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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 1004 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.
Sh. Randhir Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant,  General Coordination Branch, Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh; Sh. Kashmira Singh, Budget Officer – cum – PIO, Finance Department, Pb. and Sh. Manohar Lal, Sr. Assistant, Department of Information & Technology, Pb., Chandigarh.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding rules applicable in the offices of Government of Punjab in respect of maintenance of records, destruction of records, allocation of business and financial matters.  Initial request was made on 11.2.2008 and was transferred by the PIO on 28.2.2008 to various Departments under the provisions of Section 6(3).   On not getting suitable response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings it emerges that :-

 

(a)  Information pertaining to Item No. 8 has not been supplied; and
(b)  The complainant has submitted his observations dated 7.8.2008 to various respondents PIO.
3.

The respondents are directed to provide deficient information to the complainant by 10.9.2008.
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4.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and also to the Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Finance, Chandigarh;  Secretary, Department of Information Technology, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh; Secretary, General Administration Deptt., General Coordination Br. (Aam Taalmel Shakha), Govt. of Pb., Chandigarh and Secretary, General Administration Deptt., Ministerial Mastters Br. (Mantri-Mandal Maamle Shakha), Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 1005 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Randhir Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant,  General Coordination Branch, Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding Societies, Councils etc. formed by or on the instructions of the Government of Punjab e.g. Punjab State E-Governance Society, District Sukhmani Societies for Citizen Services, Punjab Land Reforms Society, Information Technology Societies, District Health Societies, District Tuberculosis Societies, District Blindness Control Societies, District Leprosy Control Societies, District Red Cross Societies, Citrus Council, Council for Value Aided Horticulture in Punjab, Viticulture Council, Organic Farming Council etc.  Initial request was made on 6.5.2008 and it had 14 items.  On not getting a response from the concerned respondents, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that none of the respondents to whom the case had been transferred by the respondent PIO of the Department of General Administration, is present.  The complainant submits his observations dated 6.8.2008 which are taken on record. The respondent states that the office of the Financial Commissioner (Cooperation), Govt. of Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt. can provide information regarding number of Societies in the State of Punjab, functioning under various Departments.  Accordingly, it is directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO office of the Financial Commissioner (Cooperation) will be personally present with details of all the Societies, Councils etc. formed on the instructions of the Government of Punjab.
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3.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and also to the Financial Commissioner (Cooperation), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh along with a copy of Form ‘A’ submitted by the complainant for reference.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Land Records Society,

C/o The Director Land Records Settlement and

Consolidation & Land Acquisition, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC – 1006 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Arvinder Singh Bains, Director-cum-PIO of Department of Land Records and Sh. Vikas Singh, Counsel for the Respondent.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 01.07.2008, it was directed that information as had been sought by the complainant be provided to him by 15.7.2008 by registered post.  On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO was to be personally present with a copy of the information being supplied.  Counsel for the respondent was directed to submit Power of Attorney by 10.7.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that :-

(a)  The PIO Respondent is personally present.

(b) The Respondent makes a written submission dated 24.7.2008 which is taken on record.  A copy of the same had been forwarded to the complainant.

(c)  The complainant initiated action to confirm delivery of speed post letter posted by him on 17.3.2008.  Copy of his letter is handed over to the respondent and the Commission.
(d) The respondent reiterates that the said letter requesting for     information has not been received in his office.
(e)  Power of Attorney of the counsel was submitted on 10.7.2008 and is taken on record.
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3.

In view of the foregoing it is directed that :-
(a)  The complainant will submit a copy of proof of delivery of speed post letter dated 17.3.2008 to the Commission.  A copy of the same be sent to the respondent.

(b)  The respondent PIO will submit an affidavit stating that the said letter has not been received in his office.  This affidavit will be submitted by 25.8.2008 with a copy to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Ludhiana Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC – 1007 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding non-compoundable violations of Building Byelaws, sealing drive and related matters.  Initial request was made on 29.2.2008 and it had 22 items.  On not receiving response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 13.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that:-

(a)  So far no information has been provided to the complainant.

(b) The respondent has made a written submission No.181/PID/RTI-D dated 23.6.2008.  The complainant states that he has not received a copy of this letter.

( c )  The respondent is not prepared to respond to any questions being raised during the proceedings.  In fact he does not even have the concerned file to discuss the case.  It is observed that he is not prepared for the proceeding.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed to submit a copy of his letter No. 181/PID/RTI-D dated 23.6.2008 to the complainant for him to submit his observations/comments.

 4.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.
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5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  He is requested to take serious cognizance of the lackadaisical attitude and outlook of the APIO.  He is also requested to ensure the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Department of Revenue,

Govt. of Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 1008 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Hans Raj, Senior Assistant, Consolidation Branch, O/o FC(Revenue), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 1.7.2008 it was directed that information as sought by the complainant be provided to him by 15.7.2008 by registered post.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO Respondent was to be personally present with a copy of the information being supplied to the complainant.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the PIO Respondent is not present.  No information has been provided to the complainant. On the next date of hearing, the PIO Respondent will be personally present and he will submit an affidavit by 1.9.2008 explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

3.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.   Copies be sent to both the parties and Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh, for ensuring presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.  

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,.

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana.






…… Respondent





CC – 1009 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Ramesh Kapur, APIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer, Monitoring O/o ADC (D), Ludhiana .

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 01.07.2008 it was directed that deficient information be provided to the complainant by 15.7.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information has been provided to the complainant and he submits his observations dated 8.8.2008.  A copy is handed over to the Commission which is taken on record.  The respondent agrees to provide his response to the observations/comments made by the complainant by 31.8.2008.

3.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

# ‘Kahlon Villa’ Opposite Telephone Exchange,

V&PO: Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Under Secy. to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Excise & Taxation,

Mini Sectt., Punjab, Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 465 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant in person.
Sh. Gopi Chand, Supdt. Grade – I – cum – APIO, Excise & Taxation Deptt., Mini Sectt., Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.6.2008, it was directed that the PIO Respondent will be personally present alongwith a copy of the information being supplied to the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceeds, it emerges that :-

(a)  The PIO Respondent is not present.

(b) The information provided vide Memo. No.19/4/2008/E&T2(9)/2237 dated 25.7.2008, is sketchy and is not specific.
©  Vague information pertaining to Item  No. 7 has been provided.

(d)  No information regarding Items No. 12 and 14 has been provided.
3. 

The Respondent submits a copy of the said letter to the Commission which is taken on record.

4.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-

(a)  The PIO Respondent will be personally present on the next date of hearing.  He will submit an affidavit by 1.9.2008 explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings held today.
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(b) Information that is deficient will be provided to the complainant at the earliest.

©  PIO of Sports Department, Pb., will be personally present for the proceedings on the next date of hearing.  He will also explain reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

(d)  The Respondent will send his observations/comments on the information supplied so far by 25.8.2008, to the complainant.
5.

To come up on 18.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and PIO of Sports Department, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

# ‘Kahlon Villa’ Opposite Telephone Exchange,

V&PO: Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 1213 of  2007




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harbans Lal, Sr. Assistant, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Pb. and Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant, General Coordination Br., Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.06.2008, it was directed that the Respondent will provide information to the complainant pertaining to Para 4 (b) of the original request dated 03.05.2007, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the respondent has provided information vide Memo. No. 2/47/2000-IAS(1)/8799 dated 3.7.2008.  The complainant confirms having received the same and is satisfied with the response provided.
3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

 4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

Retd. S.S.Master,

Vill: Badiana, P.O. Jhandu Singha,

Distt. Jalandhar.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Isherwal, Distt. Jalandhar.




…… Respondent





CC – 2168 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Wairagi Singh, PIO Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Isherwal, Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on  01.7.2008, the complainant had submitted his observations on the information supplied so far.  He had been directed to send a copy of his observations to the respondent.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the information stands supplied to the complainant and he is totally satisfied.   The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

Retd. S.S.Master,

Vill: Badiana, P.O. Jhandu Singha,

Distt. Jalandhar.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Isherwal, Distt. Jalandhar.




…… Respondent





CC – 2169 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Wairagi Singh, PIO Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Isherwal, Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on  01.7.2008, the complainant had submitted his observations on the information supplied so far.  He had been directed to send a copy of his observations to the respondent.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the information stands supplied to the complainant and he is totally satisfied.   The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Joga Singh,

Village: Kukowal,

Thana: Mahilpur,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Supdt. of Police,

Phagwara (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC – 821 of  2008




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Joga Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Ashok Kumar, Sub Inspector, Police Station (City), Phagwara.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on  01.7.2008, it was directed that should there be any document other than those sent to the complainant, then, these  be sent by registered post by 10 July, 2008.  However, should there be no other document, the complainant will be informed of the same.  A copy of the covering note was to be sent to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that there is no other document pertaining to this case held in the office of the Respondent.  He also makes a written submission vide letter No. 3467/R/Phagwara dated 11.8.2008, which is taken on record.

3.

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

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Joga Singh,

Village: Kukowal,

Thana: Mahilpur,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Assistant Executive Engineer (Operation),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.



…… Respondent





CC – 822 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Joga Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information and Public Relations Officer – cum – APIO, PSEB, H.O., Patiala; Sh. Jagdish Lal, SDO, Rehana Jattan Sub Div., PSEB, Tehsil Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala and Sh. Hemant Kumar, LDC, O/o Sr. XEN, Sub Urban Division, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding trees and record of an employee – Sh. Kuldip Singh.  Initial request was made on 28.12.2007 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.4.2008.  

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the information will be provided to the complainant by 31.8.2008.   It is, therefore, directed that the information be sent to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 31.8.2008.  A copy of the covering letter be sent to the Commission.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 25.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Joga Singh,

Village: Kukowal,

Thana: Mahilpur,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC –2191 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Joga Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information & Public Relations Officer – cum – APIO, PSEB, H.O., Patiala;  Sh. Hemant Kumar, LDC, O/o Sr. Xen, Sub Urban Division, PSEB, Hoshiarpur and Brig. B.S.Taunque, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 27.05.2008, it was directed that response to the observations made by the complainant will be provided by the Respondent by 15.6.2008.  The complainant was free to submit his observations on the information supplied by 30.6.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, it emerges that so far no response has been provided to the complainant. 

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that response to his observations dated 13.5.2008 will be provided by registered post free of cost by 31.8.2008.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 25.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jit Singh Litt,

# 630, Sector 48 – A,

Chandigarh.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of School Education, Sector -9,

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.




…… Respondent





AC – 06 of  2008





        ORDER






------

1.  
Vide my order dated 17.06.2008, judgement on the question of imposition of penalty, initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Respondent/PIOs and the award of compensation to the Appellant was reserved. 
2.  

In so far as the supply of information in the instant case is concerned, it has been recorded in my order dated 29.04.2008 that the same stood delivered. The case, to that extent, was disposed of on 29.04.2008 itself.  Only the question regarding the imposition of penalty under Section 20 (1), recommending  disciplinary action against Section 20 (2) and the award of compensation was kept pending and the Respondents were directed to show cause why action as aforesaid be not taken. Pursuant to the directions aforementioned, both the PIOs, namely the PIO O/o Department of Director Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab (Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal) and PIO O/o Principal Secretary, Department of School Education, Punjab (Mrs. Indu Mishra, PCS) have filed their affidavits (both dated       05.06.2008 ). The Appellant has also filed an application dated 28.05.2008 giving his reasons for the imposition of penalty and initiation of disciplinary action against the Respondent/ PIOs.
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3. 

I have 
carefully considered the submissions made in the written application by the Appellant and also the contents of the affidavits filed by the Respondent/PIOs. The PIO, O/o DPI(S) has stated in his affidavit that the entire information demanded by the Appellant stands supplied to him free of cost. He has 

also stated that some of  the requisite documents were retrieved from the O/o DPI and remaining documents were procured from the O/o District Education Officer, Jalandhar and were thereafter sent to the State Government for being supplied to the Appellant. He also states that at no point of time was there any denial to supply the information. Similarly the affidavit submitted by Mrs. Indu Mishra states that there has been no intentional or deliberate delay in the supply of information. It is also mentioned that the matter regarding the supply of information to the Appellant was pursued vigorously and the entire information was supplied as expeditiously as possible. She however, has also tendered unqualified apology in case the Commission is of the view that there has been undue delay in supply of information. I have gone through the entire record of the case and I find that prior to 29.04.2008 the case was fixed for arguments on 20.02.2008 and 27.03.2008. On 28.02.2008 itself the Respondent had stated that the documents demanded by the Appellant had been supplied to him and an offer was made that the Appellant may visit the office, inspect the documents and collect copies of whatever material he desired. The Appellant, however, refused to accept this offer on the plea that he had been harassed unreasonably on previous occasions. In the circumstances I had directed that the balance information be sent to him through registered post and the case was adjourned to 27.03.2008. The proceedings leave no manner of doubt that the Respondents have been taking adequate care and reasonable steps to ensure that the information demanded by the Appellant was supplied. The perusal of the application seeking information also shows that some of the items of information are quite vague which in certain respects do not even constitute information as envisaged under the RTI Act, 2005. In the resulting confusion, it was only natural that some delay would
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occur in serving the information request. In these circumstances, I am of the view,  that no case is made out for imposition of penalty upon the Respondent PIOs or for recommending disciplinary proceedings against them. No case for the award of compensation has also been made out.           
4. 

In these circumstances the prayer for imposition of penalty, recommending initiation of disciplinary proceedings and award of compensation is declined. The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh





    
  ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.08.2008.




  
  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






           

 State Information Commissioner 

