STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akash Rana,

Kothi No.5, Judges and Officers

Enclave, Sector 77, SAS Nagar.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director  Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2060 of 2014     

Orders
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.  



Vide RTI application dated 21-05-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Akash Rana  sought various information/documents with regard to re-fixation of pay of Principals of aided private colleges in the State of Punjab, as per Government of Punjab Notification No. 10/3/09-3Edu.1/3321, dated 02.09.2009, names of Principals and amount of arrear paid to the Principals consequent upon the re-fixation of  their pay scale.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Aakash Rana    filed a complaint dated  23-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 21-07-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  28.10.2014.

3.

On 28.10.2014, Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted  a Memo. No. 20/9-14-Grant-1(2), dated 27.10.2014 from the PIO, which was  taken on record. Vide the said Memo. it has been  informed that all the Heads of the Private Aid Colleges in the State have been asked  vide Memo. No. 20/9/2014-Grant-1(3), dated 20.10.2014 to supply the information 

 to the complainant. Shri Baldev Singh further informed   the Commission that the 
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information asked for by the complainant is large and voluminous as it relates to 136 
private aided colleges in the State. He requested  that the complainant might  be asked to seek specific information.  Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to ask for specific information from the PIO so that the same could be supplied to him without any further delay after collecting from the concerned Colleges.  The case was adjourned to 18.12.2014.

4.

On 18.12.2014, none was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. One last opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. The complainant  was  again directed to ask for specific information from the PIO so that same could be supplied to him, failing which case would  be closed. The case was adjourned to 18.02.2015.
5.

On 18.02.2015, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the complainant by concerned colleges. He further submitted  that as per the directions of the Commission, issued on the last date of  hearing,  complainant had  not asked for specific information as the sought information  was  very large and voluminous. Accordingly, the complainant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PI O with a copy to the Commission. He  was  once again directed to ask for specific information as the sought information  was  very large and voluminous. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the complainant is not present  nor any observations, on the provided information,  have been received from him, which shows  that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








   Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Charanjit Singh,

House No. HL/657, Phase: 9,

Mohali..








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Nursing Registration Council,

Punjab SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2805 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Charanjit Singh,  complainant, in person.

Smt. Sharda, Smt. Surinder Kaur, Ms. Meenakshi, Senior Assistants and Ms. Harsimrat Gill, Accountant, on behalf of the  respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 25.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Charanjit Singh sought telephone numbers of all the officials, photo copies of Service Books of 7  officials and  copies  of RTI applications submitted by Shri Gurpal Singh during the period from 05.04.2010 to 25.06.2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Charanjit Singh filed a complaint dated  nil

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  07.08.2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  14.01.2015.
3.

On 14.01.2015 none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity  was  afforded to them to pursue their case. The PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him/her.  The case was adjourned to 18.02.2015.
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4.

On 18.02.2015, the complainant informed  that no information had been supplied to him  so  far.  None was  present on behalf of the respondent during  any of the two hearings held so far in the instant case. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him/her. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. The respondents assure that complete information will be supplied to the complainant  within 30 days and request that the case may be closed, to which the complainant agrees.
6.

On the assurance given by the respondents, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manohar Singh,

S/o Shri Charan Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Opposite Radha Soami Satsang Ghar,

AJNALA, District: Amritsar – 143102.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Superintendent Central Jail,  AMRITSAR.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2164 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 16.07.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Manohar Singh sought various information/documents in respect of Shri Prabhjot Singh regarding his arrest and duration of his imprisonment. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manohar Singh filed a complaint dated 01.08.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 06.08.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  03.11.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, SIC. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and fresh notice of hearing was issued for 18.02.2015.
3.

 PIO-cum-Deputy Superintendent, Central Jail, Amritsar vide letter No. 6944, dated 01.11.2014 has informed the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 7610-11, dated 24.09.2014. The  complainant   was  not present. On 18.02.2015. Therefore, he  was  directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today none is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. No observations on the provided information  have been received from the complainant, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 



 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal,

H. No. 3402, Sector: 71,  Mohali.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, LUDHIANA.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, LUDHIANA.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1706 of  2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent.


Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,   vide an RTI application dated 10.02.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information  on 15 points regarding utilization of funds and works concerning NREGA/MNREGA Schemes  in respect of Jagraon Block since its commencement till date.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  12.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.07.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 

3.

On 03.07.2014, respondent informed that requisite information had been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 04.04.2014. He submitted a copy of the 

provided information, which was taken on record. The appellant informed that he was
 not satisfied with the provided information. Consequently, after hearing both the parties, 
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the appellant was directed to furnish deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO and the PIO was directed to supply complete  information to the appellant as per his RTI application. The case was adjourned to 28.08.2014.

4.

On 28.08.2014, the respondent informed that the appellant had not pointed out any deficiency in the provided information. She further informed that she had brought some more information for handing over to the appellant. The appellant was not present. Therefore, the respondent was directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to  05.11.2014. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and fresh notice of hearing was issued for 18.02.2015.
5.

On 18.02.2015,  the respondent  brought requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court. He submitted  a copy of forwarding letter to the Commission, which  was  taken on record.  Since the appellant  was  not present, the respondent  was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, a letter dated 07.05.2015 has been received from the appellant requesting  that he  may be exempted from personal appearance today. The appellant is directed to send his observations, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to 16.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for  further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sukhvinder Kaur Saroya,

House No. 681, Punjab School Education Board 

Residential Complex, Sector: 68, Mohali.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjab School Education Board,


Mohali.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2456 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Smt. Sukhvinder Kaur Saroya, appellant, in person.
Shri Varinder Madaan, Superintendent, Legal Cell/ RTI , on behalf of the respondents.



Smt. Sukhvinder Kaur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.06.2013, addressed to PIO, sought copies of noting portion and copies of inquiry reports in respect of Chargesheet No. 635 and Chargesheet No. 477 and in respect of appointment of Shri Balwinder Singh alongwith copy of noting portion containing view taken by the Chairperson. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  12.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 05.08.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.11.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, SIC. On demitting office by 
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Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and fresh notice of hearing was issued for 18.02.2015.
3.

A written submission dated 30.10.2014 from PIO(G), Punjab School Education Board, Mohali was  received informing the Commission that the matter  regarding disciplinary action against the appellant was  under consideration and the appellant had filed cases  in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. The PIO had submitted that since the matter was  subjudiced in the court, requisite information  could not  be supplied to the appellant under Section 8(h)  of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

On 18.02.2015,  the respondent informed  that the information in respect of Points No. 1 and 2  had  been supplied but the information in respect of Points No. 3,4,5 could not  be supplied as the matter  was  pending in the Punjab & Haryana High Court.

5.

After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information in respect of Points No. 3,4 and 5 to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent makes a written submission  from the PIO informing that the requisite information  running  into 123 pages  has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 363(342)-PSEB-PIO(G)/2015/206, dated 10.04.2015. The respondent informs that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  information,  as per  RTI application of the appellant,  has been supplied to her. The appellant informs that the information provided is incomplete. After hearing both the parties , it is observed  that the information sought through  instant  RTI application by the appellant has already been supplied to her but she wants more information till date.  Therefore, she   is advised to file a fresh RTI application with the concerned PIO  for seeking any other information, she so desires. 
7.

Accordingly, the instant case is  disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amar Dass Mann,

S/o Shri Sampuran Singh,

Village: Sarupewala Dharampura,

Tehsil: Abohar, District: Fazilka.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2038 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Amar Dass Mann, complainant, in person.

Shri Piyush Chander, Deputy C.E.O., Zila Parishad, Fazilka, on behalf of  the  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 02.04.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Amar Dass Mann, sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 20.12.2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Amar Dass Mann  filed a complaint dated 21.07.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 23.07.2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  29.10.2014.

3.

On 29.10.2014, the complainant informed  the Commission that no information had  been supplied to him so far.  None was  present on behalf of the respondent   nor  any  intimation had  been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 06.01.2015.
4.

On 06.01.2015,  Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, District Development and 
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Panchayat Officer, Fazilka, appearing  on behalf of  the respondent, informed  the 
Commission that he had  been recently posted here in Fazilka and the complainant had been informed that no action had  been taken so far on his application dated 20.12.2013. Accordingly, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The complainant was directed to send his observations, if any, on the reply sent by the PIO to him. The case was adjourned to 12.02.2015, which was further postponed to 27.02.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.

5.

On 27.02.2015, a letter dated 26.02.2015 was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing as he had met with an accident and was  under treatment. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him so far. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

6.

None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He  was  also directed to explain absence  and  explain reasons for delay in  the supply of the information, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been  duly received by him. He submits a letter No. 2015/1383, dated 06.05.2015 from DDPO Fazilka informing that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 30.04.2015 which has been duly received by him. The complainant informs that provided information is incomplete. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in
 Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under 
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Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

8.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

9.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

10.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.
   







Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar,

Gali No.2,Indra Colony,

Pathankot-145001.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Incharge Primary School,

Mamial, Block Pathankot-1,
 Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E), 

Pathankot.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 372 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Kamal Kishore, ETT Teacher, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Bharat Bhushan Khullar  vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grant received for Civil Works 

By Government Primary School, Mamial P.O. Ghrota, District: Pathankot.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  24-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.
3.

On 22.04.2015, , the respondent informed  that the dates mentioned in the RTI application were  not in order due to which the information had not been supplied to 
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the appellant. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informs that he is not satisfied as the information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information in view of the observations,  which will be submitted in due course. 
5.

Adjourned to  17.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M.  for further hearing  in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.








         Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Narinder Singh,

House No.7113, Sector 125,

New Sunny Enclave
 Greater Mohali,SAS Nagar.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Circle Education Officer,

          Ladhowali Road,Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Circle Education Officer,


Laddowali Road,Jalandhar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2346 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the   Appellant.
Shri Gopal  Krishan, Steno.   office of   Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Narinder  Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  21-02-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Circle Education Officer, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar, sought attested copies of certain documents/letters.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   19-05-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 21-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.10.2014.

3.

On 29.10.2014, the appellant informed  the Commission that complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet as some information was still pending. 
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Shri Kewal Krishan, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information available in his office had  been supplied to the appellant and the remaining information was  in the possession of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant to his satisfaction. He was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case personally on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 18.12.2014.

4.

On 18.12.2014,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar was  present. He informed   that the information available on record had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated that the provided information was incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, CEO, Jalandhar was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant and in case it is not available in their  record, then an affidavit to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available in their record, be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 05.02.2015. 

5.

On 05.02.2015, Shri Gopal Krishan, Steno, office of   Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  informed  the Commission that  Shri Hukam Singh, CEO, Jalandhar  was  not present today as he had  since retired.  The respondent  submitted  information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the information, expressed  dissatisfaction stating that information in respect of Point No. 1  was  incomplete as copy of relevant noting portion had  not been supplied to him as yet. Since the official present today  was  not well conversant with the facts of the case, Shri Shinder Singh, Deputy Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar  was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case and supply the remaining information to the appellant, failing 
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which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against 
him. 
He  was  also directed that in case any information is not available in  their record, an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for 09.04.2015.
6.

On 09.04.2015,  the appellant informed  that complete  information had not been supplied to him as yet. Shri Kewal Krishan, Superintendent,  office of   Circle 

Education Officer, Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information, available on record, had  already been supplied to the appellant and no more information was available. After hearing both the parties, it was  directed that an affidavit, duly attested by First Class Magistrate, be supplied to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission,  to the effect that the information available on record has  been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, Shri Gopal  Krishan, Steno appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits a copy of Memo. No. RTI/2015/2797-98, dated 24.04.2015 addressed to the appellant with a copy endorsed to the Commission vide which a duly attested  affidavit dated 23.04.2015 from Shri Kewal Krishan, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar,  has been sent to the appellant as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. 
8.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of land closed. However, the PIO is warned  to be careful in future in handling RTI cases.









Sd/-
Chandigarh



   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yagyadeep, Advocate,

S/o Shri Dev Raj Nayyar,

# 1147, Sector: 33-C, Chandigarh. 





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1134 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the  appellant.

 Shri Hardev Singh,  Superintendent-cum-PIO and  Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of DRME, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Yagyadeep, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.12.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh. sought certain information on 7 points with regard to recruitment for 12 posts of Professor, 19 posts of Associate Professor, 11 posts of Assistant Professor and 5 posts of Lecturer.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority 

vide application dated 03.02.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application dated 10.03.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2014.
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3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter from the PIO of the office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  addressed to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, with a copy endorsed to the 

Commission vide Endst. No. 8220, dated 19.05.2014, which was  taken on record.  

Vide this letter the PIO of the office of Director Research and  Medical Education, Punjab had requested the Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research to furnish them the requisite record so that the information, asked for by the appellant, could be supplied to him. Simultaneously, the PIO had requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. 
Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

4.

On 05.08.2014,  Shri Dhiraj Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated  that the requisite record from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab,  had  not been supplied to them as yet and therefore the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant. He assured  that as and when the record is received from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. He submitted  a letter No. 1 M.E.1-2014/12077, dated 04.08.2014 from the Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, which was  taken on record. 

Vide the said letter DRME had  requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply requisite information to the appellant as the requisite record is in 

 the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, and they 

have been requested to supply the record. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to the Public Information Officer of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and 
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Research, Punjab, with the direction  to supply the requisite record to the PIO of the 

office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Sector:40, Chandigarh so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

5.

On 21.10.2014, , Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents, informed  the Commission that requisite record had not been received as yet from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh. He submitted  a letter No. 1 ME.1-2014/15413 dated 20.10.2014  from the DRME, assuring the Commission that as and when the record is received from the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, the requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. 

6.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued  to the PIO  of the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh,  on the last date of hearing, requisite record had  not been supplied to DRME. One last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, to supply the relevant record to DRME so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. He  was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the status of the case in person on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the orders was forwarded to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the orders by the PIO. The case was adjourned to 22.12.2014. 

7.

On 22.12.2014, Shri Sushil Sharma, Senior Assistant, Health-3 Branch, appearing on behalf of PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education
 

Informed  that the relevant record was  not available in their office. He further stated  that the record might be in the  possession of members of Selection Committee. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education was  directed 
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to send the relevant record to the PIO of the office of DRME after obtaining from the concerned Member of the Selection Committee so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 19.02.2015.
8.

On 19.02.2015, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 3ME.1-2015/2376, dated 19.02.2015 from the PIO office of DRME, which  was  taken on record. Vide the said letter the PIO of the office of DRME  informed that relevant record had  not been received as yet from the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education. He  assured that as and when the record  was  received, the requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. In these circumstances he  sought some more time. 
On the request of the PIO of the office of DRME, the case  was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the respondent informs that the information, received from the Government, has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 07.05.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any,   on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
10.

Adjourned to 16.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for further hearing  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh, 

S/o Shri Gurdev Singh, 

R/o Village: ISRU,

Tehsil: Khanna, District: Ludhiana.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2140 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Smt.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 06.11.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Amrik Singh  sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 28.09.2012 against Shri Pardeep Singh, Ex-Sarpanch. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Amrik Singh filed a complaint dated  04.08.2014

with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  03.11.2014 to be  heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab.  On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the under-signed and a fresh notice was issued  for 19.02.2015. 
3.

On 19.02.2015, Smt.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed that information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 02.12.2013. On 10.01.2014, deficiencies were pointed out by the complainant and in view of the deficiencies, complete  information was sent to the 
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 complainant by registered post on 27.01.2014. Accordingly, the complainant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that no observations on the provided information have been received from the complainant. She requests that the case may be closed. 

5.

The complainant is not present during second consecutive hearing nor any observation, on the provided information, has been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed f and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Birpal Singh, 

V.P.O.: BAMNA,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

RAKHRA, District: Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2189 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Birpal Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Bahadur Singh, S.D.O., PSPCL Rakhra,  on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 18.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent,  Shri Virpal Singh sought various information/documents regarding Meter No. 40755.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Birpal Singh filed a complaint dated 07.08.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  05.11.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and a fresh notice was issued for 19.02.2015.
3.

On 19.02.2015, a letter dated 19.02.2015 was  received from the complainant through FAX informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  to attend marriage ceremony of his relative. He  further informed that the information provided to his  was  incomplete. He  requested to take strict action against the PIO and adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the complainant on 10.07.2014. Accordingly, the complainant was directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. On the request of the complainant, the case  was  adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, who expresses satisfaction. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satvir Tandon,

House No. 204, First Floor,

Sector: 57, Mohali – 160056.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

The Mall, PATIALA. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

The Mall, PATIALA. 




          
…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2155 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Chetan Singh, Deputy Secretary and Shri Avtar Singh, Circle Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Satvir Tandon, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.03.2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding persons who have been given  Death Compensation,  jobs,  financial help etc. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  05.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 25.06.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 26.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.09.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 

3.

On 22.09.2014, after hearing both the  parties,  the respondent was 
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directed to supply certified copy of the information sought within a week. The case was adjourned to 10-11-2014 for confirmation. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur,  the case was transferred to the Bench of the under-signed and a fresh notice of hearing was issued for 19.02.2015.
4.

On 19.02.2015,  the respondent brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant  was  not present. Therefore, the respondent  was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that the information was sent to the appellant by registered post on 19.02.2015. 

6.

The appellant is not present nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Birpal Singh Lumba,

V&PO- Bamna,Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala 147101.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry,
17 Bays Building,Sector 17-C,Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3172 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Birpal Singh Lumba,  complainant, in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 20-09-2014 , addressed to the respondent, Shri  Birpal Singh sought various information/documents regarding  number of animal heads at Farm House at Patiala alongwith detail of feed purchased and milk sold. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Birpal Singh   filed a complaint dated 14-11-2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 14-11-2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  25.02.2015, which was postponed to 09.03.2015 and then for today, due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

The complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation has been received from them. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to 
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pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the 
complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ravi Lal S/o Gian Chand

H.No.3725, Sector 56,

Chandigarh.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Department of Finance,
5th Floor Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.3158 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ravi Lal,  complainant, in person.
Shri Munish Gupta, Senior Assistant, Finance Personnel-1 Branch, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 13-10-2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri   Ravi Lal  sought various information regarding Pay Scale and Grade Pay of Pump Operator/Pump Attendant since 01.01.2006.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ravi Lal  filed a complaint dated  13-11-2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  13-11-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  25.02.2015, which was postponed to 09.03.2015 and then for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant expresses satisfaction.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kanwal Kishore,

H.No.32,Municipal Council,

College Road, Pathankot-145001.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE), 

 Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer(SE),

 Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.165 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Kanwal Kishore,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Pardeep Kumar, District Resource Person(DRP), on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Kanwal Kishore   dated 08-10-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought copy  of letter No. SSA/2014/8865/Pathankot, dated 10.07.2014.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  06-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 23-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  29-12-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.04.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain  administrative reasons. 
3.

A letter No. RTI/2015-12754-55, dated 20.03.2015 from D.E.O.(EE), Pathankot,  addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission has 
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been received vide which the appellant has been informed that the requisite document 
relates to a court case which is pending in the court of Civil Judge, Pathankot. It has been further informed that since the matter is subjudice, the requisite document cannot be supplied. 
4.

In view of the above noted facts and circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kulwant Singh

Mohalla Surganpuri,Duareana Road,

Kotkapura,District Faridkot-151204.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Senior Secondary
School(Boys) Kotkapura,

District Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer( S),

 Faridkot.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 181 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Avtar Singh Sahota, Math Master, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Kulwant Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  13-06-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding salary bills of Smt. Prem Rani, S.S. Mistress and Shri Baljit Singh, S.S.Master.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  04-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  29-12-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.04.2015, which was postponed for today, due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that this information running into 28 pages  
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has already been supplied to the appellant in another case on 15.12.2014 and again on 07.02.2014, which was heard and disposed of by Shri B. C. Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. 
4.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he  is satisfied with the provided information. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  07-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
