STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99157-43589)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ajit Singh,

Village Kala Nangal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur  





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur (Pb).




                       …..Respondent

CC- 2948/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kulwinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Hira Lal, Superintendent (98723-48300)



A written submission has been made by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (dated 02.02.2011) wherein it is stated: -

“I, R.P. Singh, PCS, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur-cum-PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, do hereby submit as under: 

1.
That the above said CC is fixed for hearing on 03.02.2011.

2.
That the mutation no. 1566 of village Kala Nangal was entered by Sh. Mohan Lal, Sub-Inspector of Consolidation Department, on 04.02.1979 and not by the Revenue Department which was later on rejected by the Asstt. Collector 1st Grade for not producing the copy of order dated 03.02.1956 by the parties or by the Department of Consolidation.

3.
That the staff of the District Record Room has been deputed to trace out the file pertaining to the order dated 03.02.1956 passed by the Consolidation Officer.

4.
That the copy of order asked by the complainant is more than 50 years old and is not available at this stage. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the copy of the order will be supplied to the complainant as and when it will be traced out.”



Complainant states that he wants a copy of the order dated 03.02.1956 on the basis of which the mutation in question was entered by the
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Consolidation Officer.   On this, respondent present states that they have not been able to trace out the same.  He also states that vide office-order dated 21.01.2011, the Officer In charge, Record Room Branch, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur has been ordered to vigorously trace out the said order.  Respondent further assures the Commission that they are already monitoring the exercise so that the relevant document, which is likely to benefit a majority of the residents of village Kala Nangal, is traced out, and requests more time for the same, which is granted.


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of orders be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh Mor,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 7,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh







      …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Public Health Centre Suzo,

Nawanshahr 

2.
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Nawanshahr






…..Respondents

AC- 884/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Dr. Ninderjit Singh (98141-72416) along with Sh. Nirmal Singh (98144-18891)



In the earlier hearing dated 20.12.2010, it was recorded as under: 
“Respondent states that information on all points except point no (d) has already been supplied and the information on point no. (d) is available with the office of Director Health & Family Welfare and the same will be provided to Sh. Jasbir Singh Mor within a week’s time. 

Complainant is also directed to intimate the Commission if information provided till date is to his satisfaction.”



Respondent present states that as regards the information on point no. (d), he has provided the procedure of recruitment as M.P.H.W.  Only an attested copy of the relevant advertisement remains to be provided.  He further stated they had written to the Civil Surgeon who in turn has requested the office of Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab and even sent a reminder on 12.01.2011 regarding a copy of the advertisement.   He also states that it can only be provided if they receive it from the office of Director because it pertains to the year 1991.



Appellant was not present in any of the hearings conducted so far.  However, one final opportunity is granted to him to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided and the assurance of Dr. Ninderjit in today’s hearing.   If nothing is heard from the appellant by
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the next hearing, it will be presumed that he is satisfied and the matter shall accordingly be disposed of. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






      …..Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Jalandhar.



                                      
  …..Respondent

AC- 648/2010

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



It was recorded as under, in the earlier hearing dated 20.12.2010: -

“In the earlier hearing, DTO Jalandhar was directed to appear in person in today’s hearing.  Today, neither she is present nor has any communication been received.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to supply complete information to the appellant as per his original application.”



Sh. Jasbir Singh states that no information has been provided to him so far in response to his original application dated 10.09.2009 despite the fact that a long period of approx. a year and a half has passed.    He requests for imposition of penalty on the respondent.    For suffering mental detriments, he prays for award of suitable compensation as well.



It is also noted that despite issuing a Show Cause Notice to the DTO, Jalandhar - Ms. Babita Kaler on 25.10.2010, respondent has failed to provide any information and even to communicate anything to the Commission.



Ms. Babita Kaler, DTO Jalandhar when contacted over the telephone today, stated she has no knowledge of the case.  Even when she was informed that in the hearing on 13.10.2010, ADTO Jalandhar Sh. Mohinder Pal had appeared, she still insisted she has no knowledge of the matter.  Directions are given to Ms. Babita Kaler, DTO Jalandhar to provide complete and relevant information to Sh. Jasbir Singh within a week’s time and to appear personally in the next hearing to explain her stand.


For further proceedings, to come up on 28.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Geeta Rani

w/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22,

Ward No. 5-6,

Park Road,

Dhuri. 








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 3134 of 2008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Surjeet Singh, Sr. Asstt., office of Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab, Rattan Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o DPI (SE), Ms. Sushma Devi, Asstt. Director (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Bala, Senior Asstt. 


A Memo. No. 17/15-10SP(2) dated 17.01.2011 has been presented by the respondents which is addressed by the Director Education Department (EE), Punjab to the District Education Officer (SE), SAS Nagar with a copy to the Commission and reads as under: -

“As per records of this office, Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, has, in different cases, levied penalty on Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE), Mohali, as detailed below:

	Sr. No.
	CC /  AC No.
	Name
	Penalty Amount (Rs)
	Date

	1
	1030/2008
	Sh. Tejinder Singh
	25,000
	15.07.2010

	2
	3134/2008
	Ms. Geeta Rani
	18,000
	19.07.2010

	3
	1616/2008
	O.P. Gulati
	4,500
	19.07.2010

	4
	570/2008
	Sham Lal
	17,000
	26.07.2010

	5
	343/2008
	Rupinder Garg
	3,325
	02.08.2010

	6
	2328/2008
	Kirpal Chand
	20,000
	02.08.2010

	
	Total
	
	87,825
	


Since the penalty upon Ms. Surjit Kaur has been imposed in the cases pertaining to the period she was posted with the Director
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Education Deptt. (SE), further information from DPI (SE) should also be obtained regarding penalty imposed on her and the amount be clubbed with the above amount.  We are providing information only in respect of the cases pending in this office.    The amount of penalty be recovered from salary payable to Ms. Surjit Kaur and deposited in the State treasury and receipt tendered before the Hon’ble Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. 24.01.2011 and a copy of the same be sent to this office, before the said date i.e. 24.01.2011.”



Another letter dated 03.02.2011 has been submitted by the respondent which is from the office of District Education Officer (S.E.) Mohali, and reads as under: 

“Regarding penalty imposed upon DEO (EE) Mohali Ms. Surjit Kaur, a sum of Rs. 14,700/- has been recovered from Bill No. 215 dated 02.02.2011 from the salary for the month of January, 2011 payable to her.  A copy of the bill and schedule is annexed.  The remainder shall be recovered from the monthly salary bills of the DEO (EE).  This is for your information please.”



Respondent present assured the court that the remaining amount shall be recovered from the monthly salaries of Ms. Surjeet Kaur, DEO (EE) as proposed and when the final instalment is recovered, the Commission shall be intimated about the same.



Regarding the penalty of Rs. 7,000/- recoverable from Sh. J.S. Sidhu, Deputy Director (Retd.), Sh. Rattan Singh who is present on behalf of DPI (SE) stated that they have already initiated the process of deducting this amount form the gratuity payable to Sh. Sidhu.



Information in the instant case already stands provided.



In view of what has been recorded above, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Respondent is once again directed to inform the Commission as and when the final instalment towards the penalty amount is recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali and the amount of Rs. 7,000/- from the gratuity payable to Sh. J.S. Sidhu, as  submitted by them above.  

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98729-68533)

Sh. Davinder Singh
s/o Sh. Bhupinder Singh

Backside of Gandhi School,

Ram Sharnam Road,

Ahmedgarh,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Sangrur.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 1974 of 2008

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Surjeet Singh, Sr. Asstt. (95010-37272), Tejinder Singh, Supdt., office of DEO (SE) Mohali, Rattan Singh, Sr. Asstt., office of DPI (SE); Ms. Sushma Devi, Asstt. Director (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Bala, Senior Asstt. 



In the hearing on 20.12.2010, it was recorded as under: -
“Copy of receipted challan dated 13.04.2010 has been received whereby an amount of Rs. 12,500/- has been deposited towards penalty by Sh. Ajit Singh, Registrar Education.”



Now only a sum of Rs. 12,500/- remains to be recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali.   



Respondent present assured the court that the remaining amount shall be recovered from the monthly salaries of Ms. Surjeet Kaur, DEO (EE) and when it is recovered, the Commission shall be duly intimated.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

(94171-15187)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30A, Ramgali N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana. 







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (98766-33743)

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, SCO No. 95-97,

Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.







  ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1134 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Surjeet Singh, Sr. Asstt. (95010-37272), Tejinder Singh, Supdt., office of DEO (SE) Mohali, Rattan Singh, Sr. Asstt., office of DPI (SE); Ms. Sushma Devi, Asstt. Director (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Bala, Senior Asstt. 



In the instant case, in the hearing on 15.07.2010, it was recorded that the amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 25,000/- was recoverable from different PIOs, as under: -



1.
Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu

Rs. 19,000/-



2.
Ms. Neelam Bhagat


Rs.   2,000/-



3.
Ms. Pankaj Sharma


Rs.   4,000/-



It is also noted that out of the total penalty imposed, an amount of Rs. 2,000/- already stands deposited in the State treasury on September 7/8, 2010 by Ms. Neelam Bhagat.




Regarding the recovery of penalty amount from Ms. Pankaj Sharma, in the hearing dated 20.12.2010, it was recorded as under: -

“Respondent further stated that a representation received from Ms. Pankaj Sharma was sent to the Govt. which has ordered an enquiry and asked for a report/ He stated that Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Deputy Director has been named as the Enquiry Officer.”  



Today, a letter No. 7/83-2010 S-1(5) dated 03.02.2011 from the Registrar, Education Department has been presented wherein it is stated: -



“Regarding CC No. 1134/2009 – Sh. Sham Lal Saini etc.
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In the matter, it is submitted as under: -

1.
As directed by the Hon’ble Commission, steps are being taken to recover the amount of penalty from Sh. J.s. Sidhu. 

2.
Regarding the penalty imposed on Ms. Pankaj Sharma, the enquiry has been entrusted to Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Sports).  She has informed in writing that the enquiry proceedings are already in progress (copy enclosed)”  



Regarding the penalty of Rs. 19,000/- recoverable from Sh. J.S. Sidhu, Deputy Director (Retd.), Sh. Rattan Singh who is present on behalf of DPI (SE) stated that they have already initiated the process of deducting this amount form the gratuity payable to Sh. Sidhu.



Respondents present stated that the matter is under their vigorous follow-up and the penalty amount in full will shortly be realized and deposited in the State Treasury.


For confirmation of compliance and further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97804-21447)

Sh. R.S. Randhawa,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 90,

District Courts,

Mansa.







 …..Complainant









 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 3004/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. R.S. Randhawa in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurmel Singh, clerk (94643-93480)



In the earlier hearing dated 20.12.2010, it was recorded: -

“Reply to the queries sought by the complainant are presented in the court.  Complainant is satisfied with the same.  However, the complainant seeks certified / attested copies of the same.”



Sh. Randhawa states that he had expressed his satisfaction on the assurance of respondent but the copies have not been attested so far. 


Sh. Gurmel Singh stated that he was asked by the Senior Asstt. Charanjit Kaur to carry the file with him and had said she would meet him in the court.   It has also been observed that the clerk present on behalf of the respondent is not in knowledge either of the facts of the case or of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    



Ms. Baljinder Kaur Brar who had appeared in the hearing on 20.12.2010 was contacted over the telephone who asserted that she had reported the proceedings to Ms. Tanu Kashyap who has already proceeded on leave.   She, however, assured that the documents desired shall be got attested and provided to the complainant.



Directions are given to the respondent the documents presented in the hearing on 20.12.2010 by Sh. Gurmeet Singh (containing point-wise replies to the queries of the complainant) be attested / certified.



Reply to the show cause notice issued on 20.12.2010 should also be submitted well before the next hearing.  
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For further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(90233-54134)

Sh. Jaswinder Singh

s/o Late Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Jaswant Di Hatti,

Tehsil Bazar,

Tarn Taran – 143401





…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.





                       …..Respondent

CC- 2997/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jaswinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 



In the earlier hearing dated 20.12.2010, it was recorded:

“In the earlier hearing dated 23.11.2010, Sh. Jasbir Singh, PCS, DTO-PIO Amritsar was issued a notice to explain why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the expenses incurred by him in attending the hearings of the Commission.    

No reply to the show cause notice has been submitted by the PIO.  One more opportunity is granted to submit written reply to the show cause notice failing which further proceedings as per records available shall be taken in the matter.”



Yet no one is present on behalf of the respondent and no intimation whatsoever has been received.  It is also noted that in the hearings dated 08.11.2010 and 20.12.2010, respondent chose not to attend the hearing.  Even in the hearing on 23.11.2010, only a clerk was deputed.



It will be in the fitness of things to award a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) to the complainant who has to travel from Tarn Taran, a distant place to attend the hearings in Chandigarh, for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information, in exercise of the powers conferred in Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, which is extracted as under: -

“19(8)
(b) 
In its decision, the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, has the power to – 
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Require the Public Authority to compensate the complainant for any loss or other detriment suffered.”

The amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e. District Transport Officer, Amritsar before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.


Sh. Jaswinder Singh shall inform the Commission when the amount of compensation is paid to him.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 


  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98144-40385)

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar Kaura

(Retd. Lecturer)

5-C, Phase I,

Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana - 141010




        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare 

Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, 


Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh. 



  …Respondents
AC- 1143/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Supinder Singh (80542-99799).



Vide request dated 14.09.2010, appellant sought the following information: 



“Ref. Memo. 29/135/07-06E2/4606 dated 04.08.2010:


1.
List of cases of the doctors based on the wrong recommendations of the placement committee;


2.
List of the doctors whose placement review has been conducted;


3.
List of doctors whose placement review is pending.


4.
Copy of the noting vide which the letter dated 04.08.2010 was dealt with. 


5.
Copy of the forwarding letter.”



When no response was received, the first appeal was filed with the appellate authority on 29.10.2010.  However, still not getting any information, the instant second appeal has been preferred with the Commission vide letter dated 06.12.2010 (received in the office on 13.12.2010).



Respondent present states that complete information to his satisfaction as per original application dated 14.09.2010 has been provided to Sh. Kaura against acknowledgement.    Appellant when contacted over the telephone confirmed the same.
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Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94638-66772)

Sh. Rajinder Bhatia,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 158,

New Courts Complex,

Jalandhar – 144001





           … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Medical Superintendent,

Civil Hospital,

Jalandhar City.
.





    …Respondent

CC- 3763/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rohit Kumar, clerk (98723-80256)



Vide letter dated 30.08.2010, complainant sought the following information from the Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar -

“Information from April 2005 till present.

1.
The day, month and year of establishment of the blood bank situated in Civil Hospital, Jalandhar. 

2.
Copy of the document showing capacity of the said blood bank for keeping the units of blood.  Name and address of any non-governmental organization / association helping its maintenance.  Total expenses for the maintenance of this blood bank, cost to the State exchequer in the period relates to this application.  Yearly details kindly be furnished.  The yearly details of income, if any by any means, please also be supplied separately. 

3.
Blood donation camps organized by the competent public authority at Jalandhar in the period relating this RTI Application.  Name of NGOS cooperated in organization of these camps.  Monthly details kindly be supplied. 

4.
Copy of the rules /procedure for release of blood units to public.  The blood units released by the Blood bank, in contravention of the said rules in the period relevant to this application, the reasons thereof. 

5.
Copy of rules / laws regarding expiry of blood units.  In the period relevant to this application, how many units of blood could not be released to the needy public due to expiry of the same.  Number of units of blood disposed off due to the expiry of the same.    Copy of rules / laws / procedure prescribed for disposing of the expired units of blood.
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6.
Number of units of blood supplied by the blood bank, in question, to other blood banks on demand or otherwise and to private hospitals, situated in the State of Punjab on demand or otherwise. 

7.
No. of units of blood collected by the concerned authorities, in the period relevant to this application.  Yearly details please be supplied.  The information sought by the applicant in Para no. 6 kindly be supplied separately.”



The said office, vide letter dated 09.09.2010 transferred the application to the Civil Hospital, Jalandhar under section 6(3) of the Act, with a copy to the complainant.   Complainant submitted that reminders were also sent to the PIO o/o Civil Hospital, Jalandhar.  When no response was received, the present complaint with the Commission has been filed vide letter dated 08.12.2010 (received in the office on 14.12.2010).



Respondent present states that complete information has already been provided to Sh. Bhatia, personally.



Complainant, who was not present today, was contacted over the telephone.  He said though complete information has been received by him, he demanded compensation and also insisted on levying penalty on the respondent for the delay since he had made the application for information way back on 30.08.2010.


Therefore, PIO – Dr. Balbir Singh is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94638-66772)

Sh. Lalit Kumar

s/o Sh. Hemraj Goyal

301/15, Jattan Patti,

Samana – 147101





 
  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE)

Sangrur.
.






   …Respondent

CC- 3760/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lalit Kumar in person. 


None for the respondent.



Following information was sought from the respondent by the complainant vide his request dated 18.01.2010: 

“Merit list of general category female E.T.T. for the district of Sangrur regarding 3311 posts of teachers notified in December 2001.”



Complainant submits that even a reminder was sent to the respondent on 26.04.2010.  When no response was received, the present complaint came to be filed with the Commission (received in the office on 14.12.2010)



Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.



No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
