STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. J.S.Sandhu, Gen Secy.,

C-2107, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amrtisar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 437 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. J.S.Sandhu, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Davinder Kumar, Junior Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that the information supplied to him is without a forwarding letter. He desired that information only in respect of ‘C’ block be supplied to him. Respondent has agreed that the needful will be done within 3 days. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

# 142,Sec-29, CHD Road,

Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

                             CC No. 2380 of 2007



Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Gurinder Singh Sodhi, E.O., O/o Improvement Trust, 



     Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Gurinder Singh Sodhi, E.O. states that  he has recently joined and has requested that one more opportunity  be given so that grievances of the Complainant are removed  and information as available  in the record is provided to him.  Keeping in view the request of the E.O, one more opportunity is granted for providing information to the Complainant. It is also informed that this is the last opportunity, as eight hearings have already taken place and inspite of orders of the Commission still information has not been supplied to the Complainant.

3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Kumar,

S/o Sh. Dari Mall,

R/o St.Dr.Des Raj Ward No.17,

Mandi Harzi Ram Malout.

Tehsil-Malout

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DAV College Malout,

Distt-Mukatsar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 351 of 2008




Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Rajan, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant was basically inquiring about the details of Rs. 52/- deducted from his dues. As directed on the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that there was a dispute of Rs.52/- (Fifty Two Rupees Only) and the same has already been paid to him. He  further states that infact Appellant wants to cause just harassment for the Management and the information was not so important and was also not having any public interest. However, the information was supplied from the available record.  The amount was also paid just to defuse the tension and in order to avoid uncalled for litigation. The Appellant is misusing the provision of the RTI Act to enter into legal proceedings for small amount of Rs.52/- (Fifty Two Rupees Only). He has not suffered any loss rather he has caused loss to the college by dragging the authority into uncalled for legal proceeding under the RTI Act.

3.
Keeping in view the justification given by the Respondent, I am of the view that in this case no compensation is to be paid for and no penalty is to be imposed on the PIO. No further action is required.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

556, Green Model Town,

Near Indra Park, Jalandhar City.
        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh, SCO-95-97, Sec-17-D,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 318 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Smt. Pankaj Sharma, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, PIO was directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for not providing the information within prescribed time. In today’s hearing, PIO has filed an affidavit stating that the said delay is due to shortage of staff in the office of the Director of Public Instructions (Secondary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh. The seat of the dealing Assistant is lying vacant and only make shift arrangements were being made from time to time and also the information has to be collected from the old files which consumed a more time and some of the information was also to be collected from different branches also and all this has resulted in delay in supplying the information.

3.
Keeping in view, the reply of the PIO, I am satisfied and feel that no penalty is liable to be imposed on the PIO. However, Appellant should be compensated for the delay suffered by him for not getting the information in time. Accordingly, I award compensation of Rs.1000/- to be paid to the Appellant within two weeks. This compensation is to be paid by the department. PIO is warned to be careful in future. 
Contd…P-2
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This time a lenient view has been taken keeping in view the submission made by the Respondent in his affidavit. No further action is required.

4.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagan Nath,

S/o Sh. Ralla Ram,

# 274, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna.

.
        …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR  NO. 43 Of 2008

In

CC No. 1298 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sunil Verma, PIO-cum-Accountant, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Applicant states that he has also sought information from Improvement Trust, Khanna who vide their letter no. 215 dated 11.03.2008, has informed him that no court case is pending so far as plot no. 273-274 in Narottam Nagar, Khanna is concerned. 

3.
Respondent states that Improvement Trust, Khanna vide their letter no. 1135-36 dated 14.12.2007, has intimated that there is a dispute in the owner ship, and  legal advice is being sought from the Govt. Respondent further states that where there is no dispute the entries of ownership are made in TS-1 form. In this case as Improvement Trust has not issued no objection, so entries regarding the ownership in TS-1 form can not be made.


4.
It is observed that Improvement Trust has given two contradictory version to Municipal Council & Sh. Rajinder Kumar. On one hand they have given information to Sh. Rajinder Kumar that no Court case is pending for plot no. 273-74 where as they have written to Municipal Council that there is a dispute and legal advice is being obtained from the Govt.

Contd….P-2
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5.
Municipal Council, Khanna is directed to get clarification from the Improvement Trust, Khanna in this regard and correct information be supplied to Sh. Rajinder Kumar regarding making entry of ownership in TS-1 form of plot no. 273-74 within one moth from the receipt of order of the Commission.

6.
As directed, Respondent has shown the dispatch register and it is observed that entry of letter no. 4397-4399 dated 20.12.2007 exists in the despatch register. No further action is required.,  

7.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shukla Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2321 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Gurinder Singh Sodhi, E.O., O/o Improvement Trust, 



     Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last hearing, E.O. of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana was directed to personally present to explain the arrangements made in the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to deal with the RTI applications. Mr. Gurinder Singh Sodhi , E.O. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana  states that the PIO has been changed and now Sh. Subhash Gupta, Asstt. Trust Engineer has been designated as PIO and the Superintendent has been designated as APIO and one clerk has been attached with the Superintendent to deal with the RTI applications. E.O. states that in future every effort will be made to deal with the RTI applications on priority. 

3.
As regards considering the request of Complainant for compensation which he had made in earlier hearings and for imposing penalty for not supplying the information in time and harassment suffered by him. Sh. Paramjit Singh, Superintendent was directed to file an affidavit.
Contd…P-2
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4.
 Sh. Paramjit Singh, Superintendent has submitted in his affidavit that the Complainant has filed application for information on 13.11.07 and reply to his application was given on 19.02.08 and 23.04.08. The reply could not be given in time due to rush of work in the office.  The reason given by the Superintendent (Sh. Paramjit Singh) for the delay in supplying the information is not satisfactory and therefore, I am of the view that he cannot be exonerated from the imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 
5.
Keeping in view the delay in supplying the information and the harassment suffered by the Complainant a penalty  of Rs.2000/- (Two Thousand Only) is imposed on Sh. Paramjit Singh,  Sales Superintendent  and a compensation of Rs.3000/- (Three Thousand Only) is awarded to the Complainant  for harassment suffered by him as cost of his six visits to the Commission. This compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority. Respondent is directed to pay the compensation and recover the amount of penalty from the salary of Sh. Paramjit Singh, Suptd., within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission

6
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corporation,

Council, Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Missian Road,

Pathankot.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Public Health, RWS, Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 548 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh,  Sub Divisional Engineer, O/o Executive Engineer, Public Health, RWS, Gurdaspur on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has sent a request by fax that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. Respondent states that Appellant has sought information vide his application   dated 06.08.08 and in response to this application, Appellant was requested vide letter no. 5448 dated 20.08.08 to deposit Rs. 45,690/- alongwith a self addressed envelop duly stamped. The Appellant did not deposit any money for supplying the information.  After the receipt of the Respondents letter, Appellant vide his letter no. ACC/753 dated 11.10.08, requested that he may be allowed to inspect the record. Respondent states that this letter was not received in their office.  Respondent further states that since Appellant has neither  deposited the money as intimated by him to supply the required information nor  also not come for today’s hearing, his motive is just to harass the department and waste the precious working time of the concerned officers.  Respondent has further stated that Sub Divisional Engineer and Superintendent have come all the way to attend the Commission and Appellant has deliberately not attended today’s hearing and further 
Contd…P-2

-2-

requested that application of the Appellant be dismissed for not depositing the required fee as the cost of documents to be supplied. .

3.
As the Appellant has not deposited the requisite fee as intimated by the Respondent and also failed to attend the hearing.  The appeal in this case is dismissed. Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla,

S/o Sh. Krishan Gopal Bhalla,

H.No-106, W.No.15, Bhalla Street,

Sangrur.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Sec), Pb,

Chandigarh, SCO-95-97,

Sector-17/D, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 520 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has sought information regarding change of name of Model High School, Sangrur to Adarsh Model Senior Secondary School, Sangrur. He basically sought this information from DEO (SE) , Sangrur.  DEO (SE) forwarded the application to the Principal of Adarsh Model Secondary School, Sangrur to supply the information. The Principal, of Adarsh Model Secondary School, Sangrur informed vide their letter no. 2251 dated 25.08.08 to DEO that no information regarding change of name of school is available with them. However, she has confirmed that the name of the school was changed in the year 1990-91 and Sh. Ram Lal Bhalla, served this school from 14.05.98 to 24.05.05 and during the said period, when he himself was in the service of school he had never inquired about the reasons for the change of the name of school and now after leaving the job from the school he is unnecessarily creating harassment of the School Management on one pretext or the other, unnecessarily without any fruitful reasons.  She 
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has further stated that Mr. Ram Pal being the ex-employee of the school is deliberately demanding the record which is not in the custody of school.

3.
Appellant is not present in spite of the fact that a notice of personal hearing was issued but he has not availed the same. No further action is required.
4.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009

CC: District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Sagar Singla,

# 17042, Aggarwal Colony,

Bathinda.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary Education),

Bathida.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.516 of 2008





Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Sagar Singla, the Appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that complete information as sought by him in his application has not been supplied to him He further requested that action should be taken against the PIO for not providing the information as asked for. He has also demanded compensation for the delay in supplying the information.  He further states that he has sought information from the O/o DPI (SE) Pb, Chandigarh but intentionally his application was sent to DEO, Bathinda just to harass him. In fact the information was to be given by the DPI office only.  Since, the information is to be provided by the O/o DPI (SE) Pb, copy of the order be sent to the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb, also with the directions to supply the complete information to the Appellant as sought by him in his application within 10 days from the receipt of this order.   
 

3.
Adjourned for 20.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
CC: DPI(SE) Pb., Chandigarh SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Suresh Jain,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

# 6378, Pujjan Wala,

Chowk, Bathinda-151001.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, 

Mukatsar. Punjab.

……………………………..Respondent

 AC No. 528 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Suresh Jain, the Appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has sent the information to the Commission by fax but copy of the same has not been sent to the Appellant. Respondent has also sent a copy of letter dated 24.06.08, intimating the Appellant to send a self addressed envelop duly stamped so that the information be sent to him by Registered post.

3.
Appellant has submitted that after receiving the Respondents letter regarding sending self addressed registered envelop, he has sent a postal order of Rs. 25/- on 09.08.08 as the fee for sending the information.

4.
Copy of the sought for information sent by the Respondent to the Commission has been delivered to the Appellant in the Commission today and he is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, within week to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies, if any, pointed out by the Appellant before the next date of hearing 

Contd…P-2
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5.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
Note:
Smt. Meena Jaggi, PIO appeared after the hearing and states that her vehicle was broke down on the way and it took some time to locate the office because she is coming to the Commission for the first time. She further states that all the information is ready, the same will be sent to the Appellant immediately and, if any, deficiencies if any pointed out by the Appellant will be attended to promptly and reply will be sent to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

Sd/-
  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhajan Singh,

S/o Master Butta Singh,

V& PO-Harsi Pind,

Via- Budhi Pind,

Distt- Hoshiarpur.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Hoshiarpur

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 539 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Bhajan Singh, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Kulbir Singh, Block Educator, O/o Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur 


    on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that he has filed an application on 17.07.08 to PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon Officer (CMO), Hoshiarpur to provide the utilization certificate of the grant of Rs. 2.0 Lacs., given to the Panchayat by the CMO for Community Award Scheme. PIO-cum-CMO, Hoshiarpur vide his letter no. RTI/08/300-301 dated 01.08.08 directed SMO, PHC, Tanda, Hoshiarpur to provide the information. SMO, Tanda, Hoshiarpur vide his letter no. 1208 & 1209 dated 16.09.08 informed the Appellant as well as the CMO that the original utilization certificate has already been sent to Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur vide no. 288 dated 21.04.1999.  
3.
Since, the Appellant has filed application for information to the CMO, Hoshiarpur and the grant has also been given by the CMO, Hoshiarpur, the case is remanded to the CMO, Hoshiarpur to give the information as sought by the Appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
Contd…P-2
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4.
In case the said information is not provided to the Appellant, he is free to approach to the Commission regarding non-receipt of information and for taking further action against the PIO O/o CMO, Hoshiarpur under RTI Act 2005.
5.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Coruprtion,

Council, Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Construction Division,

No.1, Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 547 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Jaswant Singh, Section Division Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant is absent. He has sent a fax massage that due to sudden domestic work, he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has requested for another date. Respondent states that information sought for by the Appellant has already been supplied to him vide letter no. 3170 dated 13.10.2008. Appellant was also requested that in case he wants to see any record he may visit their office on any working day with prior intimation. Accordingly, Appellant requested vide his letter dated 17.10.2008 to give him time for inspection. In response to his letter, Respondent vide his letter no. 3416 dated 24.10.2008, directed him to visit his office on 05.11.2008 at 11.00 AM but the Appellant neither visited the office on the appointed date or time nor sought any other date for inspection. Respondent further states that all the information has already been supplied to 
the Appellant. Respondent further states that today again Appellant has not attended the hearing deliberately and he just creating harassment to the department. 
3.
Keeping in view, the request of the Respondent, the case is remanded to the first Appellate Authority Sh. Ashok Gupta, Superintendent Engineer (Construction Circle) Amrtisar, with the directions to give a hearing to the Appellant and information relating to any deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant be provided to him. No further action is required.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sukhdeep Kaur Jassar,

D/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

H.No. 2, Ghuman Colony,

Bhupindera Road,

Patiala.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Mata Sahib Kaur,

Khalsa Girls College & Education,

Dhamo Majra, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2353/2008

         and

MR No. 110 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Inderdeep Singh, H/o Smt. Sukhdeep Kaur, the Complainant



(ii) Dr. Santokh Singh Parmar, Principal  on behalf of the 



     
Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Inderdeep Singh, H/o Smt. Sukhdeep Kaur states that he has been authorized by Smt. Sukhdeep Kaur to attend hearing on her behalf and have already submitted his authorization in the earlier hearing. Respondent states that all the information as sought for has been supplied to the Complainant and further states that CC No. 2353 of 2008 and MR-110 of 2008 are similar.  Complainant states that he has filled two different applications and information sought is different in both the applications and further states that he has already pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent with respect to his second complaint and requested that Respondent be ordered to supply him the information.  Since his second application is not available, he has been asked to file another complaint 
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for consideration by the Commission. As far his CC-2253 of 2008 and MR-110/2008 is concerned information stands supplied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh, Reporter,

Plot No. 39, New Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill- Bholapur Jabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt- Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2540 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER


Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 17.01.09  that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

2.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajan Singla,

Akhil Bhartiya Grahak,

Panchayat, Bathinda.

# 2679-B, Tilak Bhawan

G.T. Road, Bathinda.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 527 of 2008



Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Tirath Ram, XEN, O/o Commissioner, Municipal 



      Corporation, Bathinda on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant and he has shown his signatures as token of receipt of information. Appellant is absent. He was provided an opportunity of hearing, which he has not availed of. It is, therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Coruprtion,

Council, Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.

              …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 550 of 2008

Present:
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii)  Dr. Vijay Arora, Assistant Civil Surgeon on behalf of the 



    Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant is absent. He has sent a fax message that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has requested for another date.  Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant. Respondent further states that Appellant vide his letter no. ACC/ 894 dated 28.12.08 have pointed out some deficiencies in the information. He promised that the revised information will be sent to the Appellant within a week.
3.
Adjourned to 26.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd January, 2009
