STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Navkiran Singh Sodhi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 592,

District & Sessions Court,

Patiala.

 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

The Ghangroli Agri. Service Sansthan-cum-Coop. Society,

Village Ghangroli, 

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2169/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Secretary and  Mr. Chamkaur Singh, Member, for the  Respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   9.04.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   13.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information on  05 points  regarding   recruitment of one chowkidar Sukhpal Singh.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The Respondent  submitted  a written reply to the notice   which is diarised   in the Commission on 18.7.2013 stating that  the matter  whether the provisions of the RTI Act  are   applicable  to a cooperative society is pending in the Hon’ble High Court  in LPA No.1002 of 2011 for  decision.  He further  submitted that  the High Court   has  
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stayed the operation of judgement of Single Bench dated  9.5.2011.  He prayed that  the  case  be kept pending till the decision of the High Court in the LPA referred to above.

Decision:

 In view  of the above,  the case is adjourned  sine die.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shakeel Mohd.

s/o Sh. Saddiq Mohd.

Navi Basti, W. No. 3,

H. No. 761,

Qila Rehmatgarh,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.
 


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Malwa Gramin Bank,

Prem Basti,

Sangrur.







 
 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2176/2013

     ORDER

Present :
Mr. Shakeel  Mohd.,  complainant,  in person.

Mr. Sat Pal Garg, CPIO, for the  Respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   1.05.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   14.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information on  full procedure  for selection of office attendants.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The Respondent-PIO showed a letter  dated 8.7.2013 written to the  Commission  that the requisite  information has been  supplied on  13.05.2013  through  courier but the same was received back  undelivered  with the remarks “incomplete   
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address.”  He submitted a copy of the  same to the  Commission  which is taken on record.  Again the PIO furnished the information on  8.7.2013 through  registered post to the complainant.  The complainant conceded  that he has got the  information.  However, the complainant urged that he wanted  that the  marks obtained by him and  other candidates  be disclosed.  However, he has not sought  this information in his original  RTI application .  This additional information cannot  be provided  at this stage  but  he has  the right to seek additional information through another  fresh RTI application.

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: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bishan Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Nath,

VPO Bariana,

Distt.  Hoshiarpur 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Hoshiarpur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2183/2013

     ORDER

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

Mr. Tarlochan Singh, ASI , for the  Respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   15.04.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   14.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  action taken report  on his own representation  dated  1.02.2013 to SSP against one  Sadhu Singh of  tehsil and district Hoshiarpur  regarding  Bus No.PB-07-P-7477.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The PIO-Respondent  submitted  a letter dated 23.7.2013 to the Commission stating that the complainant had been informed on 22.4.2013 that his representation was under enquiry and that he would be informed  of its outcome after  completion of the same.  Subsequently,  the inquiry was completed on  15.7.2013  and the complainant was informed  the  same day on phone to obtain the information but he 
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did not. Today, during the hearing, a copy of the inquiry report was given to the complainant to his satisfaction.

Decision:



Since the information  has been provided, 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: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R. S. Mahey,

No. 1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144003



   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 924/2013

    ORDER

Present :
Mr. R.S. Mahey,  appellant, in person.



Mrs. Suhinder Kaur, Supdtt. and  Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO (of PSIEC) for 

the  respondents.     






----  



To a query, the appellant says that  in compliance  with the Commission’s orders dated  17.06.2013, he has received  the compensation  amounting  to Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two hundreds only) from the  Respondent.


The appellant states that  the information has not been  provided  till date.  Today is the fourth hearing in this case but  the PIO has not acted as per provisions of the RTI Act and  has failed  to supply the requisite information within the  stipulated period.  The Commission  takes a serious note  of the lackadaisical attitude of the PIO  and deliberately/wilfully  delaying and denying the supply of information to the appellant.  The  Commission is constrained to serve  show cause notice to the PIO. o/o   Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab and  PIO, Mr. J. S. Randhawa, Genl. Manager o/o PSIEC.


The PIO o/o Principal Secretary Industries & Commerce  and  PIO, Mr. J. S. Randhawa, General Manager o/o PSIEC  are hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to 
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a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon them for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



Both the PIOs  are directed to submit  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,  each  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 Commission further directs the  PIOs  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with a copy of the information supplied to the  appellant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

The case is  adjourned  to 14.08.2013 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: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.



Cc :



Mr. J. S. Randhawa,



Public Information Officer-cum-General  Manager,



o/o  Managing Director, PSIEC, 



Sector 17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ajay  Mahajan,

Arun Nagar, Gali No. 1,

Near Mohan Singh Tubewell,

Sujanpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.








    

         …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Deputy  Commissioner,

Pathankot.






      …Respondents 

Appeal Case no.  1373/2013

     ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ajay Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Mr. Lachhman Singh, Naib Tehsildar,   for the Respondents.  







-----          

RTI  application filed on

:  7.8.2012. 

PIO replied



:  Nil.

First appeal to FAA

:  4.04.2013.

FAA’s order



:  8.5.2013.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:  13.06.2013. 
Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information on five  points  regarding a court  case  of  Surya Auto Ind.  v/s Punjab Financial Corporation.

Grounds  for   first & Second appeal: 

No response, hence denial of information.                

And not satisfied with the response  as the FAA directed  the appellant  to approach  D.C. Pathankot.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The  applicant/appellant  sought some information vide his RTI application dated 7.8.2012 addressed to  PIO  o/o Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot.  



Mr. Lachhman Singh, N.T., who appeared  today, stated  that the information relating to the  office of Tehsildar  has  been provided to the appellant.  He further stated that  the remaining  information relates to the  PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner and office of  S.D.M., Pathankot.  The RTI  application dates back to  7.8.2012 but the PIO has not supplied the requisite information to the  appellant so far.  The PIO has not complied with the provisions  of the RTI Act, 2005 and has deliberately/wilfully delayed/denied the information to the information- seeker.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the  PIO. for not complying with the  provisions of the RTI  Act, 2005 and is constrained to serve him  a show cause notice.


The PIO, Mr. Baljit Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (ADC) 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 appellant.  



The PIO- ADC  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 Commission further directs the  PIO, Mr. Baljit Singh, ADC,   to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with a copy of the information supplied to the  appellant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   
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Decision:

The case is  adjourned  to 22.08.2013 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: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.




Cc:




Sub Divisional Magistrate,




Pathankot.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
R. S. Mahey,

H. No. 1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144002






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.


Udyog Bhawan,


Sector 17,  Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.


Udyog Bhawan,


Sector 17,  Chandigarh.





      …Respondents 

Appeal Case no.  1392/2013

      ORDER

Present :
Mr. R. S. Mahey,  appellant, in person.

Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO and Mr. Kewal Krishan, Sr. Asstt., for 

 the respondents.
  





----   

RTI  application filed on

:  RTI  application not annexed. 

PIO replied



:  Nil.

First appeal to FAA

:  29.01.2013.

FAA’s order



:   ----

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:  17.06.2013. 
Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  photo copy of the 1st allottee’s  application forms of plots 1A to 4A allotted at LCJ in 1992 and 1996.

Grounds  for   first & Second appeal: 

No response, hence denial of information.                

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
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The PIO has not properly  followed procedure  in this case and has not applied his mind.  This shows that the PIO is not  serious  about  supplying the  information to the appellant.  The Commission takes a serious note  of  this  lapse  on the part of the PIO  for not complying with the  provisions of the RTI  Act, 2005 and is constrained to serve  show cause notice to the PIO.


The PIO, Mr. J. S. Randhawa, General Manager, 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- General Manager, 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 Commission further directs the  PIO, Mr. J. S. Randhawa,   to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with a copy of the information supplied to the  appellant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Decision:

The case is  adjourned  to 14.08.2013 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: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Rajinder  Manchanda,

M/s Mehak Hair Cut,

Opp. Amar Hotel,

Gandhi Nagar,

Fazilka.





   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Fazilka.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2184/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Satish Kumar, Asstt. Municipal Engineer,  for the Respondent.





     ----

RTI  application filed on

:   26.04.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   14.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  action taken report on his own representation which has been  forwarded to the  Chief Secretary, Punjab,  by Prime Minister’s Office.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The  representative  of the PIO o/o Nagar Council  stated  that the  RTI application was  transferred  to the  office of the Principal  Secretary, Local Govt. by the 
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office of the Chief Secretary, Punjab, and  as such, PIO of his office is to provide the  requisite information as per RTI application.  A copy of  the RTI application dated  26.04.2013 be sent to the PIO o/o  Principal Secretary Local Govt./, Punjab along with this order, who is directed  to supply the requisite information before the next date of hearing.  Both the PIOs  are directed to be present at the next date of hearing.

Decision:

The case is adjourned to  26.08.2013 at 10.00 AM.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.



Encls:



Copy of RTI application



as above.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sunil Kumar Phutela “Sonu”

Railway Road,

Abohar-152116
 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2212/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Sunil Kumar Phutela, complainant in person.


Mr. Jaspal Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
29.04.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
17.06.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks information on six points related to approval of site plan map etc. of hotel Sethi Residency railway over bridge, Hanumangarh road, Abohar.  
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO had already provided part of information and the representative of the respondent-PIO assured the Commission that he will provide the remaining information within next seven working days. 

 

The respondent-PIO is directed to send the information through registered post under intimation to the Commission. Mr. Bhushan Kumar, EO-cum-PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



              (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh

s/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village Bhateri,

PO Bhappal,

Tehsil Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala
 



   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Industrial Training Centre,

Sunam.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  2222/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Balbir Singh, complainant in person.
Mr. Dalip Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO and Mr. Malkit Singh, Fitter Instructor, on behalf of  the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:

03.12.2012

PIO’s  response


:    
 
20.12.2012

Complaint  received in SIC 
:

17.06.2013

Ground for complaint

:


Denial of information 

Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks  copy of letter of demand  made by the Pepsi Foods Ltd. Channo (Sangrur) for ITI trained  Fitters, Electricians, Electronics etc.  in 1997and some other related information.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO submits that complainant had already filed the i.e CC 671/13 and CC 997/13 which have already decided on 14.03.2013 and 13.06.2013 by this bench.. In the instant case the complainant had consciously concealed that the commission had already disposed off the complaint regarding the same RTI application. The complainant is warned not to repeat it in future.  
Decision:- 
 



Since the information already stands supplied,  the case is dismissed and closed. 

 









Contd…2/- 

-2-
Complaint Case no.  2222/13

 Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



              (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

123, Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 
  

 




   … Appellant 

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Zone-D, Ludhiana 



ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation, 


Zone-D, Ludhiana 
 




 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1049/13

ORDER

Present: 
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, for the appellant. 



Mr. Raj Kumar, MTP-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

In compliance to the Commissions’ order dated 24.07.2013, the respondent-PIO has filed the reply to the show cause notice before the Commission but he failed to explain the delay in supplying the information.  One more opportunity is provided to the respondent-PIO to file an affidavit to explain the delay in supplying the information.  
 

The case is adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



              (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh, 

S/o Late Sh. Malkit Singh, 

R/o Village & P.O.  – Bodhli, 

Block Machhiwara, 

Tehsil – Samrala, 

District – Ludhiana. 

 




   
… Complainant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 


Machhiwara, Ludhiana.





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1696/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Baldev Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Amarjeet singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the respondent-PIO submits a letter dated 24.07.2013 from the respondent  PIO i.e BDPO stating that he cannot attend the today’s hearing and sought an adjournment. Granted.


The case is adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



              (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Karam Singh,  

S/o Late Sh. Banta Singh, 

V & PO – Bhoman, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

Block – Sri Hargobindpur, 

District – Gurdaspur.   



   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Shri Hargobindpur, Distt. Gurdaspur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Gurdaspur. 


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 894/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Karam Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Rakesh Kumar,Supdt.-cum-APIO and Mr. Daljit Singh, VDO on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-APIO furnishes the requisite information during the course of hearing, and the appellant expressed his satisfaction over the same. A show cause notice had been issued  to the PIO on 10.06.2013. Since the information stands supplied and appellant also feels satisfaction with the information and the APIO expressed unqualified regrets for delay, and expressed circumstances for the same, the show cause notice is dropped. 
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: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh, 

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh, 

V & PO – Bhoman, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

Block – Shri Hargobindpur, 

District – Gurdaspur   



   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Shri Hargobindpur, Distt. Gurdaspur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Gurdaspur. 


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 896/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Baldev Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Rakesh Kumar,Supdt.-cum-APIO Mr. Daljit Singh, VDO and Mr. Prem Kumar, Jr. Asst. on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-APIO pointed out that the complaint of the appellant dated 07.09.2012 is still under investigation. The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite information within a week after the completion of enquiry.



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: 24.07.2013.    

    
            State Information Commissioner
