
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh, 

O/o. AEE, Paldi Sub-Division, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Kot Fatuhi, 

Tehsli Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur. 
__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Chairman, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Patiala.





____________Respondent
CC No. 3208 of 2010 
Present:    None of the parties.  

ORDER

This case was originally heard by the then Ld. State Information Commissioner Ms. Rupan Deol Bajaj on 08-12-2010 and it was adjourned to 11-01-2011. 

Thus the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner vide his order dated 15-11-2011 has transferred this case to this bench. 


This case is taken up for the hearing today after notices of hearing  were sent to parties concerned on 01-12-2011. 


A copy of the original RTI application dated 15-07-2010 be sent along with this order to the PIO for ready reference. 


He is directed to provide the requisite information before the next date of hearing. The information should be as per record, legible and duly attested. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Chand,

VPO Mehatpur, Block Nakodar, 

District Jalandhar- 144041.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Nakodar, District Jalandhar. 


____________Respondent
CC No.  3274 of 2011
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 

      ii)      Sh. Sewa Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO Mehatpur.  

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 14-01-2011. The information relates to seeking construction repair and maintenance of community assets by Panchayat. The information sought is on 11 points. The complaint with the Commission is dated 11-11-2011.


The respondent PIO states that the information demanded relates to three public authorities including his own department, Tehsildar Nakodar and Consolidation Officer of office of Director Land Record, Jalandhar. 


He states that information available in his office has been supplied to the complainant vide his letter no. 3637 dated 15-12-2011. He states that he has transferred RTI application under Section 6(3) to Consolidation Officer of office of Director Land Record, Jalandhar and Tehsildar Nakodar on 15-12-2011 and 16-12-2011 respectively for supplying information to the complainant and copies of same letter were endorsed to information seeker. 

The complainant may take up the case with the public authorities concerned to whom RTI applications were transferred by PIO. 


The PIO, O/o. Tehsildar Nakodar and PIO, O/o. Director Land Record, Jalandhar, are directed to supply requisite information as per record, legible and duly attested to the complainant before the next date of hearing and they will also endorse a copy of covering letter to the Commission. 
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The copies of this order be sent to PIO of O/o. Tehsildar Nakodar and PIO, O/o. Director Land Record, Jalandhar, along with the copies of letter written by BDPO, Nakodar, to respective PIOs transferring the RTI application to them under Section 6(3) for ready reference. 


Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing today, the complainant is absent without any intimation. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 10-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    
CC :- 1) PIO, O/o. Tehsildar, Nakodar. 

         2) PIO, O/o. Director, Land Records, Jalandhar. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

D/o. Sh. Parkash Chand, 

H. No. 21/488, Guru Arjan Dev Nagar,

Near Vikas Temple, 

District Moga- 142001.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Nawanshehar. 



____________Respondent
CC No. 3280 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 28-09-2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking copy of death certificate of Late Sh. Randeep Kumar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 04-11-2011.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his memo no. 2533 dated 07-10-2011 that the information required by her relates to Municipal Council Banga and can thus be obtained from there. This response is untenable. As per provisions of the RTI Act the PIO should have transferred RTI Application to the respondent concerned. However this has not been done. This shows the lack of knowledge about the RTI Act on the part of PIO. Because of ignorance on the part of PIO, the information seeker had to take recourse to approach the Commission for non supply of demanded information. 


Therefore, I direct the PIO of MC Nawanshehar to procure information from MC Banga and provide the same to information seeker before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of covering letter to the Commission. 

Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing today, the complainant is absent without any intimation. 

The information provided should be legible, attested and as per record.  

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 18-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   





State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    
CC- Executive Officer, MC Banga. 


  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. Ranjit Singh, Meter Reader, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent.  He alleges that deficiencies in the information supplied to him were not removed despite his repeated request to the PIO concerned. 

The respondent is directed to supply the requisite information, which should be legible, duly attested and as per record to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 


The PIO who is Sh. Jagjit Singh Suchar, Superintending Engineer-cum- PIO, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Urban Division, Tarn Taran,will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why information was denied,  (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon him, and (iii) why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.


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.


 He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply or 
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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 against him ex parte. 

He shall remain present into the Commission on the next date of hearing. He will bring a copy of the information supplied with him. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Ram Niwas,

R/o. Chatha Gobindpura, 

Tehsil Moonak, District- Sangrur. 


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Estate Officer, 

PUDA, Patiala. 




____________Respondent

CC No.  3111  of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Kuldeep Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Nirmal Singh, JE, PUDA, on   behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent hands over a certified copy of the remaining information to the complainant in the Commission today. 


He is satisfied.


Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

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)      None on behalf of the appellant . 


      ii)      Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Kherar Rawal Bassi,       

    on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that information regarding point nos. 1, 2 & 3 has been supplied to the appellant. The respondent has not supplied the information regarding point nos. 4 & 5 of the RTI application.


A fax message has received from the appellant who has requested for an adjournment because of ill health. 

PIO of BDPO Mahalpur is directed to supply the complete and correct information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





(By. Regd. Post)
Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, 

S/o. Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Village Tandi, PO Ladoya, 

District- Jalandhar. 




__________Appellant

Vs
Sh. Bhagwan Singh, 

Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, 

Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 



____________Respondent
AC No. 1086 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties. 

ORDER


The respondent was not present in the hearing in the Commission on 30-11-2011. He is absent in today’s hearing also.


An opportunity was given to the respondent to send the complete and correct information to the appellant. But no response has been sent to the appellant. The respondent is absent in the two consecutive hearings.


The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information duly attested and legible before the next date of hearing and also endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission. 


In view of the above the PIO who is Sh. Bhagwan Singh, BDPO Bhogpur, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why information was delayed/denied,  (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon him, and (iii) why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.


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.


 He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply or 
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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 against him ex parte. 

He shall remain present into the Commission on the next date of hearing. He will bring a copy of the information supplied with him. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 10-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
    (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    
             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





(By. Regd. Post)
Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, 

S/o. Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Village Tandi, PO Ladoya, 

District- Jalandhar. 




__________Appellant

Vs
Sh. Bhagwan Singh, 

Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, 

Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 



____________Respondent
AC No. 1087 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties. 

ORDER


The respondent was not present in the hearing in the Commission on 30-11-2011. He is absent in today’s hearing also.


An opportunity was given to the respondent to send the complete and correct information to the appellant. But no response has been sent to the appellant. The respondent is absent in the two consecutive hearings.


The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information duly attested and legible before the next date of hearing and also endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission. 

In view of the above the PIO who is Sh. Bhagwan Singh, BDPO Bhogpur, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why information was delayed/denied,  (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon him, and (iii) why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.


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.


 He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply or 
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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 against him ex parte. 

He shall remain present into the Commission on the next date of hearing. He will bring a copy of the information supplied with him. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 10-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                      


      
    (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


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

Sh. Sampuran Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Lal Singh, 

VPO Bakipur, 

Tehsil & District Tarn Taran- 143302



 Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Tarn Taran. 





____________Respondent
AC No. 1107 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Sampuran Singh appellant in person. 


      ii)      Sh. Milkha Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO & Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, 


    Panchayat Secretary.  

ORDER


Heard.

The respondents submit in writing that they have not received the order of the Commission dated 30-11-2011 and hence they have not brought the affidavit. 


A copy of the same has been taken on record. 


The respondents further state that the information sought by the information seeker was collected from Revenue Department. The same is handed over to the appellant in the Commission today.

The appellant is satisfied.


The case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



Sh. Gagandeep Kumar, 

S/o. Sh. Joginder Pal, 

VPO Kathu Nangal, 

Tehsil & District Amritsar. 



__________ Complainant

Vs
Sh. Avtar Singh Sodhi, 
Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,
Majitha, District- Amritsar.




Sh. Gurpartap Singh Gill, 

Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,
Zira, District- Ferozerpur.



____________Respondents
CC No. 3137 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Kathunangal, on   

               behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

A show cause notice was issued to BDPO Majitha, under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for causing delay in supplying of the information to the complainant within stipulated time as per RTI Act. 


Neither any reply has been sent by the PIO nor has be appeared in person before the Commission today.  



Sh. Avtar Singh Sodhi, Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Majitha, District- Amritsar, Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary , Kathunangal and Sh. Gurpartap Singh Gill, Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Zira, District- Ferozerpur, who was PIO at the time when RTI application was moved by the information seeker, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why information was delayed, (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon them, and (iii) why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.
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In addition to the written reply, the PIOs are 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.


They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply or 

do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed against them ex parte. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 18-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    
CC- Sukhraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Kathunangal, Amritsar. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bureau Chief Rozana Sach Kahun, 

Flat No. 1390, First Floor, Sector 22 B,

Chandigarh.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, District Patiala.



____________Respondent
CC No. 3175 of 2011 

Present:  i) Sh. Ashwani Chawla, complainant in person. 


    ii) Sh. Makhan Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has filed a civil writ petition no. 23486 in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.  


The Hon’ble Court has stayed the impugned order of the Commission dated 06-12-2011 regarding supply of information to the complainant free of cost. 


After the Hon’ble Court passes final order, either of the parties may approach the Commission. 

The case is adjourned sine die. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    

 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.

The respondent has supplied the complete information to the information seeker vide his memo. No. 2981 dated 19-12-2011 through Regd. Post and  a copy of the same has been taken on record. 


The complainant is not present in the hearing today. An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information to the respondent and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  

Sh. Nishan Singh Namberdar,

Village Phatak Majri, 

PO Sadhugarh, 

District- Fatehgarh Sahib. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon,     (By. Regd. Post)
Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,
Sirhind, District- Fatehgarh Sahib.

____________Respondent
CC No. 2914 of 2011 
Present:    i)     Sh. Nishan Singh Namberdar, complainant in person. 


      ii)     Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon, BDPO-cum-PIO.

ORDER


Heard.

Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon, appeared in the hearing today personally. He states that the part of the information required by the complainant had been supplied to the complainant on 06-12-2011. 


The remaining information has been handed over to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant has gone through the same and has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information.

Insofar as the delay in the supply of information is concerned Sh. Jatinder Singh Dhillon has explained in writing that due to demise of a relative of the Panchayat Secretary, in whose custody the relevant record was lying, the information cannot be supplied to information seeker within stipulated time. The explanation is accepted.

Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Nachhatar Singh, 

VPO Khemuana, 

District- Bathinda- 151201.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala.  





____________Respondent
AC No.  1047 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Rajinder Singh, appellant in person. 

ii)  None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The appellant has not received any response from the respondent in respect of his RTI applications dated 13-07-2011 and 27-08-2011. 


The respondent is absent in the two consecutive hearing in the Commission. 


The Commission has taken a serious notice of his absence and he is given another opportunity to supply requisite information duly attested, legible and as per record to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

He is also directed to appear before the Commission along with the copy of information supplied on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken against him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 18-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
    (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   





       State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lubhaya Ram,

S/o. Sh. Bua Ditta,

R/o. Khanpur Chowk,

Pathankot.





__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Superintendent Engineer, (Personnel),

Zone-‘C’, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Patiala.





____________Respondent
AC No.  1080 of 2011 
Present:    None for the parties.  

ORDER

Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present in the hearing today. 


None of them had appeared for the hearing in the Commission on 29-11-2011. 


It seems that the appellant is not interested to pursue his appeal. 


Therefore the case is dismissed for non prosecution. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 




                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mahinder Singh,

S/o. Late Sh. Kirpa Singh, ( Barmi Wale),

Santokh Singh Nagar, 

Raikot, Ludhiana.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Raikot, District Ludhiana.



____________Respondent
AC No. 1089 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Mahinder Singh, appellant in person. 


      ii)      None on  behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has not received any response from the respondent in respect of his RTI application dated 28-07-2011. 


The respondent is absent in the two consecutive hearing in the Commission. 


The Commission has taken a serious notice of his absence and he is given another opportunity to supply requisite information duly attested, legible and as per record to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  


He is also directed to appear before the Commission along with the copy of information supplied on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken against him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 18-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   21st  December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Munish Kohli, U.D.C.,

Urban Distribution Sub-Division, 

Powercomm, Baghapurana, 

District- Moga.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Executive Engineer, 

Sub-Urban Division,
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Moga. 





____________Respondent
CC No. 3157 of 2011 

Present:    i)     None on behalf of the complainant.  


      ii)     Sh. Damanjeet Singh Toor, Additional Superintending Engineer-

             cum-APIO, on   behalf of the  respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has produced the necessary documents establishing the fact that the particular record has been actually damaged due to termite attack which has been taken on record. The respondent states that a copy of the memo no. 8488 dated 09-11-2011 regarding destruction of record has been sent to the complainant through registered post. 

The complainant is absent in two consecutive hearings of the Commission. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 

Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

21st  December, 2011    
