STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 J. S. Paul

11, Leather Complex,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar-144021



   

 
… Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,   
O/o P.S.I.E.C.

18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o P.S.I.E.C.

18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh. 






 …Respondents

AC- 95/2013

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Manjit Singh,  for the appellant.


Mr. J.S. Randhawa, PIO, Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO and Mr. Kewal Krishan, 


Sr. Assistant, for the Respondents.







----



The representative, Mr. Manjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the  appellant,  furnishes his authority letter  which is taken on record.



The appellant has already been provided  substantial information by the Respondent.  Conceding this fact the representative  of the appellant pointed out  that  information relating to point No.1 (b) and point No.5 was still  awaited.  


The respondent has filed an affidavit dated  15.03.2013  stating that the information related to  point No.1(b) i.e. supplying a copy of noting  portion of tentative statement dated 16.9.1996 is 17 years old  and not available in the office and  despite best  efforts made by the Respondent could not be traced.  Regarding  information  on point.
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No.5, the Respondent said that the PSIEC had already  supplied  the  information  regarding enhancement of cost recoverable from allottees  of plots at Jalandhar since 1996-97.



  

The appellant sought not only  year-wise but  plot-wise  or allottee-wise   of  enhancement cost of each plot.  The  Respondent submitted that there are  450 plots /allottees   and though  each file has details  yet  there is no consolidated  list  prepared.  Since the information is not available in the shape  in  which the appellant has sought, the same cannot be provided. 
 

 However, the Respondent offered to permit the appellant  to inspect  the files, and obtain the record required by him  from these files after identifying the same. 


The appellant is advised to visit  Respondent’s office on any working day within  the next 15 days  on a mutually agreed date  otherwise he will forfeit the right to inspect the records in the instant case.


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:  18.03.2013.             
     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R.S. Mahey,

1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144003.




   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o P.S.I.E.C.

18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o P.S.I.E.C.

18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh. 






 …Respondents

AC- 111/13

  ORDER

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



Mr.  J.S. Randhawa, PIO, Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO and Mr. Kewal Krishan, 


Sr. Assistant,  for the Respondents.







----  



The appellant seeks photo copies of the proceedings of the Screening Committee held on  1.9.1992.  Moreover,  he pointed out that there were two more plots  available for allotment at that time yet his name was rejected. 
                     The Respondent-PIO  has already provided the minutes of the screening committee through his letter dated  12.3.2013 along with  list of candidates who had  applied for it and the list of the candidates who were allotted the plots.

 

Since  the information stands supplied, there was no ground to drag on the  case.  However, the appellant sought  reasons for rejection and a separate list  of  rejected candidates  be supplied to him.  The Respondent said  that there was no separate list  for the rejected  candidates prepared.  Since a list of applicants and 
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selected candidates is already provided, one can carve out the list of the rejected candidates from these two lists.


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:  18.03.2013.             
     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Parminder Singh

s/o Sh. Mehar Singh,

.Ward No. 5, Railway Road,

Garhshankar (Hoshiarpur)-144527

   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,`

Ajnala (Distt. Amritsar)






 …Respondent
CC- 62/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 






----  



Neither the  complainant nor Respondent is present today nor there is any intimation  from either of the parties.



One last opportunity is afforded to both the parties  failing which the case will be decided  exparte.



The case is adjourned  to  11.04.2013 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:  18.03.2013.             
     
 
State Information Commissioner.


  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

s/o Sh. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.






  …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala.

2.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.






… Respondents

CC- 2212/2012

ORDER    
Present: 
None for the complainant.


Mr. Hakam Singh, H.C.,  for the Respondents.






----   



The PIO has sought more time to make payment of the  compensation awarded to the  appellant.



The case is adjourned  to  28.03.2013 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:  18.03.2013.             
     
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurbax Singh Bains,

No. 206, Phase 6,

Mohali-160056.





  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






… Respondent

CC- 3297/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Mr. Harcharan Singh, Under Secy.-PIO and Mr. Mohinder Lal, Supdtt.-APIO along with Mr. Ashwani, Sr. Assistant,  for the respondent. 





---- 



The Respondent-PIO, Mr. Harcharan Singh, is present for the first time in this case  after avoiding attending Commission’s proceedings  despite   repeated  directions of the Commission during the last few months. The  Commission takes a very serious note of  it.  The  Commission directs the PIO-Respondent to file  written statement  why  he has been  deliberately not attending the proceedings of the Commission. 
                         The respondent claimed that some information has been provided to the complainant but he neither had any documentary  evidence to show this nor  it could be confirmed from the complainant who is not  present today though the complainant had been regularly attending the proceedings of the commission.

                        The PIO maintained that the requisite information is not on the file  and perhaps  has been lost / stolen/damaged or destroyed the information which is the subject matter of the  request. And this attracts the penal action as per section 20 of RTI Act. 
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                  Respondent-PIO should explain in detail since when the requisite information was not in the related file and  whether and when the PIO  brought to the notice of his superiors/seniors officers  that the request information is missing from the file and /or whether  FIR. reg. loss of official record was  lodged with the police and, if so, the details along with the copy of the FIR. A copy of FIR be also  enclosed.  

   Respondent-PIO is directed to file his detailed response  before the next date of hearing.


 The  PIO was  issued show cause notice  vide order dated 19.12.2012.  Though three months period has elapsed since then yet  the PIO has not cared at all to reply to the show cause notice till date. He is given one last  chance to submit reply to the show cause notice also failing which it will be presumed that he has nothing to say on this account  and the  matter will be decided ex parte.     



The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned  to  04.04.2013 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:  18.03.2013.             
     
             State Information Commissioner.


Cc:



Principal Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab,      (By name)



Department of Home Affairs and Justice,



Punjab Civil Secretariat,



Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Garhshankar,
Distt. Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






 …Respondents

AC- 351/13

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.


Mr. Satnam Singh, Tehsildar-PIO, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   19.11.2012.
FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 

                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.
Grounds  for   Appeal. 


Denial of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  
 





The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  


The Respondent-PIO  has submitted that the  requisite  information has already been  provided to the appellant vide letter  dated 19.11.2012  and letter No.587 dated 13.2.2013 through registered post.  The  appellant too  acknowledged this fact in  his  letter stating that he had received the information after he filed the second appeal before the commission. Moreover, the appellant has not pointed out any deficiencies in the information furnished to him.     
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: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Jalandhar-I

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.






 …Respondents
AC- 353/13

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



 None for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   22.01.2013.

FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                   
 

  Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.



Grounds  for   Appeal. 


No response, hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

 

The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  




 

The respondent PIO through his letter diarized on 18.03.2013  submits that the appellant had misinformed the commission that the PIO has not respondent to the RTI application though he has annexed the PIO letter dated  22.01.2013 with the appeal itself .The PIO has maintained that as per the guidelines of the Government of India  Ministry of Personnel , Public Grievances & Training (DoPT) through its letter No 1/69/2007 RTI dated 27.02.2008 :-

 “ Only such information is required to be supplied under the Act which already exists ; and is held by the Public Authority  or held under the control of the Public Authority. The PIO is not supposed to creatge information; or to interpret information; or to solve the problems raised by the applicant ;or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions.
                  However, the PIO had offered to permit the appellant to inspect the record on any working day.  Moreover, the First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner had issued notices thrice on 02.01.2013, 09.01.2013 & 23.01.2013 but the appellant preferred to abstain and thus forfeited his right to be heard at the  FAA stage.
 

 The commission upholds the decision of the respondent PIO that the information can be provided on in the form in which it’s available in the records. However, the appellant is awarded an opportunity to visit the of o/o PIO in next 15 working days on a mutually agreed date and time to inspect the records to obtain the requisite information and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to permit inspection.
 









Contd…3/-

-3-
 Decision. 

 

With these directions, the case is closed and disposed of.

 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.






 …Respondents
AC- 348/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Gurbinder Singh, Clerk, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.

Grounds  for   Appeal. 


No response,  hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis..  



The representative  of the  Respondent-PIO  pointed out that the  information was not available and has to be compiled.  However, after compilation, the information has been sent to the appellant on 11.12.2012 and again on 7.02.2013.  
                    However, the respondent PIO failed to send the information in a particular performa as  the same was not intimated to him.  The commission is of the considered opinion that the information be furnished in the shape in which it’s available in the records and not in the shape of tabulations as demanded by the information seeker. However, the PIO can take extra pains to provide information in the forma sought by the appellant, the commission has not objection to it . In the instant, the respondent PIO has supplied the information well within stipulated period.   
In the light  of above,  the appeal 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: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Phagwara.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.






 …Respondents
AC- 350/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Reader, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   Nil.
FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.

Grounds  for   Appeal. 

No response,  hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  



The Respondent  stated  that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 8.01.2013 by post. The representative of the respondent submitted a copy of the information to the commission too which was taken on record. The appellant could have been provided the same during today’s hearing but he preferred to abstain nor bothered to depute any representative. 

                      Taking a liberal view, the respondent is again advised to send a copy of t he information through registered post within 07 working days..
Decision.



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: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Jalandhar-II.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.






 …Respondents
AC- 352/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Aman Pal Singh, Tehsildar II-PIO,  for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   08.01.2013.

FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.

Grounds  for   Appeal. 


No response,  hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  

 

The respondent PIO through his letter dated 15.03.2013  submits that the appellant had misinformed the commission that the PIO has not respondent to the RTI application though he has annexed the PIO letter dated  08.01.2013 with the appeal itself .The PIO has maintained that as per the guidelines of the Government of India  Ministry of Personnel , Public Grievances & Training (DoPT) through its letter No 1/69/2007 RTI dated 27.02.2008 :-

 “ Only such information is required to be supplied under the Act which already exists ; and is held by the Public Authority  or held under the control of the Public Authority. The PIO is not supposed to create information; or to interpret information; or to solve the problems raised by the applicant; or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions.

                  However, the PIO had offered to permit the appellant to inspect the record on any working day.  
                 Contesting the claim of the appellant that tehsildars throughout the state have provided the similar information , the respondent PIO has annexed same response of Tehsildar- Jalandhar -! and  Joint Sub-registrar Kapurthala. 

                   The argument of the appellant is tenable that if some other tehsildars have supplied the similar information, why some have preferred to take protection under the guidelines of the DoPT. The commission is of considered opinion that some PIO’s take pains to walk an extra mile and compile information, the others cannot be forced to  follow suit who prefer to concentrate on their core duties.   

 

However, the appellant is awarded yet another opportunity to visit the  
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o/o PIO in next 15 working days on a mutually agreed date and time to inspect the 
records to obtain the requisite information and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to permit inspection.
Decision.



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: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Dhar Kalan (Distt. Pathankot)

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Pathankot.






 …Respondents
AC- 354/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



 None for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.

Grounds  for   Appeal. 


No response,  hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  



The Respondent-PIO  is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The Respondent is  given  one more opportunity to provide the information.

Decision.



The  case is  adjourned to 4.04.2013 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: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Kapurthala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.






 …Respondents
AC- 349/2013
ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Jagtar Singh,  Registry Clerk,  for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   02.11.2012.                                                                                                                                                                                                            

PIO replied



:   Nil.

FAA




:  10.12.2012.

Appeal  received  in State
:  04.2.2013.

Information Commission on.

Information sought :                     Seeks details of shortfall in stamp duty in the various sale deeds pointed out by auditors  which is standing against the different Tehsildars since 2004.  Also, he seeks that details of the recovery of the short fall in the registration fee.

Grounds  for   Appeal. 


No response,  hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : The appellant, through his letter,   dated  5.3.2013,  has shown his inability  to attend the  hearing personally adding that he can’t attend the commissions proceeding on regular basis.  


The Respondent stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant through registered post  vide letter dated 7.3.2013. He also submitted a copy of the information to the commission which is taken on record. The information  could have been supplied during the hearing itself if the appellant had bothered to attend the hearing or deputed his representative. 
Decision.



Since the information has been supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.

 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.03.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gursharan Singh,

S/o Sardar Kashmir Singh,

r/o Village Dabwali Daab, 

Tehsil – Malout, Distt.  Sri Muktsar Sahib. 
    

  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Malout, Distt.  Sri Muktsar Sahib. 




… Respondent

CC- 3626/12

ORDER

Present: 
Balraj Singh Sidhu, Advocate, for the complainant.



Ms. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, on behalf of the respondent.  



The respondent-PIO Ms. Baljit Kaur, BDPO submits that the information sought by the appellant is related with the Gram Panchayat and the concerned  PIO is Mr. Sikandar Pal Singh, Panchyat Secretary, Dabwali Daab, Block – Malout, District Mukatsar. 
                    Therefore, a fresh notice be  issued to the said PIO and he is directed to be  personally present on the next date of hearing. A copy of the notice is enclosed with this order. 

 

A show cause notice has been issued to the BDPO Malout, for not providing information. In the light of explanation of the PIO, the action on the show cause notice is dropped. Also, the present PIO ie. PIO in the o/o BDPO is dropped.

 

The case is adjourned to 10.04.2013 at 11:00AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 18.03.2013.                  
                  
State Information Commissioner.

