STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Kawaldeep Singh,

R/o H. No. 501/2, Dooma Wali Gali,

Patiala.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o The President,

Shiromani Gurdwara Prabhandhak Committee,

Teja Singh Samundari Hall, Shri Amritsar Sahib.           

…Respondent


Complaint  Case No. 1255 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Kawaldeep Singh,  complainant, in person.

Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO   and Shri Kuldeep Singh, Assistant Supervisor, on behalf of the respondent.



This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 17.08.2015, when Secretary/Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak Committee, Amritsar was impleaded as a Party and he was directed to join the proceedings and give an undertaking as to what all has been done to implement the provisions of Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005.  Consequently, the case was adjourned for 16.09.2015.  In the mean time this case was  transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

On 16.09.2015,  Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, sought   time to enable him to submit an undertaking from the Secretary/Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak Committee, Amritsar as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing.  
While accepting the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned to 04.11.2015. 

3.

On 04.11.2015,  Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that reply had  been sent to the complainant vide letter 
No. 60101, dated 12.09.2015. He submitted  a copy  of that  letter to the Commission, 
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which was  taken on record. The complainant informed  that no information had been
supplied to him as yet. The respondent argued  that the matter was  subjudice in the court. After hearing both the parties, they were  directed to make their written submissions on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, a letter dated 06.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the complainant, with a copy to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,  requesting to transfer this case to Full Bench of State Information Commission, Punjab in the interest of Justice.
5.

The appellant submits that he has sent a letter, with a copy to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, praying for the transfer of this case from this Bench to Full Bench in the interest of justice. 
6.

Accordingly, the case file is forwarded to the Registry for seeking appropriate orders from the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on the request of the appellant. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner

CC:

Deputy Registrar,

Punjab State Information Commission,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirpal Singh s/o Sh. Amar Singh,

VPO: Jalaldiwal- 141109,

Tehsil Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,
 Dadhahoor, District:  Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





O/o Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, 
Dadhahoor,  District: Ludhiana.



……..
Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2690 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Nirpal Singh, Appellant, in person 

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Lecturer, Political Science, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Dadhahoor, District: Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Nirpal Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain copy of order dated 18-07-2014 alongwith particulars of Inquiry Officer.
2.

The case was last heard on 04.11.2015, when the  respondent informed that information was supplied to the appellant on 20.10.2015 by post. Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Consequently, the appellant was directed to furnish deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information in the light of the deficiencies, which would be furnished to him by the appellant in due course of time. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete, unattested  and not as per his RTI application. He further informs that  he has sent the deficiencies to the PIO. Accordingly, Shri Sukhmander Pal Singh, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Dadhahoor, District: Ludhiana, is directed to supply complete 
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information to the appellant as per his RTI application and in  view of the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to be present in person alongwith relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
4.

Adjourned to  18.02.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Sukhmander Pal Singh,




REGISTERED
 Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

 Dadhahoor, District: Ludhiana 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Sadosh,

House No. 3361/1, Street No. 1,

Nai Abadi, Abohar-152116.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Abohar, District: Fazilka.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Ferozepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2193 of 2015
Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant.


Shri Inder Gurpreet Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO,  M. C. Abohar, on behalf of the respondents.

The case was last heard on 09.09.2015, when a  letter dated 02.09.2015 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing as he had to visit Mount Abu. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

2.

The respondent informed  that the information running into 104 pages had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 3600, dated 13.11.2014, which had been duly received by him. He further submitted  that First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Director, Local Government, Ferozepur had  dismissed his appeal vide order No. 17366, dated 01.12.2014.  He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant was directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 17.11.2015.
3.

On 17.11.2015,  the  appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete and he had  sent the deficiencies to the PIO vide letter dated 07.11.2015.  
He submitted  a copy of this letter, which was  taken on record. The respondent, present that day, was  unable to explain the status of the case. Accordingly, PIO-cum- Executive 
Contd…..p/2

AC- 2193 of 2015



-2-

Officer, M.C. Abohar was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to apprise the Commission of factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, since the instant RTI application  is  pending since 27.01.2014. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Inder Gurpreet Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO,  M. C. Abohar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, seeks adjournment  of the case to enable him to supply complete information to the appellant  as he has joined recently on 01.01.2016. Accordingly, he is directed to give personal hearing to the appellant and supply the requisite information to him before the next date of hearing.
5.

Adjourned to 16.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




              (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016          


   State Information Commissioner
6.

After the hearing is over and the respondent has left, Shri Raj Sadosh,  appellant appears before the Commission alongwith  Shri S. P. Khariwal. They explain the reasons for their late arrival. Accordingly, they are apprised of the proceedings taken place during hearing.  

Chandigarh




              (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Plot No.40,Village-Bholapur,

PO-Shahbana,Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana-141123.



…Appellant

                                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar ( East), Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner (General),Ludhiana.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 446 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  appellant, in person.

Shri Shiv Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the  respondents.


The case was last heard on 15.09.2015, when  the respondent submitted  that the case had  been put up to  Deputy Commission, Ludhiana. He requested  to grant them some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 17.11.2015.
2.

On 17.11.2015,  none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant, failing which relevant section of RTI Act, 2005 will be invoked against him for imposing penalty and awarding compensation. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court, with a copy to the Commission. The appellant, after perusing the information, informs that the information is still incomplete. He hands over the deficiencies, in black and white, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information,  after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to  11.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Somnath Kaura, Secretary,

Shri Radha Krishan Mittar Mandal,

Partap Nagar,Gali No.3, Kotkapura -151204, District: Faridkot.


…Appellant
   Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Gaushalla Committee Shri

Muktsar Sahib Road, Kotkapura-151204, District: Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Gaushalla Committee Shri

Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura. – 151204,

District: Faridkot.






   …Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3455 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rajesh Bhateja, Advocate, on behalf of the  respondents.



The case was last heard on 16.09.2015, when  Shri Rajesh Bhateja,  Counsel for the appellant sought  time to file a detailed reply to prove that Gaushalla Committee Shri Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura is a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, which was granted and the case was adjourned to 17.11.2015.
2.

On 17.11.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from Ld. Counsel for the appellant, who  again sought adjournment to enable him to file a detailed reply to prove that Gaushalla Committee Shri Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura is a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Shri Rajesh Bhateja, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the  appellant,  makes a duly attested written submission dated 06.01.2016, which is taken on record, a perusal of which reveals that the pleas,  facts and proofs  submitted by the appellant  fail to prove that the respondents are Public Authorities as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and hence are not covered under the Act ibid. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Somnath Kaura,Secretary,

Shri Radha Krishan Mittar Mandal,

Partap Nagar,Gali No.3, Kotkapura -151204, District: Faridkot.

…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Gaushala Committee,

 Sri Muktsar Sahib Road, KOTKAPURA-151204, District: Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Gaushalla Committee,

 Sri Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura, 

District: Faridkot.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 3456 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rajesh Bhateja, Advocate, on behalf of the  respondents.


The case was last heard on 16.09.2015, when  Shri Rajesh Bhateja,  Counsel for the appellant sought  time to file a detailed reply to prove that Gaushalla Committee Shri Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura is a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, which was granted and the case was adjourned to 17.11.2015.

2.

On 17.11.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from Ld. Counsel for the appellant, who  again sought adjournment to enable him to file a detailed reply to prove that Gaushalla Committee Shri Muktsar Sahib Road, Kot Kapura is a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today, Shri Rajesh Bhateja, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the  appellant,  makes a duly attested written submission dated 06.01.2016, which is taken on record, a perusal of which reveals that the pleas,  facts and proofs  submitted by the appellant  fail to prove that the respondents are Public Authorities as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and hence are not covered under the Act ibid. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

4.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

5.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Town Planning,

Local Government Department,
 Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board Complex,

 Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1349 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant, in person.
 Shri Naresh Kumar, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO, M.C. Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondents.

On 04.08.2015,  Shri Sandeep Saini, Draftsman,   office of Director Town Planning, Local Government, appearing  on behalf of the Respondents, submitted  a copy of Memo. No. Dir. T.P.-15-2246, dated 22.07.2015 from M.T.P.(LG) addressed to the appellant informing the appellant that the sought information was  not available in their office.
2.

 Shri Naresh Kumar, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO, M.C. Amritsar 
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appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted  a letter No. 35, dated 03.08.2015 from Shri Tilak Raj Jassar, PIO-cum-XEN, Auto Workshop, M.C. Amritsar vide which it had  been informed that the information available in  their record had already been 
supplied to the appellant. Shri Tilak Raj had also sent  an affidavit dated 01.07.2015 

alongwith the said letter,  to this effect. 

3.

A telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to some urgent domestic affairs. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. Accordingly, the appellant  was directed to send his observations, if any, to the concerned  PIO, with a copy to the Commission. On  the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 16.09.2015.
4.

On 16.09.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date. The case was adjourned TO 17.11.2015.
5.

On 17.11.2015,  the respondents informed  that the information, available on record, had  already been supplied to the appellant and no more information was  available in their record relating to instant RTI application. They submitted  that affidavits had  also been submitted in respect of information, which was  not available in their record. Shri Gaurav Bhatia, appearing on behalf of the appellant, sought  adjournment of the case as the appellant was  not able to attend hearing due to some urgent schedule. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the appellant to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, failing which case would  be closed. On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the complainant informs that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet as the information regarding Points No. 3, 11, 12 and 13 is still pending. He submits that since complete information has not been supplied to him since 23.03.2013, the date of submission of his RTI application to the PIO, action for imposing penalty upon the PIO under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information,  may be initiated against him and he may be compensated suitably for the 
loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period of more than 33 months.
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Accordingly one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the PIO of the office of   Director Town Planning,

Local Government Department, Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board Complex,

 Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh to supply the information regarding Points No. 3, 11, 12 and 13 to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

7.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab; Director Local Government Punjab; Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana and Director Town Planning Local Government Department,

 Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board Complex, Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh, to ensure the compliance of the order.                   
8.

Adjourned to 11.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Principal Secretary Local Government,


REGISTERED

Punjab Civil Secretariat -2, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


Director Local Government, Punjab,



REGISTERED

Sector:17, Chandigarh.


Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,


REGISTERED

Ludhiana.

Director Town Planning,





REGISTERED
Local Government Department,

 Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board Complex,

 
Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jai Gopal Dhiman,

Shop No.2, Old Tehsil Railway Road, Hoshiarpur.



…Appellant


                   Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE), Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  District Education Officer (SE), Hoshiarpur.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1839 of 2015

Order
Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur, Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Nangal Khurd, Block: Mahilpur, District: Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents.

The case was last heard on 16.09.2015 when a  telephonic message was  received from Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur on behalf of the respondents,  informing that remaining information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant submitted  that the provided information was  still incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 17.11.2015.
2.

On 17.11.2015,  during discussion it emerged  that the appellant had not sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. Therefore, he was  again directed to send the deficiencies to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO was  directed to supply the information in the light of the deficiencies, which would  be furnished by the appellant in due course of time. The PIO was  also directed to explain the status of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant, without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today, Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur, Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Nangal Khurd, Block: Mahilpur, District: Hoshiarpur,  appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits that  complete information has been supplied to the appellant and no deficiencies in the provided information  have been received from him till date. She asserts that information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. Accordingly, she is directed to send a written submission to this effect to the appellant by registered post, with  a copy to the Commission. She submits a copy of the written submission to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
4.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 


 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Gora Lal, S/o Sh. Hem Raj,

Model Town, Gali No. 4,

Goniana Mandi, District:  Bathinda.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Bathinda.
Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Goniana Mandi.





…Respondents

Complaint  Case No. 1417 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Gora Lal,  complainant, in person.
Shri Deep Darshan Singh, Clerk,  office of Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Bathinda  and Shri Jagtar Singh, Inspector, Municipal Council, Goniana Mandi, on behalf of the respondents.


The case was last heard on 17.11.2015, when  the respondent informed  that complete information, including Points No. 2, 8  and 10, had  been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 12.10.2015. The complainant, who appeared before the Commissioner after the hearing was  over, submitted  that the complete  information regarding Points No. 2, 8 and 10 had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the complainant to his satisfaction, before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, the case was adjourned for today. 
2.

Today, the complainant informs  that the requisite information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction today.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
 




 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-01-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Swaran Singh Sanehi,

V.& P.O.: SHAHPUR Via Phillaur – 144410, 

District: Jalandhar.








…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Director, Rural Development and 


Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.        
   ….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   3214 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
Shri Swran Singh Sanehi , Appellant, in person.

 Shri Malwinderjit Singh, Panchayat Officer, BDPO office, Phillaur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Swaran Singh Sanehi,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  05.03.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 24 points regarding shifting of the cremation grounds of the village from Khasra  No. 50, 51 to  No. 5/1, 18/1. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 14.06.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on07.10.2015     and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.11.2015.
3.

On 17.11.2015,  Shri Abhey Chander, BDPO Phillaur appearing  on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant. The appellant, after perusing the provided information, submitted  deficiencies in the provided information, to the respondent, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to 
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supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Malwinderjit Singh, Panchayat Officer, BDPO office, Phillaur, on behalf of the respondents, submits that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant  confirms it while stating that the sought information is in public interest and  has been supplied after more than 8 months and he has suffered  lot of harassment during this long period. He requests that he may be compensated suitably. 
5.

In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant since 05.03.2015, the date of submission of RTI application, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred  by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 2000/-(Rupees two thousand only) is awarded to Shri Swaran Singh Sanehi, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
6.

Since the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction  and presuming that the compensation amount will be paid to the appellant within 30 days,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06.01.2016


             State Information Commissioner

