STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
A. C .No.  1418 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012

Sh. Tarsem Singh,S/o Sh. Amar Singh, 

R/o Guru Nanak Book Depot, Opposite Cooperative Bank,

V.P.O. Baddon, Distt:Hoshiarpur, Punjab-144406   


           …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SCERT)

Department of Education, Punjab, Phase-8, S.A.S. Nagar, (Mohali).



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SCERT)

Department of Education, Punjab, Phase-8, 
S.A.S. Nagar, (Mohali)      





      …Respondents

Present:
Sh. Kultaranjeet Singh on behalf of appellant. (94170-55121)  
For the respondent: Smt. Inderbir Kaur (98786-49633), Deputy Director, office of Director SCERT, Department of Education, Punjab, Phase-8, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali
ORDER
1.
RTI application of information seeker Sh. Tarsem Singh is dated 12.05.2012. On not getting the requisite information from PIO, he filed appeal with FAA on 21.06.2012. He is even stated to have filed second appeal on 28.07.2012 with  Principal Secretary (Schools) which should have been filed before the Commission instead.  Notwithstanding,  he filed  appeal in the Commission on 04.10.2012.

2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO and FAA o/o Director Public Instruction (SCERT) Department of Education, Punjab, Phase-8, S.A.S. Nagar, (Mohali) for hearing on 21.11.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The reply to the notice stands received in the Commission at dairy no 20863 dated 21.11.2012 indicating that the complainant has sought information regarding Principals and Senior Lecturers working in 17 DIETS and 12 GISTC in Punjab.   

Cont…p2

A. C .No.  1418 of 2012
4.
On last hearing on 21.11.2012 the PIO concerned had handed over the requisite information to the appellant in the Commission itself and stated that the information was not available on record of PIO o/o DPI(SCERT) and the same has been gathered from PIOs of 17 DIETS and 12 GISTC in Punjab. She further stated that the individual PIOs of DIETS and GISTC under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act were to provide the information. During the hearing then, the appellant was to asked to point out the deficiency in the information provided, if any, within 10 days therefrom and PIO was to remove the same before today’s hearing. 

5.

After hearing both the parties and perusing the documents available  on file, I am of the considered opinion that PIO o/o DPI (SCERT) has provided the information to the appellant after collecting it from respective PIOs of DIETS and GISTC whereas the appellant should have sought the requisite information from individual  PIOs of DIETS and GISTC under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act. To the  contention of the appellant that the information is still to be obtained from 3-4 PIOs of DIETS and GISTC, the former is advised to send RTI application to the remaining PIOs individually as it is beyond the scope of the RTI Act to obtain information from various PIOs under single RTI application. In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 













Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


               
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2909 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Gurbax Singh S/o 

Late Sh. Narinder Singh, 

R/o -80, Premium Complex, 

 Village Bholapur , P.O. Ramgarh, 

Distt- Ludhiana.







 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer.

District Tarn Taran


                        
   

 …Respondent
Show Cause Notice:  

CC:
PIO-cum-DTO Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon
District Tarn Taran.
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person. (7508885003) 
None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1.
RTI application of information seeker Sh. Gurbax Singh  is dated 22.05.2012. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 25.09.2012.

2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO office of District Transport Officer. District Tarn Taran, for 09.11.2012.  
3.
The complainant has sought information on following four points:-
i)
How many learners licenses were made and cancelled in March-April 2012.
ii)
How many candidates were put to test for licenses in March-April 2012.
iii)
In this driving test how many candidates failed. 

iv)
How many licenses were renewed and the list of the doctors who conducted the medical. 
Cont…p2

C. C .No. 2909 of 2012
4.
Sh. Gurbax Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that as per order dated 09.11.2012 the deficiency in the information provided was pointed out by him in writing to the PIO who asked him to deposit Rs.160/- for obtaining the information which was sent to the PIO through postal orders for Rs. 160/- along with letter dated 07.10.2012. He further states that despite depositing fee of Rs. 160/- he has not been provided the requisite information by the PIO. 
5.
None on behalf of the PIO is present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received in the Commission for reason of absence. 
6.
After hearing the complainant and perusing the record available on file it appears that PIO has delayed in providing the information to the complainant. In view of this, the PIO-cum-DTO, Taran Taran (By Name) will show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay of the information to the RTI applicant. In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and 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 to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 21.01.2013 at 2:00 P.M.
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2910 of 2012








Date of Decision: 21.12.2012

Sh. Tejinder Singh Gen. Secy, Human Service Mission,

R/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapr, P.O. Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.




 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Information Commission

Chandigarh




                     
   

 …Respondent

Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh on behalf of the complainant. (7508885003) 
For the respondent: Ramesh Kumar, PIO-cum-Section Officer office of Punjab State Information Commission Chandigarh
ORDER

Sh. Gurbax Singh on behalf of the complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that complete requisite information has been provided to him by the respondent PIO in Commission today. He further states that he is satisfied with the information provided and requests that the case be disposed of. 
After hearing the appellant that on depositing assessed fee of Rs. 40/- he has been provided the complete requisite information by the PIO o/o Punjab State Information Commission on dated 21.12.2012,  the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2919 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Mukesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Kumar

R/o #2446, Mohalla, Phool Chakar, 

Tehsil & Distt. Roopnagar.





 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO, Balachour,

SBS Nagar


                        
   


 …Respondent

Present:
None present. 
ORDER


The complainant was neither present on last hearing of the case on 09.11.2012 when he sought an adjournment on account of death in the family nor he is present at today’s hearing. Besides, no intimation has been received from him for today’s absence. It appears that the complainant is no more interested in following up this case. As such, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2945 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Helper, 

Central Workshop, PRTC,

Head Office, Nabha Road, Patiala.



 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director 

PRTC, Patiala.


                        
   

 …Respondent

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Pardeep Kumar. (9478684870) 
For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh Superintendant-cum-APIO office of 
PRTC, Patiala (94786-11048)
ORDER
1.
The RTI application of the information seeker Sh. Pardeep Kumar is dated 18.07.2012 and was submitted to the PIO office of Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 26.09.2012.
2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO for hearing on 09.11.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant has sought information regarding action taken on his representations submitted vide no. 6482 dated 19.12.2008, vide no. 5893 dated 05.10.2011 and dated 15.06.2012. 
4.
Sh. Pardeep Kumar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that he has received the complete information and he is satisfied with the same and he requests for disposal of the case. 

5.
In view of the statement of the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2950 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

R/o Village Bolapur. Jhabewal, 

P/o Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.




 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Motor Vehicle Inspector, 

Office Punjab Roadways Workshop, 

Bus Stand, Distt. Sangrur

                        
   

 …Respondent

Present:
Jasbir Singh complainant in person. (98882-96107)

For the respondent: Sh. Kuldeep Singh Steno office of DTO, Sangrur 
(9914000407)
Order
Sh. Jasbir Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that he has yet not got information from PIO-cum-MVI District Sangrur.
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Steno office of DTO, Sangrur is present in the Commission and submits reply of the PIO-cum-DTO stating that the information pertains to office of MVI. He seeks an adjournment for providing information to the complainant. 
One last opportunity is provided to respondent PIO to give requisite information to the complainant within 15 days from today free of cost, certified and by registered post. 
The matter is adjourned to 21.01.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2971 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Kuldip Rai,

R/o SCF 27, Dana Mandi, Balachaur, 

Distt. SBS Nagar, Punjab-144521.



 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

SBS Nagar



                        
   

 …Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant

For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, APIO office of District Education 
Officer, SBS Nagar. (94175-17020)  
ORDER
1. The RTI application of the information seeker Sh. Kuldeep Rai is dated 25.10.2011. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 27.09.2012.

2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO for 09.11.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant has sought information regarding inquiry conducted by District Education Officer Nawan Shahar report of which was sent by vide letter no. 700 along with  supporting documents. 
4.
The complainant in the instant case was neither present in the Commission on last hearing on 09.11.2012 nor he is present today and also no intimation has been received from him about reason of his absence. 
5.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh APIO, office of District Education Officer, SBS Nagar states that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter no. RTI/2012/1732-33 dated 09.11.2012 by registered post no. ARP2006521831N dated 30.11.2012. An endorsement letter to the Commission has been submitted which is taken on record. 
Cont.. P-2

C. C .No. 2971 of 2012 
6.
Since, the complainant has not attended the hearing consecutively twice and the requisite information is stated to have been  sent to him by registered post, it is presumed that the information has been received by the complainant and he is satisfied with the same. On account of this, the case is closed and disposed of. 
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
 Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2980 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Rohit Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No-320, District Courts,

Bathinda-151001






 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

                        
   

 

…Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant

For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant office of DTO, Bathinda. (98726-76005)

ORDER
1.
The RTI application was filed before PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda on 12.06.2012. On not getting the information from the PIO concerned, the information seeker filed complaint in the Commission on 27.09.2012. 
2.
The Notice for hearing to the respondent PIO was issued for 09.11.2012. The PIO submitted his reply to the Notice vide endorsement no 14051/DTO/ Bathinda dated 06.11.2012 which was taken on record. 
3.
Sh. Rohit Sharma complainant in the instant case was neither present in the Commission on 09.11.2012 nor he is present today nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Sanjiv Kumar, Junior Assistant office of DTO, Bathinda submits that vide no. 14050/DTO/Bathinda dated 06.11.2012 PIO cum DTO Bathinda has intimated the complainant that the official record of vehicle number PAR-11 is available with DTO Faridkot and the requisite information can be obtained from the concerned DTO.  As regards vehicle no. PAW -47 the record is not available because it is as old as the year 1972. As soon it is traced, information shall be given. 









Cont…p2

C. C .No. 2980 of 2012
5.
Since the complainant has not attended the hearing consecutively twice, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the reply of PIO cum DTO, Bathinda and does not want to pursue the matter further. In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2982 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Tarun Chadha,

R/o 34, New Kashi Nagri,

Ferozepur City-152002





 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,(S)

Moga


                        
   

 

…Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent:  Sh. Bharat Bhusan LA, (94170-95843) and Satish 

Kumar Clerk office District Education Officer (S), Moga (98880-14329)

ORDER
1. The RTI application of Sh. Tarun Chadha is dated 18.08.2012. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 27.09.2012.

2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO for 09.11.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant has sought information regarding the pension relating five points mentioned in his RTI application. 
4. The complainant in the instant case was neither present in the Commission on 09.11.2012 nor he is present today nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence 

5.
Sh. Bharat Bhusan, LA and Sh. Satish Kumar, Clerk office District Education Officer (S), Moga are present in the Commission and state that the complete information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Tarun Chadha vide two letters bearing no.  A-4/2012/RTI-931 dated 15.10.2012 and no. E-3/court case /2012/1129-30 dated 18.12.2012. Copy of both the letters is taken on record. 
Cont… P-2

C. C .No. 2982 of 2012
6.
Since the complainant has not attended the hearing consecutively twice in row and the information sought for  has been sent through two letters as mentioned in para 5 above , it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided by PIO cum DEO(S) Moga and does not want to pursue the matter further. In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of. 
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2985 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Niranjan Singh,S/o Sh.Vir Singh,

R/o  Near BDPO Office,

VPO-Rayya Tehsil- Baba Bakala

District -Amritsar-143112,





 
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Patti,

District- Tarn Taran
                     
   

 


…Respondent

Present:
Complainant Sh. Niranjan Singh in person. (95010-03832) 

For the respondent: Sh. Tarsem Kumar, APIO and Sh. Amarjit Singh Clerk, (99141-18389) office of Punjab Roadways Patti, Distt. Taran Taran.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application of information seeker Sh. Niranjan Singh is dated 13.02.2012. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 27.09.2012.
2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO for 11.10.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant has sought information regarding the orders of Government of  Punjab/ competent authorities vide which his annual increments were stopped during the period from 04.04.1970 to 31.10.2006.
4.
Sh. Niranjan Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that today an affidavit dated 20.12.2012 of PIO-cum-General Manager Punjab Roadways, Patti, photocopy of the same is taken on record, has been provided to him in lieu of information and he is satisfied with the same and requests that the case be disposed of. 

Cont…p2

C. C .No. 2985 of 2012
5.
Since the complainant is satisfied with the information  provided to him, as enumerated in para 4 above, the case closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 2997 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Raj Kumar S/o Late Sh.Bihari Lal,

R/o 13/290/9a MC Colony, Hisar Road, 
Sirsa, Haryana-125055



 


…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Fazilka.
                        
   

 


…Respondent

Present:
Complainant Sh. Raj Kumar in person. (90171-69797)

For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Kumar DEO (9501423400) and Sh. Jaswinder Singh Clerk (9855801020) office of DEO (S), Fazilka.  
ORDER
1. The complainant in the State Information Commission was filed on 01.10.2012. The Notice to the respondent PIO was issued for hearing on 09.11.2012 and on that hearing PIO o/o DEO(S)  Fazilka was asked to attend the Court on 21.12.2012.
2. Sh. Raj Kumar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that he has yet not got the requisite information. 
3. Sh. Sandeep Kumar, PIO-cum-District Education Officer (S), Fazilka and Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Clerk in the office of DEO (S), Fazilka are present in the Commission and submit reply dated 20.12.2012 to the Notice of hearing which is taken on record. The PIO-cum-DEO(S), Sh. Sandeep Kumar states that the information seeker Raj Kumar has already been provided the necessary information vide letter no.E-5/2779 dated 06.06.2012, E-5/2012/4003 dated 27.07.2012 and RTI -62 dated 30.07.2012. He further states that a case in the court of Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Fazilka is also reported to be going on between the relatives of the information seeker. A letter has also been received in the Commission at dairy no. 20629 dated 19.11.2012 indicating that the issue pertains to the dispute on family property.





Cont…. P-2

C. C .No. 2997 of 2012 

4. The perusal of case file reveals that the information seeker has submitted complaints dated 03.04.2012, 16.04.2012 and one more dated nil addressed to the District Education Officer (S), Fazilka against his relatives. As a matter of fact, the action on complaint against employees/relatives of the information seeker does not fall under the preview of RTI Act. The information seeker has been advised to take up this matter before the authorities concerned in the Department of Education. Besides, a civil suit is also stated to be pending in court at Fazilka. Since the instant matter pertains to family dispute/complaints redressal of which is not covered under the RTI Act, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 3002 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Mandeep Singh,
R/o Village Saifalpur,  

Tehsil & District Roopnagar.


 


…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

      
O/o SDM,Roopnagar
                        
   

 
…Respondent
Show Cause Notice:  

CC:
Sh. Lakhbir Singh PIO-cum-Tehsildar, 
Roop Nagar.




(Regd.Post)
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mandeep Singh in person. 
For the respondent:  Paramjit Singh, Clerk Tehsil office Roopnagar.

ORDER
1. Sh. Mandeep Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to him by the respondent. The information provided is in English which on his request was translated in Punjabi script by the official who attended the hearing. He further requests that the information has been provided to him after considerable long time,  therefore, the PIO office of Tehsildar Roop Nagar be penalized in view of provisions of RTI Act. 
2. Sh. Paramjit Singh, Clerk Tehsil office Roopnagar is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide  no. 935/Reader dated 15.11.2012. As requested, the Punjabi translation of the information available on record was also provided for the convenience of the complainant. 
CC…p2
C. C .No. 3002 of 2012
3. After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file it deems that PIO has delayed in providing the information to the complainant. In view of the above, Sh. Lakhbir Singh PIO-cum-Tehsildar Roop Nagar will show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay of the information to the RTI applicant. In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and 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 to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
4. The matter is adjourned to 21.01.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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C. C .No. 3163 of 2012
Date of Decision: 21.12.2012
Sh. Gurjant Singh Sekhon S/o Sh. Jagan Singh, 

R/o Mander Patti, Dhuri Pind, Distt. Sangrur. 

                    
 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Animal Husbandry, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.    




              
 …Respondent
 
Present:
None present. 
ORDER
2. The RTI application of Sh. Gurjant Singh Sekhon is dated 09.08.2012. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 11.10.2012.

2.
The Notice of hearing was issued to the respondent PIO for 22.11.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant has sought information regarding the action taken by PIO o/o Director Animal Husbandry Patiala on letter no 1216 dated 12.09.2005 from Deputy Director Animal Husbandry Patiala and letter no. 409 dated 30.08.2005 from Senior Veterinary Officer CVH Patiala.  
4.
On last hearing, the respondent stated before the Commission that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide memo no RTI 1/77712/489 dated 15.11.2012. During the hearing, both the parties mutually agreed to meet in the office of Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Chandigarh on 27.11.2012 at 11:00 A.M. to sort out if some information still remained to be provided qua RTI application dated 09.08.2012. 
5.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing but has confirmed telephonically that he has received the complete information now and he is satisfied with the same and requested that the case be disposed of. 
Cont…p2

C. C .No. 3163 of 2012
6.
The complete information stands provided as confirmed by the complainant, no further action is required in this case. Hence, the case is closed and disposed of. 
7.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.12.2012


               
State Information Commissioner
