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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Lal

s/o Shri Kasturi Lal

r/o 78/9, Main Bazar,

Katra Khazana, Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Town Hall, Amritsar.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2902 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhchain Lal appellant in person alongwith Shri P.C.Bali



Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the arguments of the parties.  The respondent has also placed on record a written submission. The orders are reserved for pronouncement.

         ( Narinderjit Singh)


(Chander Parkash)

    
( R.I. Singh) 

State Information Commissioner
       State Information Commissioner     Chief Information Commissioner
                        
   Punjab


      

Punjab
   
      
    
  Punjab



           
February 12, 2014.     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandeep Karwal,

#3299/1, Sector 51-D,

Chandigarh Police Society,

Chandigarh-160047.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Vigilance Bureau (Hqrs),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 3803 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

DSP Balwant Singh alongwith ASI Ajit Singh, HC Parminder Singh and Constable- Dharampal on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  On the last date of hearing on 15.1.2014, the complainant was absent but had made a telephonic request for an adjournment.  As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 25.3.2014 at 1.00 P.M. It is made clear that no further adjournment will be allowed and in case the complainant does not file his written replication or appears for hearing, he shall be  proceeded exparte.

        (Parveen Kumar )

   (B.C. Thakur ) 


 ( R.I. Singh)


State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner
Chief Information Commissioner
                                       
Punjab.



         Punjab.


  
  Punjab

Dated : February 12, 2014.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Shri Sarvesh Bharti,

r/o #661, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2843 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ravi Kumar, advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent has conveyed a request for adjournment.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 25.3.2014 at 1.00 P.M.
         (Parveen Kumar )


   (B.C. Thakur ) 


 ( R.I. Singh)


State Information Commissioner      State Information Commissioner
Chief Information Commissioner
                                       
Punjab.



      Punjab.



    Punjab

Dated : February 12, 2014.
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-143001.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2721 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C.Bali appellant in person.



Shri Ramishwar, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits his reply vide No.285 dated 11.2.2014 signed by Superintendent-cum-PIO (Press-II Branch) of Home Department.  He further makes a statement that copy of the instructions issued by the Government of India regarding registration of newspapers etc. are not available with the respondent-public authority. They have already written to the Registrar of Newspapers, Govt. of India on 22.1.2014 followed by a reminder on 5.2.2014 to send them certified copies of the Rules/procedures for filing application for verification of title and latest instructions for procedures/documentation to be adopted with the application.
2.

The plea of the respondent is that information as available with them had already been furnished.  However, instructions regarding registration of newspapers have been issued by the Registrar of Newspapers, Government of India.  The respondent has requested the Registrar to supply them a copy of the same and as and when it is received, the same will be furnished to the appellant.

3.

As per provision of Section 2(J) of the Right to Information Act, Right to Information means to access document which is held by or under the control of any public authority.  Admittedly the instructions regarding registration of newspapers have been issued by the Registrar of Newspapers, Government of India and normally these sould be available on the website of the authority concerned as required under Section 4 of the RTI Act of suo motto declaration.
4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Since the said instructions are not available with the respondent-PIO of the Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab, he naturally cannot furnish the same.  Considering this position and the fact that the respondent has already approached the Government of India to access the information, the present appeal case filed in the Commission on 16.2.2013 is closed with the direction that on receipt of a copy of these instructions from the Government of India, an attested copy of the same will be furnished to the information-seeker. 




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Davinder Khanna

S/o Shri N.K Khanna 

 C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Home Guard and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 125  of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO alongwith Shri Manjit Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent has filed a written reply on all the eight issues raised by the information-seeker vide his RTI request dated 5.11.2013.  
2.

I have heard the parties and following position is summed up:-

(i)

As regards query at Sr.No.1, the respondent has given a copy of merit list of candidates, which also indicates marks obtained by each candidate in written examination and interview including breakup of the marks awarded by three members of interview board and total score obtained by each candidate.  The plea of the information-seeker, however, is that he had sought copies of interview sheets in which the members of the Board awarded marks to each candidate.  The respondent shall file its written reply on this issue.
(ii)

Regarding Sr. No.2 which relates to obtaining a copy of the videography which may have been made at the time of interview, the respondent has categorically stated that they did not make any videography and they do not have any copy of the instructions or copy of any judgment or order of any judicial/quasi judicial authority obligating interview Board to make videography of interview proceedings.
(iii)

As regards query at Sr, No.3, final result sheets have been furnished to the information-seeker.  However, it is a typed document. The plea of the complainant is that interview Board must have prepared a hand written mark-sheet/chart and that he may be provided a copy of the same.


The respondent is directed to confirm in writing whether interview Board had prepared any hand written mark-sheet. If so, a copy of the same may be supplied.  However, if it does not exist in the record, this fact also should be intimated to the information-seeker.
(iv)

Information has been provided and the complainant is satisfied with the same.

(v)

As regards query at Sr. No.5, a detailed mark-sheet of candidates has been furnished, which also indicates the merit list.  In addition, the respondent has furnished photocopies of candidates who were not interviewed and this indicates the reasons for their disqualification.


The plea of the respondent, however, is that he wants a copy of attendance sheet, which may have been made at the time of the interview of the candidates.  The respondent shall file his written reply on this issue.
(vi)

As regards query at Sr. No.6, a copy of printed merit list has been provided.  The respondent shall confirm in writing whether any hand written mark-sheet was prepared by interview board and if it exists in their record, a copy of same will be furnished.  The respondent has further conveyed in writing that under rules no upper qualification has been prescribed for the recruitment and no credit is given for any higher qualification which a candidate may possess.
(vii)

As regards the query at Sr. No.7, the respondent has clarified that apart from the written test and interview for which marks were awarded to candidates, there was no other test or grounds to award marks to candidates.
(viii)

As regards the query at Sr. No.8, the information-seeker has leveled serious allegations but this Commission is not concerned with the subject-matter. The query of the complainant is rejected.
3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Ritu Wadhwa

d/o Shri Om Parkash Wadhwa

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58  , Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate , Amritsar.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  128    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits written replies received vide diaries Nos.932 dated 15.1.2014 and No.3348 dated 7.2.2014.  The complainant has raised the issue that query at Sr. No.4 of his RTI application dated 8.11.2013 wherein he had sought details of distribution of questions in interview among the officers/members of interview panel constituted to conduct interview has not been replied.

2.

The respondent has confirmed that a total of 10 marks were prescribed for interview purposes.  However, there was no further break-up of these marks.  No criteria or distribution of these 10 marks among the interview panel was made. The respondent is directed to confirm this position in writing to the complainant.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Kumar Pateny

s/o Shri Joginder Kumar Patney

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58  , Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate , Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  127    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO alongwith Shri Manjit Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The parties submit that queries in CC-127/2014 are the same as in 
CC-125/2014.  The representative of the complainant in both the cases is the same person, who submits that he will be satisfied if the same reply as ordered in 
CC-125/2014 is given by the respondent in CC-127/2014. The respondent shall, therefore, proceed in accordance with the directions given in CC-125/2014.
2.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Kumar Pateny

s/o Shri Joginder Kumar Patney

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58  , Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate , Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  129    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record a pointwise reply vide his letter No.1472 dated 7.2.2014.  Parties submit that CC-129/2014 and CC-128/2014 relate to the same queries of two information-seekers both represented by Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate.  With the consent of the parties, CC-128/2014 and CC-129/2014 are clubbed together.  The respondent shall furnish the information as per directions given in CC-128/2014.

2.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Davinder Khanna

s/o Shri Narinder Khanna

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58  , Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate , Amritsar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  143    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a pointwise reply vide his No.1464 dated 7.2.2014.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The complainant is satisfied with the queries at Sr. No. 1 to 4 of his RTI application dated 8.11.2013.  However, regarding queries at Sr. Nos.5 and 6, which are interrelated, the respondent has replied in writing that no manual or hand written list of the marks awarded in interview exists on record.  In reply to query at Sr. No.6, the respondent has also replied e'Jh BjhA j?'.  The respondent has clarified that since hand written or manual list of the marks given by interview board does not exist in the record, the question of any over writing on that list does not arise because it does not exist in the first instance.

3.

The plea of the complainant, however, is that interview board must have prepared an award sheet duly signed by the members of the interview board.  The complainant will be satisfied if a copy of the marks-sheet signed by members of the interview Board is provided to him.  The respondent is accordingly directed to furnish the same to the complainant as per record.  

3.

The query at Sr. No.7 is an unwarranted allegations, which does not relate to the Right to Information Act, 2005 and therefore it is disallowed.

4.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.











( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh

s/o Shri Iqbal Singh,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58,  Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  126    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO alongwith Shri Manjit Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent has filed a pointwise reply on all the six issues vide their No.2/12/11/PHD-2014/Estt.5/1462 dated 7.2.2014.
2.

I have heard the parties and pointwise position is indicated below:-

(i)

The complainant is satisfied with the reply regarding Sr. No.1.

(ii)

As regards the query at Sr. No.2, a copy of the rules pertaining to minimum qualifications for the post of Platoon Commander has been furnished.  The complainant had also asked for the point, number, score for minimum qualification and for upper qualification.  The respondent has clarified regarding qualifications provided under rules. A copy of Rules has been given.  Apart from these rules there is no other rules governing issues like upper qualification, number or score for minimum qualification.
(iii)

As regards query at Sr. No.3, the respondent has furnished a copy of amended criteria of physical tests vide his letter No. 2(1)09/Part-III/PHD/Estt.5/2180 dated 6.3.2013.  The plea of the information-seeker is that this does not disclose the original criteria laid for physical test as only an amended letter has been provided.  The plea of the information-seeker is that in fact candidates were made to run and running was part of the physical test conducted by the respondent.  Therefore, instructions for this criteria should also be provided to him.  


The respondent shall clarify this position in writing to the complainant.

(iv)

As regards query at Serial No.4, the complainant had asked for details of criteria fixed for interview and had sought a copy of any instructions/guidelines/ orders/circulars issued in this regard. The respondent had replied that marks for interviews were 10 and selection was made on the basis of interview conducted by the Board Members assessing the aptitude of the candidates. During the arguments, the respondent has clarified that there is no record regarding ‘criteria’ adopted by interview Board to award marks out of total of 10 marks. These marks were awarded by the interview board as per their own assessment of the candidates.



The respondent shall confirm this position in writing to the information-seeker. 
(v)

As regards query at Sr. No.5, the respondent has submitted copies of the correspondence. The plea of the complainant, however, is that he may be allowed inspection of the original file to satisfy himself that no document has been withheld from him.  The respondent is accordingly directed to allow inspection of relevant files in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
(vi)

The  query at Sr. No.6 correlates to Sr. No.5.

 3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh

s/o Shri Iqbal Singh,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58  , Pink Plaza , 

O/S Hall Gate , Amritsar.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense , Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  144    of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.K.Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sidana, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The parties submit that information being sought in the present case is the same as sought in CC-126/2014.  These two cases are clubbed together with the consent of the parties.

2.

The respondent is directed to proceed as per instructions given in CC-126/2014.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karan Deep Singh,

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market Gill Road, Ludhiana.



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 




 

……………....Respondents.

Appeal Case No.532/2013.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh complainant in person.



Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has placed on record, a duly sworn affidavit wherein it is stated that some of the Assistant Town Planners who are/were posted in Ludhiana are having fake graduation certificates/degrees and that some of the ATPs currently posted in Ludhiana are not living at Ludhiana but travelling to their home places even before the office timings and coming late to office in the morning.  The appellant pleads a public interest in disclosure of the information relating to queries at Sr. No.3, 4 and 5.  Since the information pertains to third party as defined under Section 2(n), the respondent ought to have followed the procedure as laid in Section 11 read with Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which has not been done.  The respondent-PIO is directed to comply with this procedure and pass a final order in accordance with the law and place a copy of the same on the case file.

2.

As per Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the respondent was required to transfer the request for information to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh which has not been done till date.  The respondent is cautioned to be careful in future and transfer the request now to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh with a copy to the information-seeker.

3.

The appellant requests for compensation due to inordinate delay in furnishing of the information.  The respondent shall file his reply on this issue.
4.

To come up on 28.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karan Deep Singh,

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market Gill Road, Ludhiana.




……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 




 


……………....Respondents.

Appeal Case No.1351/2013.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.

Shri K.P.Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record a letter bearing No.635/1/DCFA dated 11.2.2014 addressed to the information-seeker alongwith copies of the information furnished to the appellant.  The appellant is satisfied with the information and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the present appeal filed in the Commission on 11.6.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karan Deep Singh,

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market Gill Road, Ludhiana.



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 



 


……………....Respondents.

Appeal Case No.1352/2013.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.



Shri Nirmal Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he is satisfied with the additional information, which was furnished to him on the last date of hearing on 23.1.2014 and does not want to pursue the appeal any further.  Hence, the present appeal filed in the Commission on 11.6.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 3723 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.

Shri Rajneesh Dogra, XEN alongwithShri Rahul Dhawan, SDO on behlaf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  However, he submits that the information was given after delay of five months from the date of submission of RTI application dated 17.8.2013.  The PIO is hereby called upon to file his written reply regarding delay in furnishing of the information.

2.

To come up on 25.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.






( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh

s/o Shri Tarsem Lal,

Village Noorpur, PO Sarhal Kajiyan,

Tehsil Nawanshahr, District SBS Nagar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.3616 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had placed on record a photocopy of the statement of the complainant-Shri Hardeep Singh that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  However, Shri Hardeep Singh was absent without intimation and the case was adjourned to 12.2.2014 to afford him an opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any.  However, he is again absent and has not filed any written reply.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present complaint, which was filed in the Commission on 7.10.2013.





( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh s/o Shri Sahib Singh Bhandari,

Village Kaido, P.O. Ranjitgarh, Tehsil Guru Har Sahai,

District Ferozepur.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Guru Har Sahai, District Ferozepur.



    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 4078  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDERsss


On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that complete information, had been delivered to the satisfaction of the complainant, who had also given a receipt in acknowledgement of the same.  Since, the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 12.2.2014 to enable him to file his rejoinder, if any.  However, the complainant is again absent today and has not filed any rejoinder.  Therefore, I accept the plea taken by the respondent on 13.1.2014 and close the present complaint, which was filed in the Commission on 18.11.2013.





( R.I. Singh)



February 12, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

