STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






      Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 307/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local Government, Shri  S. C. Salaria, Executive Engineer, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri K. S. Kahlon makes  written submission, which  is taken on record. Written submission made by the Appellant has already been taken on record. 

3.

The judgement  is reserved. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1196/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri  S. C. Salaria, Executive Engineer(B&R)-cum-Nodal Officer for RTI and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 10.11.2009 when it was directed that information, in the light of the  observations made by the Complainant,  be supplied to him within a period of 15 days through special messenger. 
2.

Accordingly,  the PIO has sent information to the Complainant through special messenger. The Complainant  submitted observations dated 20.11.2009 to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, which has been received in the Commission on 01.12.2009 against Diary No. 19123.  From the perusal of the observations submitted by the Complainant it transpires that following 
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 deficiencies still exist in the information supplied to the Complainant from time to time:-
(1)
Financial Bid submitted by the successful bidder(contractor) has not been provided and instead  Comparative Statement has been supplied to the Complainant. 
(2)
Approval Note in respect of Ist Running Bill has once again not been provided saying that the Approval Note of Ist Running Bill is missing from the file whereas in  AC-308 of 2009 Corporation has submitted an affidavit dated 09.11.2009 that except two files no other file is missing.
(3)
Against item VI, 4th Running Bill, Measurement Book pertaining to 4th Running Bill and Approval Note of 4th Running Bill has not been provided.
(4)
Copies of two letters provided against Item No. 5(C)(3) are illegible. 

(5)
Amount of penalty recoverable from the contractor  as penalty for delay in completion of work has not be intimated. 

(5)
Reasons put forth by the Contractor for getting extension in time for the execution of work have not been provided.

3.

It is directed that complete information after removing the above 
Contd…p/2

CC - 1196/2009



-2-

mentioned deficiencies be provided to  the Complainant within a period of 15 days.

4.

The case is fixed for final hearing on 12.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bachan Dass, Sarpanch,

Village: Jharoli Baangar, 

Block: Dina Nagar, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Dina Nagar, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 2927/2009

Present:
Shri  J. S. Rana, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

Shri J. S. Rana, Advocate,  present on behalf of the Complainant,  requests that case may be adjourned as Shri Bachan Dass, Complainant is not well and is unable to attend the proceedings today. 
2.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

Shri J. S. Rana, Advocate, H.No. 2299, Sector: 44-C, 

                    Chandigarh(M-98140-13764).          

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





      Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1199/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local Government, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Shri Ranjit Singh, SDO, Shri V. V. Khanna, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that in the light of the  observations made by the Complainant dated 04.11.2009,  some information, alongwith noting portion and other documents,  has been  supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 05(APIO)D, dated 30.11.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  Written submission from Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO(A), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has sent his written submission dated 27.11.2009,  which  has been received in the Commission on 01.12.2009 against Diary No. 19149. 
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3.

The Complainant states that he has received the information supplied vide letter dated 30.11.2009  only yesterday and he wants time to study the information. He assures that he will send his observations, if any, on the information to the PIO within a period of 15 days. He requests that the case may be adjourned. 
4.

As per  directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor, the then PIO, makes written submission  running into 40  sheets, which is taken on record. 

5.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for final hearing on 12.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





      Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1197/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri Parveen Singla, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 10.1.2009, the Respondent has supplied information to the Complainant through special messenger but without any covering letter.  The Complainant has sent his observations on 20.11.2009 on the information supplied to him, which have been received in the Commission on 01.12.2009 against Diary No. 19124. The Respondent states that they have also received the observations on 01.12.2009 and some information has been supplied to the Complainant on 01.12.2009.  The Complainant states that he wants time to study the information supplied to him 
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and will submit his observations, if any, to the PIO  within a period of 15 days. 
3.

Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to supply the  requisite information to the Complainant,  on the basis  of the observations submitted by the Complainant on 20.11.2009 and to be submitted  by the Complainant on the information supplied to him on 01.12.2009,  within a further period of 15 days after the receipt of observations from the  Complainant . 
4.

The question of imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information will be considered on the next date of hearing. 

5.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for final hearing on 12.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





      Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1198/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri Parveen Singla, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 10.1.2009, the Respondent has supplied information to the Complainant through special messenger but without any covering letter.  The Complainant has sent his observations on 20.11.2009 on the information supplied to him, which have been received in the Commission on 01.12.2009 against Diary No. 19124-A. The Respondent states that they have also received the observations on 01.12.2009 and some information has been supplied to the Complainant on 01.12.2009.  The Complainant states that he wants time to study the information supplied to him 
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and will submit his observations, if any, to the PIO  within a period of 15 days. 

3.

Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to supply the  requisite information to the Complainant,  on the basis  of the observations submitted by the Complainant on 20.11.2009 and to be submitted  by the Complainant on the information supplied to him on 01.12.2009,  within a further period of 15 days after the receipt of observations from the  Complainant . 

4.

The question of imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information will be considered on the next date of hearing. 

5.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for final hearing on 12.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, President,

Human Right Mission,

80, Premier Complex, Neechi Mangli,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2842/2009

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local Government and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local government, states that application filed by the Complainant for information is a complaint against Mr. Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana and it should not be heard. From the perusal of the application dated 19.06.2009 filed by the Complainant, it transpires that the Complainant has asked information in queston-answer form. Thus information,  asked for in  Para 1, 3 and 4,  is not to be supplied. The information asked for in Para 2 is a document available on 
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record, which should be supplied.  In this Para , the Complainant has demanded   information about  the amount of house rent being paid to Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Legal Advisor.  Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director, hands over the requisite information in respect of this Para to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. 
3.

The Complainant is directed to file a fresh application with the concerned Public Authority if he wants any specific information, available on record. 

4.

Since the requisite  information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, President,

Human Right Mission,

80, Premier Complex, Neechi Mangli,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2849/2009

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local Government and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by the PIO on 16.11.2009 and the Complainant is satisfied.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, President,

Human Right Mission,

80, Premier Complex, Neechi Mangli,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2852/2009

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Ashok Bajaj, Additional Director Local Government and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by the PIO  vide letter No. 124 dated 09.11.2009 and the Complainant is satisfied.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagtar Singh,

S/o Shri Sampuran Singh, 

Village: Nariana, Block: Khera,

Tehsil: Bassi Pathana, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.


Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat  Officer,

Block Khera, Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC - 2874/2009

Present:
Shri  Jagtar Singh,   Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajwant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The information has been supplied free of cost as it has been supplied after two months.  The Respondent submits  that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. He states that if the Complainant wants any other information, he  should file a fresh application with the concerned Public Authority. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties
 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhmir Singh, Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat Village: Milkh,

District: S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali).





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali).






 Respondent

CC - 2893/2009

Present:
Shri Lakhmir Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Sukhdev Singh, Reader, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 2372, dated 30.11.2009, with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant states that he has received the information but it has been supplied after two months.
2.

 The Respondent states the delay has been caused as the case was to be   filed by  the Panchayat under Punjab Common Village Land Act, 1961  and the notice was  to be served to the villagers, who have encroached upon the common land of the Panchayat. Now the villagers, who have 
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encroached upon the common land, have been informed and notice has been issued to them. As and when the case is decided by the DDPO, Mohali, action will be taken to get the land vacated from the encroachers. 
3.

The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He submits that the case may be closed. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 02. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karam Singh s/o Sh. Chhota Singh,

Village: Behl, Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 2904 /2009

Present:
Shri Karam Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Karam Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of District Development and Panchayats Officer, Patiala on  27.11.2008 and asked information  i.e.:



“ BthA pDh gzukfJs dh B'Nhche/;B dh ekgh b?D ;pzXh, gzu ns/ ;ogzu d/ 


nfXekoK dh ekgh, BthA pDh gzukfJs dh ekotkJh d/ ws/ dh ekgh. eow f;zx 


g[Zso S'Nk f;zx ns/ goek; e"o gsBh eow f;zx d/ gzukfJs w?Apoh d/ 



;oNhche/N ;pzXh. “

2.
After getting no information from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on18.09.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 07.10.2009 against diary No. 15686.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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3.

The complainant has filed the complaint with the Commission on 18.09.2009 which is late by 10 months. I condone the late period and direct the PIO of office of DDPO, Patiala, to supply the information to the complainant within a period of 15 days as he has demanded specific information which is very much on the domain of public authority. On the next date of hearing the PIO will attend the proceedings along with the information to be supplied to the complainant. The case is fixed for compliance of orders on 15.12.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:02.12.2009



State Information Commissioner





After the hearing is over, Shri Ujagar Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of BDPO, Bhunerheri appears in the Court.    He has the information with him which was to be supplied to the complainant.  As the complainant has already left the court, the information could not be supplied to him. One copy of information supplies to the Court which is taken on case file. However, he states that he is to appear in a separate case on 08.12.2009, therefore, the case may be fixed  on 8.12.2009.  The Commission accepts his prayer and orders that the case will be heard on 8.12.2009 when the complainant will also be present in the Court on that day. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:02.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Raj s/o Sh. Darshan Kataria,

R/O Mukandpur, Distt. Nawanshehr-144507.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Redressal Forum,

Distt. Nawanshehr/SBS Nagar.





 Respondent

CC No.2894  /2009

Present:
Shri Charanjit Raj, complainant, in person.



Shri Savinderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Charanjit Raj filed an application with the PIO of office of District Consumer Redressal Forum, Nawanshehr on 04.08.2009. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.09.2009 which was received in the Commission on 16.10.2009 against diary No. 15666.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that the information was sent through registered post on 11.08.2009 but it was received back with the observation by the postal authorities that :- 




“the complainant has refused to take the delivery of the 



registered letter.”
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The envelope which was received back from the post office by the District Consumer Redressal Forum has been delivered to the complainant in the court today in my presence and the envelope was opened in the court in which the original letter No. DCF/SBSN/RTI/2009/757, dated 11.08.2009 was enclosed. Respondent states that the information as per the details given in the letter can be obtained from his office on any working day from the Superinendent-cum-PIO, Shri Savinderpal Singh within a period of 10 days. 

3.
The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 15.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:02.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev K.Behal s/o Sh. Nand Kishore Behal,

G-4, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2826 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karambir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The letter in the shape of affidavit is received from Shri Baldev K. Behl on 27.11.2009 in which he has stated that he is to appear in the Court of Sub-Judge, Srinagar (J&K) on 03.12.2009 and on account of this he is unable to attend the court on 02.12.2009. He further pleads that the case may be fixed between 7th and 21st of December, 2009 or on any date in January, 2010. Shri Karambir Singh, PIO states that the Department has not maintained any separate register under Local Displaced Persons (LDP) scheme.  He pleads that in future the office will keep a separate list of LDPs.  

2.

It is directed that the PIO will file an affidavit duly authenticated by the competent authority that since 1984 till date, no separate register has 
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 been maintained under LDP scheme.  In future, they will keep the list of LDPs separately. Case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through registered post. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:02.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh s/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

VPO: Chatha Sekhwan, Distt. Sangrur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC No. 2909 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, BDPO, Sangrur, on behalf of 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

A written submission has been made by the Respondent which was received in the Commission office on 23.11.2009 against diary No. 18712. He states that the complainant was directed by the Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chatha Sekhwan to deposit Rs. 1,000/-  for the documents to be supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant has not deposited the necessary charges of the documents, therefore, the information could not be supplied.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it brings out that the PIO has not supplied the information within the stipulated period. Now it is directed that the information be supplied free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
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3.

The complainant has given in writing on 20.11.2009 in the Commission office that the information be supplied to him and the case may be decided in his absence.  It is, therefore, directed that the BDPO, Sangrur Block will send the information to Shri Amarjit Singh son of Shri Bachan Singh, VPO: Chatha Sekhwan, Distt. Sangrur through special messenger by Friday.  On the assurance of BDPO, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:02.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



