STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 N.K. Sayal, 

Sayal Street,

Sirhind – 140406,

Distt – Fatehgarh Sahib.




         …Complainant 
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

(Construction No. – 2) PWD B&R,

Patiala. 
 
 




        … Respondent

CC- 1623/2012

ORDER 
Present :
Mr. N.K. Sayal,  complainant, in person.

Mr. M.S. Kazal, Superintending Engineer O/o PWD B&R, Construction  Circle Patiala, Mr. Sohan Lal,  SDO, O/o PWD (B&R), Sirhind and Mrs. Kamlesh Kumar, Supdt.-cum-APIO O/o Engg. In-Chief PWD (B&R), Patiala, on behalf of the respondents.

 

The Respondent-PIO office of PWD B&R, Construction Circle Patiala, has furnished the requisite information on his part to the satisfaction of the complainant. 
                     In view of this, Respondent-PIO office of Superintending Engineer, Construction circle Patiala is exempted from attending the future hearing in this case. 
  

The respondent-APIO o/o Engg. In Chief submits a letter dated 21.09.2012 that claimed that substantial information has already been sent to the complainant on 21.09.2012. However, the complainant contested this stating that he had not received the same. A copy of the same was furnished to the complainant during the hearing. 
 

The complainant sought more time to peruse the information and point out deficiencies if any, within 10 days. The representative of the respondent assured to make up for the same, before the next date of hearing. Also, she assured the remaining information too  would be supplied to the complainant before the next 
hearing. 
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The case is adjourned to  10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mangat Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

Chamber No. 2, Distt. Courts,

Faridkot.






      …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


o/o Registrar, 


Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 


o/o Registrar, 

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh. 





…Respondents 

AC- 1072/2012

ORDER 

Present :
None  for the   appellant.


Mr. R.K. Malik-PIO  o/o Pb. & Hry. High Court, for the Respondents. 
 

The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. However, through his letter dated 30.11.2012 the appellant has maintained that the requisite fee of Rs. 14,000/- is not chargeable as the information has not been provided during the stipulated period prescribed under RTI Act. In view of this, Respondent-PIO office of Superintending Engineer, Construction circle Patiala is exempted from attending the future hearing in this case. 

 

The respondent-PIO maintained that the requisite information was denied as it attracted section 7(9) of the RTI Act and it was exempted u/s 8(J) . The appellant had appealed against the PIO’s contention but the FAA too has dismissed the appeal.

                  The Commission was of considered opinion that the information was related to official functions of a public servant and hence a public activity and having direct bearing on the public interest. But, it did attract provisions u/s 7(9) as the information sought was voluminous and spread over three decades.   
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                However, the appellant scaled down his demand and the Commission directed the PIO to provide the requisite information within a stipulated period after the appellant deposit the requisite fee of Rs.14,000/-.
 

The appellant is advised to deposit the requisite fee within 10 days and the respondent would duty bound to provide the information within ten days on the receipt of the requisite fee.

 

If, the appellant failed to deposit the requisite fee before the deadline it would be construed that the appellant is no more interested in obtaining the information.
 

With this direction, 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: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

  

After the order had been dictated in the open court, representative of the appellant Mr. Vivek Salathia, Advocate turned up and argued that the appellant was willing to obtain the  requisite information on payment basis. He was read out the decision and advised to procure the said information at earliest but not later than ten days.


 

The case  stands disposed of and closed.  

 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ranjit Singh

s/o Sh. Gurminder Singh,
Near Bus Stand,

Bhairupa,

Distt. Bathinda-151106






  …Complainant

Versus

1)
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab & Haryana High Court, 

Chandigarh.


2). 
Public Information Officer, 

District and Sessions Judge,

Bathinda.    







  … Respondent

CC- 2984/2012

ORDER 

Present :   
Mr. Rupinder Garg, Advocate, for the complainant. 
Mr. R.K. Malik, PIO –Jt. Registrar, Pb. & Hry. High Court, for the Respondent.

 

The respondent-PIO office of Punjab and Haryana High Court has furnished the requisite information on their part to the satisfaction of the complainant. 
                     In view of this, Respondent-PIO office of Punjab and Haryana High Court is exempted from attending the future hearing in this case. 

 

The respondent-PIO present states that part of the information relates to District and Sessions Judge, Bathinda.  Therefore, the PIO office of District and Sessions Judge, Bathinda is impleaded as respondent no. 2 and PIO is advised to furnish the remaining information.
 

The complainant contested that PIO office of District and Sessions Judge, Bathinda has not provided the information though the RTI application to the extent it related to respondent No 2 was transferred to it as early as 10.02.2012. Instead of supplying information, the respondent No. 2 had sought requisite fee of Rs 10 along with a self addressed envelop with stamps worth Rs. 25/-.

                 The representative of the complainant argued that the requisite fee has already been paid to the Punjab and Haryana High Court which had transferred a  
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part of the RTI application to the respondent No 2. Moreover, the respondent No. 1 had supplied the information free of cost as it was furnished after the stipulated period of 30 days and respondent No 2 should follow suit. The contention of the complainant carried weight.

 

In view of the above, the Commission directs the respondent No. 2 to supply the requisite information free of cost to the complainant through registered post within 15 days to ensure speedy disposal of the case.
 

The case is adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11:00 AM. 



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Indermohan Singh,

District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Hoshiarpur







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh






      …Respondents 

AC- 1513/2012

 


      ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Indermohan Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. V.K. Goyal, APIO, Siksha Bansal, Manager Admn.-cum-
APIO and  Mr. R.M. Suri, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondents.  

RTI  application filed on


:   
23.09.2011
PIO replied




:    
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
01.03.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:    
17.10.2012
Information sought :-

 

Seeks a certified copy of the order of the Apex court in case of ad-hoc employees of PUNSUP.
Grounds  for the first appeal

 :
No response, hence 
 






information. denial of
Grounds  for the first appeal

:
Supplied wrong and unsolicited 
 






documents.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

 

The respondent-APIO has supplied the substantial information to the appellant during the hearing. 
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The appellant sought time to peruse the same and he would point out deficiencies at earliest. 

 

The Respondent-APIO would be duty bound to make up deficiencies for the same within a week, after the receipt of the deficiencies. 
Decision :-

 

The case is adjourned to 17.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Indermohan Singh,

District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Hoshiarpur







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh 
2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh






      …Respondents 

AC- 1514/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Indermohan Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. V.K. Goyal, APIO, Siksha Bansal, Manager Admn.-cum-
APIO and  Mr. R.M. Suri, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondents.  

RTI  application filed on


:   
23.09.2011
PIO replied




:    
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
01.03.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
17.10.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   

Information sought :-
 

Action taken report date wise on the application submitted by appellant to MD PUNSUP on Nov.25/2010 along with an affidavit. Besides action taken report ,  seeks date wise notings on application till date.

Grounds  for the first appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 
 






information. 

Grounds  for the first appeal

:
Supplied wrong and unsolicited 
 






documents.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-
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The respondent-APIO has supplied the substantial information to the appellant during the hearing. 
 

The appellant sought time to peruse the same and he would point out deficiencies at earliest. 
 

The Respondent-APIO would be duty bound and make up deficiencies for the same within a week, after the receipt of the deficiencies. 
Decision :-
 

The case is adjourned to 17.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Indermohan Singh,

District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Hoshiarpur







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh






      …Respondents 

AC- 1512/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Indermohan Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. V.K. Goyal, APIO, Siksha Bansal, Manager Admn.-cum-
APIO and  Mr. R.M. Suri, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondents.  

RTI  application filed on


:    
12.04.2012
PIO replied




:    
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
20.04.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:   
18.06.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:    
 17.10.2012
Information sought :-
 

Seeks information on 31 points related to his appointment way back in 1974. 
Grounds  for  the first appeal 

:
No response, hence denial of 
  






information.
Grounds  for  the first appeal 

:
 Not satisfied with the orders of the 
 






FAA dated June 18/2012.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



 The respondent-APIO has supplied the substantial information to the appellant during the hearing. 
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The appellant sought time to peruse the same and he would point out deficiencies, if any at earliest. 

 

The Respondent-APIO would be duty bound and make up deficiencies for the same within a week, after the receipt of the deficiencies. 
Decision :-

 

The case is adjourned to 17.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Nishan Singh,

VPO Bhangala,

Tehsil Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran







… Respondent

CC- 3160/12

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Mangal Singh, for the complainant.
Mr. Gurdeep Singh, Kanungo and Mr. Malook Singh, Kanungo O/o  Tehsil Patti, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
24.08.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
21.10.2012
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.
Information  sought:- 
  

Seeks information on five points related to special girdawari (ssessment of crop damage) during the year 2010-11 and 2011-12.

 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent has supplied the requisite information during the course of hearing. The complainant sought more time to peruse the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the First Appellate Authority i.e Deputy Commissioner Tarn Taran. 

 

The First Appellate Authority is directed to make up deficiencies, if any within ten days, after receiving the copy of deficiencies. 
Decision:- 

 

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.  
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Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

CC: 


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Tarn Taran.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

s/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Village Jalal Khera,

VPO Soolar,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala






 

… Respondent

CC- 3210/12

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:

21.08.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:

17.10.2012
Ground for complaint

:

No response, hence denial of 
 






Information
Information  sought:- 

 
 Seeks information related to his own application dated March 5/2012 sr. No 2566 against Jasbir Singh s/o Harbans Singh to the DC, Patiala. The complainant had sought action taken report including the certified copies of the inquiry report.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 

The RTI application is dated 21.08.2012 and till date the PIO has not furnished any information/communication to the complainant.



PIO-Respondent, office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is hereby issued  show-cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually furnished.






PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the 
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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 case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority o/o PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, for deciding the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 after affording opportunity of being heard to both the parties.



 The PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing in response to the show cause notice.
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 02.01.2013 11:00 AM.
 

Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaspreet Singh,

s/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Village Cheema,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.







  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jagraon

(Distt. Ludhiana)







… Respondent.
CC- 3194/12

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Jaspreet Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
04.09.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
17.10.2012
Ground for complaint

:
No response hence denial of 
 





information.
Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks a certified copy of a resolution No 1216-18 dated Sept.3/2012 along with a copy of complaint and the grant disbursed by your office along dates of disbursal and the name of the then president.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The complainant is advised to approach the First Appellate Authority at the earliest for the speedy disposal of the case.  The RTI application is dated  04.09.2012 and till date the PIO has not furnished any information/communication to the complainant.



PIO-Respondent office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, is hereby issued  show-cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually furnished.
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PIO-respondent 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 case is  remanded to the  First Appellate Authority o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana, for deciding  the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 after affording opportunity of being heard  to both the parties.



 The  PIO, O/o BDPO, Jagraon,  is directed to be personally present  at the next date of hearing in response to the show cause notice.
Decision:- 
 

 
The case is adjourned to 02.01.2013 11:00 AM.
 

Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

CC:
 
 District Development and Panchayat Officer,      

Ludhiana. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Iqbal Singh,

Village Rasulpur (Mallah)

Tehsil Jagraon,

Dist

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Municipal Council,

Jagraon 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Ludhiana






      …Respondents 

AC- 1486/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Manohar Singh, Inspector O/o MC Jagraon, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
26.06.2012
PIO replied




:   
25.07.2012
First appeal filed



:   
22.08.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
No response
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
15.10.2012
Information sought :-
Seeks information on  four points related to resolution No. 177 of MC related  to construction of Ambedkar Bhawan :-
1)  Copy of rules and instruction considered while passing the resolution.

2) Progress of the resolution after it was resolved.

3) Copies of the ownership record of the old civil Hospital.

4) Copies of the adopted resolution and action taken on it till date.

Grounds  for  the first and second Appeals:

  

Furnished partial information on point No 2&4 which was misleading while the remaining information was not furnished the remaining information was not furnished.
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


 The appellant present states that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and also acknowledges a receipt dated 05.12.2012 which is taken on record.

 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: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Iqbal Singh,

Village Rasulpur (Mallah)

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana





             …Appellant 

Versus 
1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Executive Officer, 

 Nagar Council,

Jagraon 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Ludhiana






     …Respondents 
AC- 1487/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Mr. Hushan Lal, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
26.06.2012
PIO replied




:   
27.07.2012
First appeal filed



:   
29.08.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
15.10.2012
Information sought:-

 

Seeks information related to Mohalla Shakti Nagar which is located between ward No 1 & 2 and is shared between both the wards, for the period 2002 to 2012.

 

 Seeks detail of grants from the State and Union government and the expenditure incurred on the various development activities on this locality.

Grounds  for  the first appeal

: 
Furnishing of unsolicited information 
 






regarding another locality. 
Grounds  for  the second appeal
: 
No action taken by the FAA. 
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :-
 

The appellant present states that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and also acknowledges a receipt dated 05.12.2012 which is taken on record.

 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: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kavinder Kumar

s/o Sh. Chiman Lal,

Gali No. 7, House No. 4346,

New Abadi,

Abohar, 

Tehsil – Abohar 






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Improvement Trust,

Abohar 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Ferozepur






      …Respondents 

AC- 1444/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Radhey Sham, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:    
12.10.2012
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
25.02.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
10.10.2012
Information sought :- 


Seeks information on 11 points regarding some construction in Lala Lajpat Rai Market, Scheme No 3. 
Grounds  for first  appeal 

: 
PIO failed to provide information on 
 






point No 10. 
Grounds  for second  appeal 

:
Denial of Information 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing:- 
 

The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.
 

 The representative of the respondent states that he has provided the information by hand on 26.12.2012. Since the appellant is absent and moreover he 
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has received the information in person and acknowledges the same in writing and 
nothing contrary has been heard from his quarter since the information has been furnished, it can safely be assumed that he satisfied with the information. 


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: 06.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

