STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 98  of 2014

 Date of decision 07.02.2014
Sh. Jang Singh S/o Sh. Rann Singh,
Village Badshapur Colony, P.O. Dhedhal,

Tehsil Samana, District- Patiala.





 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Director, Veterinary Animal Husbandry, Punjab
Patiala. 








 ....Respondent

Present:
Sh. Jang Singh, complainant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. K.P.S. Pasricha, Veterinary Officer-cum- APIO. 
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 17.10.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 7 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 23.12.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 07.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant states that he has not yet received the information from the  PIO office of Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala sought vide his RTI application dated 17.10.2013.  

4.   Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO is present in the Commission at today's hearing and states that the RTI applicant has sought information about one Dr.  Manjit Singh, Veterinary Officer.  
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He clarifies that the applicant was intimated vide letter No.1699, dated 27.11.2013 mentioning therein that no officer by the name of Dr. Manjit Singh, Veterinary officer is working in Veterinary Hospital, Sunam. He further states that since the requisite information has been provided to the applicant the case may be disposed of.

5. After hearing both the parties, it emerges that the appellant has sought information   about one Dr. Manjit Singh, Veterinary officer posted in Animal Husbandry Department at Sunam but, as a matter of fact, no such officer of the designation of veterinary officer is working at Sunam and the information-seeker had already been intimated accordingly vide letter dated 27.11.2013. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 119 of 2014 

Date of decision 07.02.2014

Sh. Aman Singh,

Village Mainn, P.O. Sular
Tehsil & District- Patiala.






 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sanour, Tehsil & District- Patiala.





 ....Respondent

Present:
Sh. Aman Singh, complainant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sadhu Ram, Superintendent. 

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 18.04.2012 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding total grant sanctioned and details of expenditure thereof from 2008 to 2012 in respect of village Mainn block Sanour. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 26.12.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 07.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant states that though he has received the information to some extent but exact amount of expenditure on each development work has not been provided by the respondent.
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4. The respondent tenders in writing that the information as available on record has been provided to the RTI applicant. He further states that as regards  details of expenditure incurred on each development work, the entry of exact amount can be availed from the  measurement book prepared by the concerned J.E. It is further mentioned therein that the enquiry against the development works of this village is being conducted by District Development & Panchayat Officer (DDPO),  Patiala and the measurement book is presently with the DDPO in regard to that enquiry and as such, it is not possible to provide it to the applicant. 

5. After hearing both the parties it is observed that the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 121 of 2014 

Date of decision 07.02.2014
Sh. Sukhdev Kaushal,

R/o # 3757/5, Lehal Colony, 

Near Shivalik School, Patiala.       





…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Government Dental College,

Patiala. 
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal, Government Dental College,

Patiala.






          

..Respondent
Present:
Sh. Sukhdev Kaushal, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Dr. Anuradha Pathak, PIO and Sh. Navjot Singh Khurana for FAA. 

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 05.03.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 32 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 12.08.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 27.12.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that he withdraws the appeal as he has already got the requisite information to his satisfaction.
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4.
The  PIO and the authorized representative of the department are present in the Commission at today's hearing and state that the reply to the Notice of Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. RTI-2014/489 dated 03.02.2014 and copy thereof has already been sent to the appellant. The respondent further states that now no more information is pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be closed. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent to the satisfaction of the former. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 131 of 2014 

Date of decision 07.02.2014
Sh. Buta Ram Mahajan,

V.P.O. Narot Jaimal Singh,
Tehsil & District- Pathankot-145026.




 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.








 ....Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent. 
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 30.07.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding attested photocopies of bills invoices of purchases made for College during 2011-12 and 2012-13. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 27.12.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 07.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant is not present in the Commission. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 3042 dated 05.02.2014 expressing his inability to attend the hearing.
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He further states that the RTI applicant had sought voluminous information which he has brought in original in the Commission for inspection. Since the complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission and he has been filing 
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number of complaints in the Commission and has never attended the hearing of the Commission. He further states that the RTI applicant has not filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority and as such, this complaint is not maintainable.   

5. After hearing the respondent and going through the reply filed by the PIO office of Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev, University, Amritsar it is observed that the complainant has sought voluminous information from the PIO. The PIO has provided some information to the RTI applicant. In case he is not satisfied with the information provided vide letter dated 05.02.2014 he is at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority. The Commission also observes that it is a case where no public interest in seeking the information seems to be depicted. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in its order dated 09.08.2011 in CBSE & Others Vs Aditya Bandopadhayay & others has held.

"
The Act should not be allowed to be misused or abused, to become a tool to obstruct the national development and integration, or to destroy the peace, tranquility and harmony among its citizens. Nor should it be converted into a tool of oppression or intimidation of honest officials striving to do their duty. The nation does not want a scenario where 75% of the staff of public authorities spends 75% 
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of their time in collecting and furnishing information to applicants instead of discharging their regular duties. The threat of penalties under the RTI Act and the pressure of the authorities under the RTI Act should not lead to employees of a public authorities prioritising ‘information furnishing’, at the cost of their normal and regular duties." 
6. In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint is hereby closed and disposed of. 

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 133 of 2014 

Sh. Manjit Kumar Sikand,
Alaknanda Cottage, 7-Shalimar Nagar,

Kothi No-298, Jodhha Mal Road,

Hoshiarpur-146001.







 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, D.A.V. College,

Hoshiarpur.








 ....Respondent

Present:
None present. 

ORDER

1.     Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing nor any intimation has been received from either about the reason of absence. 
2. The matter is adjourned for hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.       
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 146 of 2014 

Date of decision 07.02.2014

Sh. Vinay Sophat,

R/o # 136/1, B-12, Shah Pur Road, 

Ludhiana-141008.







      …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab,
Sector-62, Mohali.








..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Vinay Sophat, complainant, in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Inder Singh, Senior Assistant.  
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 21.12.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on point 4 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 30.12.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 07.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant states that the requisite information has been provided to him in the Commission today and that the information sent on 09.01.2014 has not been received by him. He further states that there is still some deficiency in the information provided today. 
4. The respondent states that the requisite information has already been sent to the RTI applicant vide letter dated 09.01.2014. He further states that since the applicant has not received the same, a set of information has again been given to him by hand in the Commission today. In the end, he states that if there is any deficiency the department is willing to remove.   
Cont……….p2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 146 of 2014 

5. After hearing both the parties it emerges that the requisite information was sent by the respondent to the RTI applicant vide letter dated 09.01.2014 which the RTI applicant has stated to be not received A set of information has been provided to the complainant today in the Commission and the respondent department has undertaken to remove the deficiency, if any.  The complainant shall be at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority if he is not satisfied with the response of the respondent PIO. In view of the foregoing, 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: 07.02.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 161 of 2014
Sh. Vinay Sophat,

R/o # 136/1, B-12, Shah Pur Road, 

Ludhiana-141008.







      …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab,

Sector-62, Mohali.








..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Vinay Sophat, complainant, in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Inder Singh, Senior Assistant.  

ORDER

1.   The complainant states that the requisite information has yet not been provided by the respondent.

2. Sh. Baljit Inder Singh, Senior Assistant who is present at hearing in the Commission in CC. No. 146 of 2014 states that the grant- in- aid branch headed by Sh. Jagtar Singh, Deputy Director is to deal with this RTI application.

3. After hearing both the parties, Sh. Jagtar Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO is hereby directed to attend the next hearing of the Commission failing which penal action against him shall be initiated. The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 02:00 PM.  
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 161 of 2013 
Sh. Rakesh Kumar S/o Nem Chand,

Cluster Incharge Emerging India Ltd. 

156, 2nd Floor, Leela Bhawan, 
Patiala.







……………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training (IT Wing), Punjab, 

Sector-36A, Chandigarh.
2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training (IT Wing), Punjab, 

Sector-36A, Chandigarh.


     …………..……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent:  Sh. Amrik Singh, Assistant Director –cum- APIO and Sh. Rashpal Singh, Junior Assistant office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab.
ORDER
1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However, a letter from him has been received in the Commission at diary no. 2483  dated 29.01.2014 that he shall not be able to attend the hearing on account of ill health. 
2. On the plea of the appellant the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.  
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 

Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1027 of 2013
Sh. Harish Kumar 

R/o RZ-213-L/17, Tughlakabad Extension,

Near Tara Apartments, New Delhi-110019

……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagroan.
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
Sh. Harish Kumar, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Kamaljeet Singh, Reader. 
ORDER  

1. The appellant states that he has already sent written submission dated 30.01.2014 in response to the reply submitted by the respondent.
2. The matter to come up for order on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1045 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)

PIN-125001






……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation Zone -D, 

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP.
ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 3304 dated 07.02.2014 stating therein that he has yet not received the information till date. He has further mentioned that penalty be imposed upon the respondent for not supplying the information and he may be awarded compensation.
2.
The respondent has submitted a letter dated 07.02.2014 stating therein that the requisite information was again provided to the appellant by registered post/ speed post on 01.02.2014 and he has further stated that the requisite information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 03.06.2013. He has also mentioned in the letter that information on para no 4,5 and 6 has again been provided vide letter dated 06.02.2014 by registered post and requests that the appeal case may be disposed of. 
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3.
After hearing the respondent, it emerges that the respondent has sent the information on para no. 4,5 & 6 again vide letter dated 06.02.2014 only through registered post.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1592 of 2013 
Date of decision 07.02.2014
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

#10904, Basant Road, Industrial -Area B,

Millerganj Ludhiana-141003.

     


……………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents
Present: 
Sh. Gulshan Kumar for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP Zone-D (99888-78890). 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 11.04.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 9 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 20.05.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 17.07.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.08.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant's representative states that the requisite information has already been provided and deficiency on  point no.2 has also been removed as pointed out.  

4.
The respondent states that the requisite information after removing the deficiency on point no.2 has been provided to the appellant. He further states that there was no malafide or intentional delay in providing the information and at the end, he requests that since the complete information has been provided to the appellant the case may be disposed of.
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 5.
After hearing both the parties it remerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The deficiency pointed out by the appellant in the information on point no.2 has also been removed by the respondent. After perusal of case file it appears that there is delay on part of the respondent in providing information though it is not intentional. The PIO office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is hereby cautioned to be careful in future while implementing the provisions of the RTI Act. In view of the foregoing, 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: 07.02.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1717 of 2013 

Sh. Hariom Parkash,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-14001.





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 






   ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP Zone-D (99888-78890).
ORDER
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 3298, dated 07.02.2014 that an adjournment may be given in this case.
2.  On the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2140 of 2013 

Dr. S. Tarsem,

Sant Colony, Stadium Road, Malerkotla- 148023,

District Sangrur.






        

 …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o Registrar (World Punjabi Centre),

Punjabi University, Patiala.




          

      
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o World Punjabi Centre,

Punjabi University, Patiala.


 

          

..Respondent
Present:
None for the appellant.



Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
 The appellant is not present in the Commission a today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
2.
The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent seeks a short adjournment to file written submissions. 

3.
The PIO office of Punjabi University, Patiala is hereby directed to provide point-wise requisite information to the appellant within 15 days from today in view of provisions of RTI Act. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2144 of 2013 

Dr. S. Tarsem,

Sant Colony, Stadium Road, Malerkotla- 148023,

District Sangrur.






        

 …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o Registrar, (World Punjabi Centre),

Punjabi University, Patiala.




          

      
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o World Punjabi Centre,

Punjabi University, Patiala.


 

          

..Respondent
Present:
None for the appellant.



Sh. Ashish Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
 The appellant is not present in the Commission a today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
2.
The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent states that a short adjournment may be given to file written submission.

3.
The PIO office of Punjabi University, Patiala is hereby directed to provide requisite information on point no. 8,9 ,10 and 11 to the appellant within 15 days from today in view of RTI Act provisions. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2506 of 2012 
Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Gurminder Singh

R/o Near Bus Stand, Bhairupa,

Distt. Bathinda-151106.






…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent
Present:
None present.
ORDER

1. An e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 3296 dated 07.02.2014  from the respondent stating therein that since the PIO is on leave he cannot attend the Commission's hearing today. Further, an adjournment has been sought in this case. 
2. On the plea of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M for order. 
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh          

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3591 of 2013 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh through Counsel 

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate,

C/o Yadwinder Complex, Lawyers Chamber No.592,

District & Session Courts, Patiala.





       …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sanour, Patiala.





          

      …..Respondent
Present:
Sh. Alankar Arora, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.(81464-11302)

For the respondent: Sh. Sadhu Ram, Superintendent. 
ORDER
1. The demand draft no. 079944 dated 03.12.2013 amounting to Rs.3000/- has been given by hand to the respondent for seeking information.

2. The respondent states that the demand draft for Rs.3000/- has been received today by hand from the ld. counsel for the complainant and undertakes that the requisite information shall be provided to the RTI applicant within 10 days. He further requests that an adjournment may be given to submit reply to the show cause notice issued to Smt. Jaswant Kaur, BDPO.

3. Last opportunity is provided to the respondent PIO to submit reply to the show cause notice. The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.03.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.02.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
