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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Parminder Rattan,

S/o Sh. Rajinder Paul Ratttan, 

C/o Chamber No. 805, Distt. Bar Association, 

8th Floor, Ludhiana.




……… Complainant 





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Chairman-cum- Administrator, 

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.






…………. Respondent 

CC-2537 of 2008






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Parminder Rattan, Complainant. in person 

Sh. Narinder Kumar, PIO, Respondent. 
1.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding ownership of plots in Model Town Extension, Ludhiana. Initial request was made on 11.06.2008 and on not getting any response the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.10.2008. 

2. During the proceedings, today, it emerges that the Respondent vide his letter No. 8159 dated 16.12.2008 has informed that as per report of Sale Branch,  the plot in  question has been reserved in CWP No: 3259 to 3261. However, the Complainant is of the view that the Respondent has not provided any specific information. The Respondent present is unable to justify  the response sent. 

3. In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed to send  a detailed response to the Complainant by 20.01.2009 with a copy to the Commission. 
4.  
To come up on 24.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
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5.
 
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. Ashok Kumar Sikka, Administrator/Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana for taking necessary cognizance of the fact that the Respondent/PIO present is unable to justify his response. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

 





State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Singh, 

President, Gram Sabha Khadiala Sainian, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur.





……… Complainant 





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block-1, Hoshiarpur 




…………. Respondent 

CC-2442 of 2008






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Complainant. in person 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.  

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to the utilization and income of Panchayat land measuring 72 canal.  Initial request was made on 25.01.2008 and on not getting sufficient response the Complainant filed a complainant in the Commission’s office. 
2.  

During the proceedings, it emerges that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 30.12. 2008. The Respondent is also willing to provide any additional information if required by the Complainant. The case is thus disposed of and closed. 
3. 
 
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Singh, 

President, Gram Sabha Khadiala Sainian, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur.





……… Complainant 





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block-1, Hoshiarpur 




…………. Respondent 

CC-2442 of 2008






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Complainant. in person 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.  

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to the utilization of Panchayat land measuring 72 canal and its income.  Initial request was made on 25.01.2008 and on not getting sufficient response the Complainant filed a complainant in the Commission’s office. 
2.  

During the proceedings, it emerges that information has been supplied to the Complainant on 30.12. 2008 the Respondent is not willing to provide any additional information who the Complainant so desired. The case is disposed of and closed. 
3.  

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

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






         State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Gurpreet Kaur, 

W/o Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, 

Vill & P.O. Fatehpur Rajputana, 

Block Jandiala Guru, 

Distt. Amritsar.
PIN: 143113.





  ------- Complainant 





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Sector-17, Chandigarh..  




  --------- Respondent 

CC-2549/2008






   ORDER 

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, BDPO, Jandiala Guru on behalf of the Respondent. 



       ------
1.  

The case relates to seeking information regarding elections held on 17.07.2008. 
2. 

The Respondent states that information has been sent to the Complainant vide registered letter No. 766-68 dated 18.12.2008, since she had refused to accept the information by hand. He hands over a photocopy of the covering letter. 
3. 

Since information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4. 

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

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






         State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Major Singh, 

S/o Sh. Nachattar Singh, 

R/o Vill. Satouj, Tehsil: Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.





  ------- Complainant 





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Chief Development & Project Officer, 

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.  




  --------- Respondent 






CC-2484/2008






   ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Major Singh, Complainant in person. 

Smt. Darshan Kaur, CDPO, Sangrur. 
1.   
The case relates to seeking a list of individuals drawing old age pension. Initial request was made on 28.05.2008 and on not getting a suitable response the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.10.2008. 
2.  
During the proceedings, today, the Respondent states that supply of the information had been refused since the missal of an individual contains private and personal information and being 3rd party information the same cannot be provided under the provisions of Section 8 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.  
In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed to make a written submission justifying the reasons for seeking exemption under Section 8 for non supply of information. This submission will be made by 31.01.2009.
4.  
Adjourned to 24.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5.  
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






   
         State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Sonia Jindal, 

2440, Gali No. 2, 

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Behind Rambagh Road, 

Barnala. 






  ------- Appellant 






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Block Development & Panchayats Officer, 

Barnala. 






  --------- Respondent 





AC-543/2008






   ORDER 
Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant. 

Sh. Santokh Singh, Gram Sewak on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.  

The case relates to seeking information regarding funds received for development of villages Katu and Thikriwal. Initial request was made on 25.08.2008 and on not getting any response the Appellant filed a complaint with the Commission 01.11.2008. 
2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Appellant is not present. The Respondent states that information running into 15 pages as had been demanded by the Appellant has been handed over to the husband of the Appellant on 10.09.2008. The Appellant in her letter dated 01.11.2008 had mentioned that the information sent is insufficient. However, she does not explain the reasons in the same. 
3. 
 
The Respondent submits a copy of the information supplied and receipt acknowledging the information having been received. These documents are taken on record. Since information stands supplied and no specific observations having been received from the Appellant an opportunity is given to the Appellant to be specific in submitting observations/comments. 
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4. 

To come up on 24.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
5.  
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






   

State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘ Jarg’ ,

S/o Sh. Gora Lal, 

C/o Jaswant Telecom, 

Bus Stand, Vill: & P.O. Jarg, 

Tehsil: Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana.  






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Managing Committee, 

Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat, 

Partabpura, Tehsil: Phillaur, 

Distt. Jalandhar(Pb.).





…… Respondent





     MR-98 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘ Jarg’ , Complainant in person.



Sh. T.S Chandok, Council for the Respondent. 

1.  
 On the last date of hearing on 16.12.2008 it was directed that a notice be issued to the Respondent to show as to how the Respondent is not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.  
During the proceedings today the counsel for the Respondent justified orally that the Respondent’s organization is not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.  
In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is given an opportunity to make a written submission justifying that the Respondent is not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. The Respondent will enclose a copy of the accounts as on 31.01.2008 (Financial year 2007-08). This submission will be made by 01.02.2009.  

4.  
Adjourned to 24.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5.  

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

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

             State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘ Jarg’ ,

S/o Sh. Gora Lal, 

C/o Jaswant Telecom, 

Bus Stand, Vill: & P.O. Jarg, 

Tehsil: Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana.  






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Managing Committee, 

Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat, 

Partabpura, Tehsil: Phillaur, 

Distt. Jalandhar(Pb.).





…… Respondent





     MR-87 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘ Jarg’ , Complainant in person.



Sh. T.S Chandok, Council for the Respondent. 

1. 
 
On the last date of hearing on 16.12.2008 it was directed that a notice be issued to the Respondent to show as to how the Respondent is not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2. 

During the proceedings today the counsel for the Respondent justified orally that the Respondent’s organization was not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is given an opportunity to make a written submission justifying that the Respondent is not a Public Authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. The Respondent will enclose a copy of the accounts as on 31.03.2008 (Financial year 2007-08). This submission will be made by 01.02.2009.  

4.
 
Adjourned to 24.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5.

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

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






   
State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tarsem Singh Khatkar,

Vill: Panjeta,
P.O. Bhunerheri, 

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala. 





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block: Bhunerheri at Patiala, 

Near Moti Bagh Gurdwara, 

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 2539 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Tarsem Singh Khatkar, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.  

The case relates to seeking information regarding election meetings held for the appointment of Panchayat. Initial request, for information was filed on 18.09.2008 and on not getting a suitable response the Complainant filed a compliant with the Commission on 04.11.2008.
 2. 
 
The Respondent is not present. It is directed that the PIO Respondent will be personally present on the next date of the hearing alongwith the information sought by the Complainant. 

3. 
 
To come up on 05.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

4. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner, Patiala for ensuring presence of the concerned PIO.

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






   
State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Navjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Karam Singh,

R/o V&PO: Manochahal Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Director Planning – 3,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 1810 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Navjeet Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 02.12.2008 the Respondent was directed to provide merit list of the candidates by 20.12.2008. 
2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter no. 138983 dated 10.12.2008. The Complainant   states that there are other candidates who have qualified but not included in the list. The Respondent confirm that list as it exists on record has been provided and there is no other document held on record. Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed.
3.

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





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






   

State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

2721/9, Gali Jattan,

Katra Dullo,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Chief, IR & W, (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 1523 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 02.12.2008, the respondent was directed to  send information to the Complainant by 20.12.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, it transpires that part of  information has been sent vide letter No. 1370P4 dated 04.12.2008 and letter No. 8791 dated 01.12.2008. The Complainant however, requests that Respondent should confirm that there is no more information on record. The Respondent agrees to make a written submission with a copy to the Commission by 20.01.2009. 
3.

To come up for compliance of order on 22.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagat Singh,

#  B – 3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp: Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur – 146 001 (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 1460 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO, O/o PSEB, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.   
1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 02.12.2008, the Respondent was directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the Complainant by 20.12.2008.
2.

During the proceedings, the respondent states that the information sought is voluminous and will disproportionately divert resources of his office. He requests for additional time to make a written submission explaining the quantum of  work required providing such information.

3.

In view of the foregoing, an opportunity is given to the Respondent to make a written submission justifying the request being made by him by 31.01.2009. A copy will be sent to the Complainant. 
4.

To come up on 19.02.2009 at 2.00 PM.
5.

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





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                   State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulwant Singh,

19-B, Poct A-11,

Kalkaji Extn.,

New Delhi.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Sub Divisional Officer (City),

Sub Division City,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Respondent





  CC – 1054 of 2008



      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Kulwant Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Tarsem Chand SDO, Ahmedgarh O/o PSEB, Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur behalf of the Respondent.

1.  
On the last date of hearing on 18.12.2008 the Respondent had been directed to provide information. 

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the Respondent requests for a period of 10 days to provide requisite information. Thus it is directed that the requisite information will be provided to the Complainant with a copy of this letter to the Commission by 20.01.2009. The PIO Respondent will be personally present with a copy of information being supplied on the next date of proceedings. 
3.  
To come up on 22.01.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

4.  
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, 

H.No. 60/35 P/330,

St. No. 8, Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba-Lohara Road, 

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana 1410014.





------------ Complainant 






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Civil Surgeon, 

Ludhiana (Pb.). 





----------- Respondent 





CC-1828 of 2008





    ORDER 
Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma on behalf of PIO O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana. 




  ------

1.  
On the last date of hearing on 18.12.2008, I had directed the Respondent to supply information demanded by the Complainant pertaining to Items 2 and 4. 

2.  
During the proceedings today, it emerges that information has been sent to the Complainant on 22.12.2008. The Complainant is not present but a telephonic message has been received by the Receptionist wherein the Complainant has stated that information provided is incomplete and he seeks adjournment.

3. Adjourned to 22.01.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
4. Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                       State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Talwinder Singh Sarkaria,

S/o Sh. Bakshish Singh Sarkaria,

R/o Fouji Di Chakki, Main Road,

Gurdwara Patti Sarka Abadi Gali Sarkarian Wali,

PO: Khalsa College, Amritsar (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Hakeema Gate,

(Feeder West), Khandwala,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 1301 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

1.  
 Order regarding imposition of penalty upon the Respondent and the award of compensation to the Complainant was reserved on 18.11.2008. 

2.  
 During the proceedings on 07.10.2008, it was admitted by 
the Complainant that he has received the information demanded by him.  His 
grievance, however, is that the information has been provided to him after delay of approximately five months and therefore, the Respondent be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  I accordingly, ordered the Respondent to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him as prayed by the Complainant. Pursuant to this direction, the Respondent has filed an affidavit on 30.10.2008. 

3.  
In the affidavit filed by the Respondent, a resume of events starting from the submission of application till the delivery of information has been given. This resume is as under:- 

a) 
17.04.2008 
Application submitted by Complainant with fee of 

Rs. 10/- . Case pertains to West Sub-division. Copy annexed as Annexure P-1 for kind perusal. 

                                                                                                               Contd page..2.. 

                                                                    ..2..
b) 
29.4.2008
Requisition sent to West Sub-division by West 




Division, PSEB for response. 

c) 
02.05.2008
Sub-division submitted the reply to application of 




Complainant. A copy of the reply, Annexure P-2 


 

Was also handed over to the Complainant, but 




Inadvertently, the R.A. of the Sub-division, did not 




obtain the signatures of Complainant. 

 d)  
2.5.2008  
No representation regarding inadequacy of 




information supplied, or even to 13.6.2008 any 




reminder to allege non-supply of information.                                                                                                           
e) 
07.08.2008 
Letter dated 21.7.2008 issued by this Hon’ble 




Commission for appearance on 2.9.2008 was 




Received after the same was re-directed by the 




Hakeema Gate Division. 

f) 
29.8.2008 
Registered letter Memo No. 3159 dated 29.8.2008 


to the Complainant by Regd Post, copy annexed as Annexure P-3. Perusal of the letter reveals that Rs. 56790/- had been refunded in compliance with the directions of the Consumer District Forum, Amritsar.  

g) 
2.9.2008
This Hon’ble Commission was pleased to direct 

supply of attested copy of the record already supplied to Complainant vide letter dated 29.8.2008/2.5.2008.


h) 
10.9.2008 
Attested copies of record sent to the residence of 

Complainant by special messenger, but the Complainant refused to accept the same. 


i) 
12.9.2008
Attested copy of the record sent by Registered Post. 


A copy of the same is already on the record of this Hon’ble Commission. Acknowledged by the Complainant as having received the same on 15.9.2008 vide his response dated 7.10.2008.

4.  
The perusal of the resume of events leaves no manner of doubt that the delay occurring in the delivery of information is not due to any 
un- wilful or deliberate default on behalf of the Respondent. Penalty under 
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Section 20 of the RTI Act cannot be imposed merely because there has been a delay in providing the information. It has also to be established that there was no reasonable cause for the delay and that the delay occurred on account 

of a deliberate default on behalf of the PIO. The facts and circumstances of the instant case show that the delay occurring in delivery of information has been sufficiently explained. 

5.  
In view of the foregoing there is no case made out for imposing any penalty on the Respondent or for the award of compensation to the Complainant. The case is accordingly, disposed of and closed. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.01.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                       State Information Commissioner 

