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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148 031,

Distt. Sangrur.                                                         ……..……………… Appellant  





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.                                          ……………..…… Respondent

     AC –135 of 2009


ORDER 

Present:
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, Appellant in person.

Sh. Malook Singh, BDPO, Lehragaga and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Village Dev. Officer, O/o BDPO, Lehragaga.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 29.10.2009, the respondent provided the information to the appellant pertaining to Items 1 and 5.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the appellant is satisfied with the information provided.  The case as far as the information part is concerned, is disposed of. 
3.

The PIO respondent will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the appellant for the detriment suffered.  This affidavit will be submitted by 15.11.2009.

4.

To come up on 19.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 04.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Er. M.R.Dubey, Advocate,

Kothi No. 121 – K, Lane No. 6,

Majithia Enclave,

Patiala.





....……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala.
 



..…….…… Respondent  
          
           CC –2621 of 2009



        ORDER

Present:   
Er. M.R.Dubey, Complainant in person.



Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 22.10.2009, the respondent was directed to justify the reasons as per Section 8 and Section 11 of the RTI Act through a written submission as to why information could not be provided to the complainant by 31.10.2009.  The complainant was to justify public interest involved in seeking this information.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that information has been provided vide letter No. 3966 dated 20.10.2009.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 04.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

