent-PIO is already provided the requisite information as demanded by the appellant. Whatever complainant received the information whichever available on record. Appellant feels satisfied with the information provided. 

Decision: 

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


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Janak Kumar, Present Member Panchayat,

Village- Roopa,

PO- Bagli Kalan, 

Block- Samrala,

Tehsil-Samrala,

Disttt- Ludhiana  






…Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, Pb.    









Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana, Pb.     
 




        … Respondents

AC- 445/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
05.03.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
Remanded to FAA








vide SIC’s order dt. 18.08.11
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
22.03.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant is seeking information regarding number of bricks are used on the blank space on the both sides of the pucca road. 

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided  

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Janak Singh
Respondent:  Mr. Sikandar Singh, Supdt. 










Contd…2/-

-2-


 Respondent-PIO is already provided the requisite information as demanded by the appellant. Whatever complainant received the information whichever available on record. Appellant feels satisfied with the information provided. 

Decision: 

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


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

V&PO Naushera,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar 
  





         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur   









Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur    
 





        … Respondents

AC- 442/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
23.09.2011
PIO replied 




: 
31.01.2012 

First Appeal 



: 
07.02.2012
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
22.03.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant is seeking information regarding inspection of records relating to date wise dispatch of wheat stocks of Jalalabad and Fazilka centre for the crop year 1998-99 to to 2003-04 showing information on six points.  

PIO’s Reply: 

Partial information was supplied to the appellant. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory. 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Sukhdev Raj Sharma
Respondent:  Mr. Jagat Singh, Editor










Contd…2/-

-2-


 Respondent states that due to rush of work in office he has not supplied the information to the complainant. He seeks two weeks time to provide the complete and relevant information. 

 
One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information as per his RTI application to the complainant, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

PUNSUP Retired Employees,

Welfare Association (Regd.) 
  






         

HO Sukhdayak Ayurvedic Store,

O/s Byepass Majitha Road,

Amritsar-143001






…Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur   







        

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur    
 






… Respondents

AC- 443/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
  24.12.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
07.02.2012
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
22.03.2012
Information Sought:


Seeking information service books, office notings duly approved and letters showing the increment of four employees Kamaljit Singh, Inspector II, Vinod Kumar, Sr. Asstt, Joginder Singh, Sr. Asstt. 

PIO’s Reply: 

Nil 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided.  

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: PUNSUP Retired Employees Welfare Association.
Respondent:  Mr. Jagat Singh, Editor














Contd…2/-

-2-


 Under the RTI Act only a person u/s 6 or a citizen section 3 has right to seek information. The instant case cannot be entertained as here the information is sought by an organization. However, the Commission can entertain an application filed by president or secretary or any member of the organization by name. In any case, the person seeking information as to identify himself.

Decision: 

 
The case is disposed of and closed.  


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Abdul Latif Adam Momin,

M-40, Circle – 2/4,

Mumbai Central Prison, 

Arthur Road, 

Mumbai-400011

Maharashtra 






            …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Central Jail Patiala, Pb.  

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Central Jail Patiala, Pb.   


         …..Respondents

AC- 468/2012

ORDER 

Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Satwinder Singh, Asstt. Supdt. 


Respondent submitted a letter to the Commission no. 412 dated 05.05.2012 stating that information sought by the appellant cannot be furnished in the interest of the security of the Jail. The letter is taken on record. 


The Respondent is directed to inform the appellant accordingly. The Commission agrees that the information cannot be supplied and it is exempted u/s 8 of the RTI act, 2005. 

 
Accordingly, the case is hereby is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

