
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Mehar Singh, 

C/o. Sh Ashish Goyal, 

Aman Bagh, Sirhind Road, 

Patiala.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3466 of 2011 

ORDER


The complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated nil that his complaint may be filed because it is duplicate copy of his complaint No. CC-3354/2011.  A copy of order of the Commission dated 29-12-2011 in CC-3354/11 shows that CC-3466/2011 and CC3354/2011 are the same. 

Disposed of.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

17th  January, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Col.. Joginder Singh,

C/o. Sh. Atma Singh,

745, Phase 2, Goindwal Sahib, 

District Tarn Taran -143422.


__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran. 





____________Respondent
AC No. 1273 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Col. Joginder Singh appellant in person.

      ii)       Sh. Ranjit Singh, Superintendent, Revenue, on behalf of the 
  

     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 24-12-2009. The information demanded pertains to seeking of copy of action taken report on application for issuance of “red card” to the appellant. 


On getting no response in connection with RTI request from PIO concerned, the information seeker filed an appeal with First Appellate Authority viz. Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran on 16-02-2010. His second appeal with the Commission is dated 24-11-2011.


The appellant filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority viz. Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran. The appellant Col. Joginder Singh did not attend the hearing fixed by the First Appellate Authority to deal with the appeal on 17-08-2011. The First Appellate Authority filed the appeal without passing any speaking order. 

The appellant pleads that contradictory information has been given against his RTI application. 

I have heard the parties. I have perused the documents on record. 


In my opinion, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) viz. Deputy Commissioner, is better place to sought out the issue as to which of the information, provided to the appellant, is authentic as per record.        -----p2/-

AC No. 1273 of 2011 





------2----- 


The case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority (FAA), Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran, with the direction that he may give opportunity of being heard to PIO and appellant, perused the documents on record and pass order as per RTI Act.  


A copy of RTI request be enclosed for ready reference of FAA. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

17th January, 2012
Encl…….. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Prem Kumar Dogra,

Mohalla Wadarian, 

Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot- 145001.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala, District Gurdaspur. 


____________Respondent
AC No. 1274 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant.

      ii)       ASI Daljeet Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 10-06-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking photocopy of complaint dated 31-05-2011. The appeal with the Commission is dated 20-11-2011.


The respondent submits that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant by fax. 


The appellant is not present. 


The respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the appellant through registered post within three days from today. 


The appellant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies if any in the information in writing to the respondent and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 21-02-2011 at 11.00 AM .


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Major Singh,

S/o. Sh. Karnail Singh,

R/o. Village Longowal, Patti Gahu,

District Sangrur- 148106.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Commander,

Punjab Home Guard,

Sangrur. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3527 of 2011 
Present:        None for the parties.
ORDER


The original RTI request for information is dated 05-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to certified copies of receipts of uniforms by Home Guard employees. The complaint with the Commission is dated 25-11-2011.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. The Commission has taken a serious view for this lapse on the part of both the parties.


Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on 21-02-2012 at 11.00 AM. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

Ward No.1, Moonak, 

District Sangrur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Tehsildar,

Moonak, District Sangrur. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3528 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Mukhtiar Singh on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)       Sh. Jagdev Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 



     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 26-08-2011. The information demanded pertains to area of land owned by the Panchayats of Village Wazidpur, Kabirpur and Karail. The complaint with the Commission is dated 23-11-2011.


The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and his complaint may be filed.


Disposed of. 
 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 

                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012
    
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o. Gupta Fertilizers, Railway Road,

Kurali, District Mohali. 



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 131-132,  Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3533 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Lokesh Kumar complainant in person. 

      ii)       None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 22-10-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking of attested copies of all pages of file in respect of letter no. 30432 dated 05-10-2011.The complaint with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The complainant that he has not received any response from the respondent in respect of his RTI application.


The respondent is not present in the hearing today. 


The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action will be taken against him under the provisions of RTI Act.


Adjourned to 21-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o. Gupta Fertilizers, Railway Road,

Kurali, District Mohali.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Kurali, District Mohali. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3534 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Lokesh Kumar, complainant in person.

      ii)       Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 29-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking of certified copies of building bye-laws and construction fee. The complaint with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and his complaint may be filed.


Disposed of. 
 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Pooran Ram,

S/o .Sh. Pathana Ram,

Bazigar Basti, Village Bhadalwad,

District Barnala. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Manager, 

Sangrur Central Co-operative Bank Ltd.,

Branch Sanghera, District Barnala. 

____________Respondent
CC No. 3536 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Pooran Ram complainant in person. 

      ii)       Sh. Sapinder Singh, Manager, Sangrur Central Co-operative 


     Bank Ltd-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 29-10-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking photostat copies of his saving bank account no. 312 from 01-01-2007 to 01-10-2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant through registered post on 03-12-2011. 


He has also submitted a copy of information supplied in the Commission today.  


Since the information stands supplied this case is disposed of and closed.  


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hazoor Singh,

S/o. Sh. Roor Singh,

Village Shahpur Khurd@ Lakhmirwala, 

Tehsil Sunam, District Sangrur. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chairman, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Mall Road, Patiala. 




____________Respondent
CC No. 3537 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Hazoor Singh complainant in person.

      ii)       Sh. Parveen Kumar, Additional SE & Sh. Surinder Kumar, 


     Revenue Accountant, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 10-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking certified of the application made by Sh. Sampuran Singh for electricity connection for agriculture purpose. The complaint with the Commission is dated 28-11-2011.


The respondent submits that some more time may be given for collecting the requisite information from the concerned Sub-Urban Sub-Division of PSPCL. He has given assurance that the information will be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10-02-2012 at 11.00 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Roshan Lal,

S/o. Sh. Amar Singh Saini, 

H No 358/B, Adarsh Nagar, 

Naya Gaon, SAS Nagar Mohali. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar Mohali. 




____________Respondent
CC No. 3469 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant.

      ii)       Sh. Lal Mohammad, Head Constable, on behalf of the 



     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 21-10-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking of certified copy of the action taken on his application dated 10-10-2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated     25-11-2011.


The respondent submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide his memo no. 2100/G/RTI dated 16-01-2012 and acknowledgement receipt signed by the complainant is placed on record. 


Therefore, the case is disposed of.  


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Mahendra Goyal, Advocate, 

248, Sector 49-A, Advocate’s Society,

Chandigarh- 160047.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer, 

Provincial Division PWD, B & R,

Mini Secretariat, Bathinda- 151001. 

____________Respondent
CC No.  3478 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Mahendra Goyal complainant in person.

      ii)       Sh. Mander Singh, SDO, B & R, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 22-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to details of conveyance deed from 11-05-2011 till date. The complaint with the Commission is dated 21-11-2011. 

The complainant has sought information on two points. 


The complainant states that the respondent has admitted that his office has executed a conveyance deed in favour of Sh. Ashok Seth, Sh. Avinash Kumar Goyal and Sh. Amarkant Goyal, all sons of Sh. Ram Nath Seth, in respect of 450 square yards area situated at A-1, Civil Lines, Bhago Road, Bathinda. 


The complainant states that respondent has failed to supply the copy of conveyance deed executed in favour of Sh. Ashok Seth, Sh. Avinash Kumar Goyal and Sh. Amarkant Goyal. He states that respondent has also failed to supply the copy of order of the official concerned for executing that particular conveyance deed and subsequently its registration. 


The respondent requests that some more time may be given to supply the remaining information to the RTI applicant. 

The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the information seeker within three weeks from today. The information should be legible, duly attested and as per record. 




----p2/-

CC No.  3478 of 2011 





------2------


Adjourned to 10-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Raghunath,

S/o. Sh. Nisha Ram, 

Village Thamana, Dera Bhaniara Wala Itihasgarh, 

Block Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roopnagar. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Tehsildar,

Anandpur Sahib, District Roopnagar. 

____________Respondent
CC No. 3480 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Raghunath complainant in person. 

      ii)       Sh. Amrik Singh, Reader, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 27-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking certified copies of zamabandi of khasra no. 100/18/2 of village katta. The complaint with the Commission is dated     03-11-2011.


The respondent has given in writing that the requisite information will be supplied to the complainant within 15 days from today. 


The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information, legible and duly attested to information seeker within 15 days.  


Adjourned to 10-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manohar Singh, 

S/o. Sh.Charan Singh, 

Kothi No. 1, Opposite Radha Swami Satsang Ghar, 

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3474 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties.
ORDER


The original RTI request for information is dated 12-03-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking certified copies of complaints against Sh. Sawinder Singh of Village Jasraur, Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar and inquiry reports on the same. The complaint with the Commission is dated 21-11-2011.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. The Commission has taken a serious view for this lapse on the part of both the parties.


Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on 21-02-2012 at 11.00 AM

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manohar Singh, 

S/o. Sh.Charan Singh, 

Kothi No. 1, Opposite Radha Swami Satsang Ghar, 

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3475 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties.
ORDER


The original RTI request for information is dated 05-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking of certified copy of complaint against Sh. Hardeep Singh, Science Teacher, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Ramdas. The complaint with the Commission is dated 21-11-2011.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. The Commission has taken a serious view for this lapse on the part of both the parties.


Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on 21-02-2012 at 11.00 AM

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ms. Shanti Devi,

249-A, Rishi Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana- 141001.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






____________Respondent
CC No.  3485 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties.
ORDER


The original RTI request for information is dated 24-06-2011. The information demanded pertains seeking of copy of allotment letters of plots in City Centre, Ludhiana. The complaint with the Commission is dated 18-11-2011.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. The Commission has taken a serious view for this lapse on the part of both the parties.


Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on 21-02-2012 at 11.00 AM. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Pt. Narinder Kumar, Advocate, 




Chamber No. 105, District Courts,

Fatehgarh Sahib.




__________ Complainant

Vs 
Sh. Vishal Chauhan, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

Kharar, District Mohali.

(DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also)


____________Respondent
CC No.  3112 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Paramjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.


      ii)      Sh. Navneet Singh Bains, Deputy DFO on behalf of the 



    respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

A show cause was issued to Sh. Vishal Chauhan, DFO, Kharar, District Mohali (DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also) on 20-12-2011 for willful delay/denial of information to the information seeker. 


In response to the show cause, Sh. Navneet Singh Bains, Deputy DFO, who appeared on behalf of Sh. Vishal Chauhan, DFO, Kharar, District Mohali, in the Commission today, states that Mr. Chauhan could not attend today’s hearing due to his preoccupation with official duties. 


He states that show cause was received in the office of the respondent only on 16-01-2012.  He requests that some more time be granted to Mr. Chauhan to file a reply for show cause. 


He also states that the information sought by information seeker would be available from the O/o. DFO, Patiala. 


Accepting the request, Mr. Chauhan is given another opportunity to reply as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for willful denial is supplying the information to the complainant.


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.                 -----p2/-
CC No.  3112 of 2011 





------2-----


 He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply or does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 

He is directed to collect the information connected with the RTI application from the office of the DFO, Patiala and supply the same to the information seeker before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 16-02-2012 at 11.00 AM.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
     






      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   






State Information Commissioner

   17th January, 2012.     
Sh. Vishal Chauhan, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

Kharar, District Mohali.( DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Sh. Pargat Singh,

S/o. Sh. Harnek Singh,

Village Bhedpuri, PO Kulara, Tehsil Samana, 

District- Patiala.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Bhawnigarh, District Sangrur. 


____________Respondent
CC No. 3273 of 2011 

Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)       Sh. Salamat Ali, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 



     respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders dated 20-12-2011 the requisite information stands supplied and acknowledgment receipt signed by complainant dated 19-12-2011 is placed on record. 


Therefore, the case is disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Balbir Singh, 
H No. 652-A, Ravidass Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Chairman, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Patiala.





____________Respondent
CC No. 3208 of 2010 
Present:    i)       Sh. Balbir Singh, complainant in person.

      ii)       Sh. Amarjit Singh Ghuman, Deputy Secretary (inquiry), on 


     behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant. 


The complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and his complaint may be filed.


Disposed of. 
 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.





(By. Regd. Post)

Sh. Talwinder Jeet Singh,

House No. L 2/223, Gali No. 2,

Gurnam Nagar, Sultanwind Road, 

Amritsar. 






__________ Appellant

Vs
Sh. Jagjit Singh Suchar, 

Superintending Engineer-cum- PIO, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Urban Division, Tarn Taran. 


____________Respondent
AC No. 1067 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Talwinder Jeet Singh, appellant in person.  

      ii)      Sh. Jagjit Singh Suchar, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO & 


    Maninder Jeet Singh, APIO.
ORDER


Heard.

On the last date of hearing on 21-12-2011, the PIO Sh. Jagjit Singh Suchar, Superintending Engineer was served a show cause for delay/denial of information to the appellant. 


In reply to the show cause the PIO has submitted his reply vide memo no. 943 dated 12-01-2012. He states that the RTI application of the appellant was responded to in proper manner and within stipulated time and substantial information stands supplied to the information seeker on 19-08-2011 and 26-09-2011.


He states that appellant vide his letter dated 19-08-2011 had pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him. Acting on this letter of the appellant, para wise information was given to the appellant vide his letter dated 26-09-2011. 


Yet, the appellant remained unsatisfied. 


Therefore internal inquiry was held and explanation of APIO sought. It 









-----p2/-

AC No. 1067 of 2011 





-----2-----

emerges that only information not supplied to the appellant was copy of letter no. 7345 dated 07-07-2011, addressed to the accounts officer. A copy of this has also been given to the appellant, who acknowledge its receipt. 


In view of the facts and circumstances explained by the Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO and on perusal of documents on record, I am of the opinion that there has not been any deliberate or willful delay in supplying the information. However, there appears to be an oversight in not endorsing the copies of letter(s) written by the respondents to the accounts officer. 


The show cause issued on 21-12-2011 is therefore dropped and there was no mala fide on the part of the respondent.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed. 


Nevertheless, to be fare and just, a compensation of Rs. 1500/- (fifteen hundred only) is awarded to the appellant for the detriment suffered by him.


The respondent public authority is directed to pay this to the appellant through a bank draft before the next date of hearing 


Case is adjourned to 22-02-2012 at 11.00 AM for confirmation. 


Announced in the hearing.  


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   





    State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Ajaib Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village Bishanpura, PO Gajewas, 

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, District Patiala.



____________Respondent
CC No. 3193 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Harminder Singh, VPO on behalf of the respondent.  

ORDER


Heard.

On the last date of hearing on dated 21-12-2011, the complainant was given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information but he has not availed of the same. 


The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing today without any intimation to Commission. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant regarding information sent to him. 


From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.


Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Roshan Lal, 

S/o. Sh. Jaswant Rai, 

VPO Kherar Rawal Bassi, 

District- Hoshiarpur. 



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Mahalpur.   





____________Respondent
AC No. 1078 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Roshan Lal, appellant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Davinder Kumar, BDPO-cum-PIO Mahalpur. 

ORDER


Heard.

On the last date of hearing on 21-12-2011 the respondent was directed to supply the remaining information on point nos. 4 & 5 of the RTI application of the information seeker. 


The respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. 


The appellant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 


Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   17thJanuary, 2012
