STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Jindal,

333, Sector-A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana(West).




Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 1073/2011

Present:
Shri  Pankaj Jindal on behalf of the Appellant. 


Shri  Gagan Vishal, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on  21.12.2011 when despite the issuance of directions by this court, Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar Nabha was not present. Therefore, he was again directed to be present in persons on the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain his conduct as to why he was not present and as to why requisite information has not been supplied to the Appellant so far and also as to why provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for non supply of the information to the Appellant.
2.

Shri Gagan Vishal, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the Appellant 
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and due receipt has been taken from the Appellant.  
3.

Shri Pankaj Jindal , appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that the Appellant has received the information and is satisfied.

4.

A written submission from Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar Nabha  has been received in which he has inter-alia  submitted that he could not appear before the Commission on 21.12.2011 as the orders of the Commission dated 23.11.2011 were not brought to his notice by the office. He further submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant and due receipt has been taken from him. He has enclosed a copy of receipt taken from the Appellant.  
5.

I am convinced with the plea put forth by Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar Nabha for the delay in the supply of the information and for not appearing before the Commission. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon him. 
6.

Since the information stands provided and the Appellant is satisfied,  the case is disposed of and closed.
7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner           
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajendra Singh Panwar;,

C/o Shri Heera Singh Panwar,

Azad Bhawan Mess,

 I.I.T. Roorkee, District: Haridwar,  Uttrakhand – 247667.

Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority, 
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 1223/2011
Present:
Shri Rajendra  Singh  Panwar, Appellant,  in person.


Snt. Indra Devi, Senior Assistant,, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Rajendra Singh filed an RTI application dated nil with the PIO of the office of Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh for seeking  following  information/clarification in respect of some documents supplied to him by DGP Crime:-

(1)
Enclosure No. 1 and 4, which is a Mafinama. Name and father’s name of an individual who wrote Mafinama and address.

(2)
Residential address of Nitin Kapoor and his father’s name.
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(3)      Regarding Voucher of Rs. 15,000/- i.e. enclosure No.   

           2 and 5, complete address including name and  

           father’s name of the accountant. 

  On receiving no response he sent a reminder to the PIO. Again having no response, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the office of D.G.P. Punjab, Chandigarh vide his application dated 30.09.2011. On getting no information/response, Shri Rajendra Singh filed second Appeal with the 
Commission  on 17.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to
concerned parties for today.
2.

Snt. Indra Devi, Senior Assistant appearing  on behalf of the Respondent submits  a letter No. 31827/CR-INV-1, dated 26.12.2011 from Inspector General of Police, Crime-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh  in  which he has submitted as under:-

It is brought to the notice of the Hon’ble Commission that the enquiry into the case is being conducted by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala and the report is still awaited from him.  Therefore, the information sought by the applicant is not available in this office. As such, this office is unable to provide the report to the applicant, and the same could  only be provided after receiving enquiry report from the SSP, Kapurthala. 
3.

In view of the submission made by Inspector General of Police, 
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Crime-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh, he is directed to ensure that the inquiry is completed and the complete information is supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 23.02.2002 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.
   








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
              
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh,

S/o Pritam Singh,

C/o Public Girls Senior Secondary School,

Barara, District: Ambala.






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 1228/2011

Present:
Shri Hardeep Singh, Appellant,  in person and Shri Surinder Kumar Ahuja, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Narinder Pal Singh Chhina, S.P. Security, Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case,  Shri Hardeep Singh filed an RTI application with the Director General of Punjab Police(C.I.D.) Bomb Squad-cum-State Public Information Officer, Sectord;9, Chandigarh vide his application dated 09.08.2011 for seeking certain official/personal  information in respect of Shri Jagjeet  Singh Mahna son of Shri Girdhari Lal Mahna, resident of Village Mubarakpur Camp, Tehsil: Dera Bassi, District Mohali, Punjab, working as Head Constable, C.I.D. Bomb Squad, Punjab Police, presently working at Head Quarter, Sector:9, Chandigarh. On getting no information, he filed an appeal before the First
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 Appellate Authority of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh vide his application dated 20.09.2011. On this, Inspector General of Police, Security-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh sent a reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4032, dated 17.10.2011, which reads as under:-
”T[go'es d/ ;pzX ftu nkg Bz{ fbfynk iKdk j? fe nkg tb'A w[Zy f;gkjh(ghHnkoH) irihs f;zx Bzpo 82$638 i' fe fJ; dcso fty/ skfJBks j? d/ pko/ i' ;{uBk fJ; dcso tb'A wzrh rJh j?, fJj ;{uBK d/D ftu fJj dcso n;woE j?, feT[fe gzikp ;oeko d/ B'Nhfce/;B BzL 2127$05-nkJhHJ/HnkoH$91, fwsh 23-02-2006 d/ w[skfpe ;oekoh r[gs ;[{uBK d/D s'A fJ; dcso Bz{ S'N fwbh j'Jh j?. fJ; s'A fJbktk nkg tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk dk ;pzX sh;oh fXo Bkb j??, fJ; bJh ;{uBK d/ nfXeko n?eN, 2005 dh Xkok 11(1) nXhB sh;oh fXo Bkb ;pzXs j'AD eoe/ r[gs ;{uBk fJ; dcso tb'A nkg Bz{ BjhA fdZsh ik ;edh.”
Not satisfied with the reply, he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 31.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.      
2.

The information demanded by the Appellant is discussed in detail point-wise in the court today . It is observed that the information demanded by the Appellant in respect of service record of Shri Jagdeet Singh cannot be considered as personal/third party information  as per Section 8 (j) or 11(1) of 
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RTI Act, 2005 as it is desirable to be available in the Public domain and the same  deserves to be   provided to the Appellant. It is therefore  directed that information what-ever is available in the service book of Shri Jagjeet Singh Mahna, Head Constable be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is  adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 28.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Brish Bhan Bujark,

S/o Shri Sarup Chand,

# 33, Kahngarh Road, Pattran,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager, 

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC -  3402/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri  Ramesh Bhatti, Senior Assistant-cum-Superintendent, office of General Manager, PRTC, Patiala and Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, office of Director Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Brish Bhan Bujrak filed an RTI application dated 03.10.2011  with the PIO of the office of General Manager, PRTC, Patiala for seeking information regarding giving of Toffees by the Conductors of PRTC Buses in lieu of currency coins. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide application dated  16.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent appearing on behalf of the PIO submits a copy of letter No. 5453-54, dated 21.11.2011 vide which requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, which is taken on record. 
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3.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of requisite information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

4.

In these circumstances,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhvir Singh,

S/o Shri Sajjan Singh, 

# 1286, Sector: 15-B, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Public Service Commission, Patiala.




 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Public Service Commission, Patiala.




 Respondent

AC - 1231/2011

Present:
Shri Sukhvir Singh, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Assistant, office of PPSC, Patiala,  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Sukhvir Singh fled an RTI application dated 08.08.2011 with the PIO of the office of Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala for seeking information regarding criteria for validity of old BC certificate  for Central Government employees under the Age Relaxation Clause for Punjab State Civil Service Competitive (Preliminary Exam) 2009. The PIO sent a reply to the applicant vide letter No. 9809, dated 23.09.2011. Not satisfied with the reply, the applicant filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the office of PPSC, Patiala vide his application, dated 30.09.2011.  As per the orders of the First Appellate Authority, the PIO  sent information to the applicant vide letter No. 
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14379, dated 08.11.2011. Again not satisfied with the supplied information, the applicant filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated  18.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
2.

A letter No. 15122, dated 19.12.2011 has been received from the PIO vide which requisite complete  information has been supplied to the Appellant, which is taken on record. 

3.

Shri Rajinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the  Respondent  PIO states that complete information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant  submits that the case may be closed as he has received the information  and is satisfied.
4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sanjeev Kumar,

S/o Shri Roop Chand Garg,

# 1132, Model Town, Phase-3, Bathinda.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Bathinda Development Authority,  Bathinda.


 Respondent

CC - 3352/2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Shiv Lal Sharma, Section Officer, office of Bathinda Development Authority, Bthinda , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Sanjeev Kumar filed an RTI application dated 08.09.2011 with the PIO of the office of Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda for seeking information  regarding development carried out in Phase-3, Model Town Bathilnda. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated nil which was received in the Commission on 16.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to  both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Shiv Lal Sharma, Section Officer, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO,  submits a letter No. 1198, dated 15.12.2011, vide which requisite information has been supplied  to the Complainant  and due receipt has been taken. This letter with enclosure is taken on record. 
3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Atam Parkash 

#762, Gali No. 8, 

Tripuri Town, Patiala.






Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer 

  O/o General Manager, 

  Pepsu Road Transport 

  Corporation, Barnala.

2.FAA  Managing Director, 

  Pepsu Road Transport 

  Corporation, Patiala.


            

          Respondents.                                                      

AC No.1182 of 2011

Present:
Shri  Atam Parkash , Appellant,  in person.

Shri Jagdish Kumar, Sr. Asstt. Working as Supdt. in H.O. Patiala,  Shri Sukhminder Singh, Sr. Asstt. –cum- Supdt. o/o PRTC Barnala on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

1.

Complainant Shri Atam Parkash, Retired Station Supervisor, H.No. 

762, Street No. 8, Tripuri Town, Patiala vide an RTI application dated

16.8.2011 addressed to the PIO –cum-General Manager, PRTC, Barnala Depot Barnala, sought photocopies of 5 first pages and 5 last pages of his own  service book. Failing to get the information in time, he filed first appeal with the  Managing Director, Head Office, PRTC, Patiala, vide his   application  dated  19.9.2011 . Having no response again, he filed 2nd appeal with the information Commission vide his application dated 15.11.2011. Accordingly, the notice
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of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

A letter dated 14.12.2011has been  received in this court from the PIO –cum- G.M. PRTC Barnala, where in  it  has been  mentioned that appellant Shri Atam Parkash has filed a court case in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court Chandigarh. As such his entire service record including the service book is with the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. 

3.

Since his service book could not be made available from the Hon’ble High court despite best efforts. Therefore, photocopies of first 5 pages and last 5 pages asked for by the appellant cannot be provided, mean while. 

4.

During hearing  of this case, the appellant Shri Atam Parkash has produced a last page of copy of Hon’ble High Court judgment dated 24.4.2006, wherein the letter Patent Appeal No. 700 of 2002 has been dismissed. Appellant states this is the same court case which has already been decided, where PIO Respondent is  deliberately denying me the information.
5.

In view of it, Shri Vinod Kumar Jindal, PIO-cum- G.M. PRTC Barnala is directed (i) to make available attested photocopies of requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing by procuring his service book.(ii) He is also directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20(1) and section 19(8)(b) be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant. (iii) He shall attend this 
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court on the next date of hearing i.e. 12.1.2012 with a copy of the supplied information for Commission record and for briefing the court.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 
7.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



                                                                        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh


                               ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011

                      State Information Commissioner

CC.

 Shri Vinod Kumar Jindal, 

PIO-cum- General Manager, (PRTC)

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Barnala.
             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manoj Bhakri, 

c/o Bhakri Advertising Agency, 

I/s Shere Punjab Complex, Link Road,

 Near Dholewal Bridge, Ludhiana.




Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer 

  O/o District Transport Officer, 

   Jalandhar.

2.FAA  State Transport Commissioner,

   Punjab, Jeevandeep Building 

  Sector 17, Chandigarh.
           

             Respondents.                                                      

AC No.1186 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant Shri   Manoj Bhakri, 
Shri  Amit Narula, Section Officer o/o DTO Jalandhar,  on behalf of the PIO Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Appellant Shri Manoj Bhakri, vide an RTI application dated 25.8.2011 sought an information from the PIO o/o District Transport Officer, Jalandhar on 10 points relating to Shri Kehar Singh Additional District Transport Officer o/o District Transport Officer, Jalandhar. Failing to get any information, he filed first appeal with the Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide his application dated 5.10.2011. The First Appellate Authority-cum- Additional State Transport Commissioner, Pb., Chandigarh vide  his letter  dated 21.10.2011 , directed the PIO –cum- District Transport Officer, Jalandhar
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to provide requisite information to the appellant under intimation to him.  Since no information was provided, the appellant filed a second appeal with the  Commission, vide his application dated 14.11.2011 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

Shri Amit Narula, appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO -cum- DTO Jalandhar states that Shri Kehar Singh ADTO, about whom the information has been sought by the appellant, is presently posted as DTO Jalandhar. Respondent also  delivered a copy of letter dated 20.10.11 wherein it has been mentioned that only an information on point no. 7 regarding  the salary slip of Shri Kehar Singh was available in their office the same therefore have been supplied to the appellant and the rest of the information as sought by the appellant can only be supplied by the  S.T.C. Punjab, Chandigarh. 


3.

In view of these facts, since the FAA in the instant case  has not had the chance either to review the PIO’s order nor to pass the speaking order on the issues relating  to the information  sought by the appellant in his original application dated 25.8.2011. Appellant therefore should avail an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal first. 

4.

Therefore, the case is remanded to the Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab –cum- FAA with the directions to ensure that the
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 necessary order on each issue in the original application of the appellant dated 25.8.2011 is passed by him, within a period of 3 weeks by a speaking order without any delay. Appellant thereafter shall be at liberty to approach the Commission in 2nd appeal, if he so desires. 

5.

In view of the above, the case is Disposed of/closed. 
6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties and Shri Harmel Singh, Additional State Information Commissioner, Punjab for appropriate action. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manmeet Singh , 

#100 , Gali No. 18, Guru Nanak Nagar

(Near Gurbax Colony) Patiala.



                           Appellant
Vs.

1.Public Information Officer 

  O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

   PUDA Complex, Urban Estate, Phase-II,

   Patiala.

2.FAA  Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

   PUDA Complex, Urban Estate, Phase-II,

   Patiala.

            

                                        Respondents.                                                      

AC No.1219 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Manmeet Singh, Appellant , in person.

Shri  Gurdev Singh,  J.E. o/o PUDA , Patiala, on behalf of E.O. PUDA,the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Appellant Shri Manmeet Singh vide an RTI application dated 26.9.2011 addressed to the PIO PUDA, Patiala sought an information on 7 points regarding zoning plan of site of the old Kabarhi Market, Patiala, drawing of which has been given to the Improvement Trust by the PUDA vide drawing no. DTP 3522/10. Failing to get  any response the appellant filed first appeal on 31.102011. Having no response again he filed a second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 9.11.11. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 
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2.

Shri Gurdev singh J.E. appearing on behalf of EO PUDA Patiala delivers the copy of information to the appellant on the contrary of it the appellant Shri Manmeet Singh states that it is not a correct information as the same relates to the Zonning Plan of site of the old Kabarhi Market Patiala where as he has sought information relating to the Drawing no. DTP 3522 of 2003 which the PUDA has sent to the Improvement Trust  Shri Vipan Jathi PIO –cum- Estate Officer, PUDA Patiala is therefore directed to supply the complete information to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks from today with one copy of information to this commission for its record. He is also directed to explain in writing by appearing in person on the next date of hearing i.e. 2.2.2012, as to why the provisions of section 20 and 19(8)(b) be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the correct information to the appellant. 

3.

To come up on 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










                                   Sd/-


 

Place: Chandigarh




               ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lovepreet s/o Shri Dev Kumar, 

R/o V.P.O. Baja Khana, Tehsil  Jaitu,

District Faridkot-151205.  

                                        Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Civil Supplies Corpn.

(PUNSUP), SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh. 


                                             Respondent  

CC No.3339 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant Shri Lovepreet Singh .
Shri Suresh Sharma, Asstt. Manager –cum-PIO and Shri Vijay deep, Senior Assistant –cum-  APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Complainant Shri Lovepreet  Singh vide an RTI application dated 7.10.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Managing Director,  Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation, Chandigarh, sought an information  relating to supply of copy of  his OMR sheet of the examination held on 17.7.2011, conducted for appointment as Inspector Grade-2 in PUNSUP, under Roll No.  7050001801.  Failing to get any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 11.11.2011. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 
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2.


Today, Shri Suresh Sharma, Assistant Manager-cum- PIO appearing on behalf of Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the   complainant and the same has been acknowledged by him. He also produced a copy of letter, for commission record vide which complainant has received information.



3.

In view of above facts, complaint is disposed of/closed.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                                                                                               Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




             ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amaninder Singh, 

s/o Shri Bhagwant Singh,

Vill. Khillan, P.O. Kot Lallu,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa-151505.                                               Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal .Dakala Public School,

 Dakala, Distt. Patiala. 

                                             Respondent                                                      

CC No.3345 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Amaninder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Principal  Dakala, Public School  Dakala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Complainant
Shri Amaninder Singh, s/o Shri Bhagwant Singh, Vill. Khillan, P.O. Kot Lallu, Tehsil & Distt. Mansa vide an RTI application addressed to the Principal Dakala Public School,  Dakala, Distt. Patiala, sought an information regarding  “ngq?b 2000 s'A b? e/ j[D se nkgih d/ ;e{b ftu fB:[es oj/ gh Nh nkJh nfXnkgeK d/ j/m fby/ t?ot/ fds/ ikD. (U) fojkfJ; gsk (n) sBykj gqkgs eoB dk ;p{s (J) nfXnkge jkioh ofi;NoK dh s;dhe ;[dk ekgh (;) fJBk nfXekgeK ftu' fiBk d/ siopk ;oNhfce/N DEO(SE) gfNnkbk s'A tA?ohckJh eotkJ/ rJ/ jB, dh ;{uh.”  Failing to get any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 9.11.2011. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 
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2.
 Principal of  Dakala Public School Dakala vide her letter dated 8.9.2011 sent a reply to this court that the said  information could not be provided to the complainant as the  entire  record was in the personal custody of the Chairman of the School who has since expired in  January, 2009.

3.
PIO-cum- Principal Dakala Public School, Dakala is directed to furnish an affidavit duly attested by the Notary Public before the next date of hearing i.e. 23.2.2012, giving the facts of the case, in support of her version. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                             Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amaninder Singh, 

s/o Shri Bhagwant Singh,

Vill. Khillan, P.O. Kot Lallu,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa-151505.

                                        Complainant

Vs.      
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer

(Secondary Education), Patiala
                                                   Respondent   
CC No.3346 of 2011
Present:
Shri   Amaninder Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Complainant
Shri Amaninder Singh, s/o Shri Bhagwant Singh, Vill. Khillan, P.O. Kot Lallu, Tehsil & Distt. Mansa vide an RTI application addressed to the PIO O/O District Education Officer,(SE) Patiala, sought an information regarding “ngq?b 2000 s'A b? e/ j[D se gfNnkbk fib/ ftu  fB:[es oj/ gqkJht/N ;e{bK d/ gh Nh nkJh nfXnkgeK fiBk d/ siopk ;oNhfce/N nkg ih tb'A  tA?ohckJh ehs/ rJ/ jB, d/ ekoiekb ns/ fojkfJ;h gs/ dhnK s;dhe ;[dk ekghnK. Failing to get any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 9.11.2011. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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CC-3346/11                                               -2-
2.

Shri Amanindeer Singh, complainant, present today,  states that he has not received the requisite information from the PIO o/o DEO (SE) Patiala, up till now.

3.
 
None is present on behalf of the respondent. 

4.

PIO-cum- DEO (SE) Patiala  is hereby directed  to send the requisite information to the complainant within 10 days under intimation to this court. It is made clear that If correct and complete information is not provided to the complainant within the above specified period, the PIO o/o DEO (SE) Patiala shall have to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. 23.2.2012 and to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20(1) and 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him. 


5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-2-2012 at 11.00 A.M.

6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









 Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




          ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



     State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Sampurangarh, P.O. Masingan

Tehsil & distt. Patiala.






Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Food Supplies Controller,

Pariala. 

                                                                            Respondent                                                      

CC No.3364 of 2011
Present:
Shri    Rajinder Singh ,Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Complainant Shri Rajinder Singh vide an RTI application dated 15.11.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o District Food and Supplies Controller, Patiala, sought an information on 13 points  relating to Guru Har Rai Indane Service, Bhunerheri, Distt. Patiala. Failing to get timely response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 15.11.2011. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 

2.

During hearing to-day, Shri Rajinder Singh, complainant, states that he has not received the requisite information from the PIO o/o D.F.S.C. Patiala, up till now
3.

Neither the PIO nor any representative on his behalf is present
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today in the court. Serious view is taken for non supply of information and absence of Respondent in the court also. 
4.

PIO –cum- District Food Supplies Controller is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks from the date of order, under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala shall have to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e.on 23.2.2012 and is also directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) and  19 (8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information despite the fact the notice of hearing for to day was also delivered to him by the complainant himself. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.-2-2012 at 11.00 A.M.

7.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.


       Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




          ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.12. 2011



     State Information Commissioner  
