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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Singh, # 35, Kohinoor Park, 

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana-141012.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 01 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Charanjit Singh complainant in person at Chandigarh.



Shri Manoj Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the Arms License No.564/Feb/99/Ferozepur of 12 Bore D.B.B.L. Gun pertaining to the present information-seeker is involved in a CBI case, which is under investigation.  The entire record of the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur was seized by the CBI and is still in its custody.  Consequently, the respondent is unable to give attested photocopy of the original Armed License to the present information-seeker.

2.

The respondent is required to convey the above information in writing to the information-seeker, which should have been done.  However, now the respondent is directed to do so within 7 days of this order.

3.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Megh Raj, old Talwandi Road, Mohalla Kamboan

Zira-142047, District Ferozepur




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ferozepur







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 84  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Megh Raj complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO-cum-District Education Officer, Ferozepur (Shri Darshan Singh).  The complainant states that the information has still not been received.  The respondent has also not filed any written reply as required by the notice issued to him by the Commission.  

2.

Since more than 30 days has lapsed and the information has not been furnished by the PIO, notice is hereby given to Shri Darshan, PIO-cum-District Education Officer (S), Ferozepur to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-adherence of the statutory time limit provided under the RTI Act.  The PIO may file his written reply and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 14.3.2013.
3.

This case will be heard further on 14.03.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Chan Singh, S/o Sh. Gullzar Singh,

R/o Village Mohar Singh wala,

Village Lamochar Kallan, tehsil Jalalabad,

District Fazilka.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 106   of 2013

Present:-

Shri Chan Singh complainant in person.



ASI Niranjan Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information and his only grouse is delay.  The respondent has explained that the RTI request dated 27.10.2012 was received in the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur but the information had to be collected from the Station House Officer, Police Station, Mamdot.  It did result in some delay.  Besides the complainant had neither paid the requisite fee nor sent any self stamped envelope for posting him the required information.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that there was no unreasonable delay on the part of the respondent and that since the information has been furnished, the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 18.12.2012 be closed.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.











( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan, S/o Shri Hans Raj,

Village Mohar Singh wala, Lamochar Kalan, Tehsil Jalalabad,

District Fazilka.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, Public Works Department,

Bridge and Roads, Division  No.-1, 

Ferozepur







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 149  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kala Singh, Clerk for the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent has appeared at Chandigarh and requested for one week’s time.  Time is allowed. Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Engineer is directed to file his written reply before the next date of hearing.  
2.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhbir Singh Advocate, Chamber Number-34, 

District Court, Ferozepur-152001

M:9914107711






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

Village Panchayat, Jang, Block Mamdhot.

District Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mamdot,

District Ferozepur.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  151 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhbir Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had sought information on 20.12.2012 from the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, who in turn transferred the request to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur who further transferred it to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mamdhot who further transferred it to the Public Information Officer, Village Panchayat, Jang, Block Mamdhot.  The complainant states that Shri Gurvinder Singh is the PIO of village Jang and therefore, he is impleaded as the respondent No.1 with the direction to file his written reply before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 14.3.2013.

2.

This case will be heard further on 14.03.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. 










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC

Shri Gurvinder Singh,  Public Information Officer, 

Village Panchayat, Jang, Block Mamdhot.

District Ferozepur.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, S/o Shri Harduari Lal,



R/o # 10, Street number-4, Ferozepur Cantt.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

 Ferozepur







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 205 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar complainant in person.


ASI Niranjan Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information.  His only grouse is that though he had applied on 26.6.2012 but the information was given after lapse of 30 days.

2.

The respondent has explained the delay on the plea that the complainant had not enclosed a self addressed envelope. Therefore, he was telephonically informed to either send the requisite postal charges or envelope or collect the same from the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.  The plea of the respondent is that there was no intentional or unreasonable delay which occurred only because the information-seeker had not specified the mode of delivery of the information or paid the postal charges etc.

3.

Since the information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, I close the present complaint case.











( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan, S/o Shri Hans Raj, 

Village Maehar Singh Wala, P.O. Lamochar Kalan,

Tehsil Jalalabad, District Fazilka.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, Public Works Department,

Building and Roads, Division number-1, 

Ferozepur







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 208 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kala Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the PIO-Shri Inderjit Singh requests for an adjournment which is allowed. The respondent shall file his written reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 27.2.2013.
2.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nakul Kundra, NC-118,

Kot Kishan Chand, Jalandhar City.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority-

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  107 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Nakul Kunda appellant in person.
Shri Ashok Mishra, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The appellant in this case had asked voluminous information running into 25 queries.  The information on all the issues has been provided by the respondent-University except on the issues at Sr. Nos. 1 to 4 which is third party relating to an inquiry report against the acting Principal-Dr. Gurjant Singh and a warning issued to Dr. Manjit Singh. This is personal information of third parties.  As per the latest decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (Civil) No.27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commissioner and others, personal information relating to third party, which has no public interest in disclosure, is exempted under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, access to queries at Sr. No.1 to 4 is denied as per the Ruling of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.

2.

The complainant has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information given to him pertaining to queries at Sr. No.14, 15,17, 18 and 21.  The respondent is directed to clarify his stand before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 21.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh.











( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nihal Singh, #29/1, Gali No.1,

Gopal Nagar, Majitha Road,

Amritsar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Treasury Officer,

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 291 of 2013

Present:-
Shri NIhal Singh complainant in person. 

Shri Aman Kumar Maini, District Treasury Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant admits that he has received the information but states that information pertaining to ‘Token Clerk’ is only partial and needs clarification.  The respondent undertakes to give the clarification today only.  Hence, the present complainant case filed in the Commission on 26.11.2012 is closed with the direction to the respondent to give the required clarification pertaining to ‘Token Clerk’ in addition to the reply already furnished to the information.  The case is closed.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tribhawan Mishra (President)

Ranika Bagh Model Town Market Association,

Amritsar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 311   of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the complainant.



Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a fax message received vide diary No.3125 dated 11.2.2013, which is a copy of the letter addressed to the information-seeker giving reply to his RTI request.  The stand of the respondent is that basically the complainant had raised queries , which do not fall within the ambit of definition of ‘information’ given in Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, so far his query relating to the status of his complaint made to the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is concerned, the same has been duly intimated to the complainant and therefore, there is no merit in the present case, which may be dismissed.

2.

The representative of the complainant requests for an adjournment to file his rejoinder, which may be done with an advance copy to the respondent. 

3.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Kumar President,

Shahid VikrantYouth Club,

Village Chhatwal, P.O. Jandwal,

District Pathankot.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer,

UBDC Circle, Amritsar.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 328  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rashhpal Singh, XEN-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that on having received the RTI request by transfer under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 from the Headquarter of the Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh the information has been furnished to the complainant.  His plea is that the complaint is without merit as all the queries of the information-seeker were duly answered.

2.

The respondent, however, has not placed on record of the case file, the reply given to the complainant. Therefore, the respondent is directed to place on record of the case file, copies of the information furnished to the complainant.

3.

Since, the complainant is absent today without intimation; he may also confirm whether he is satisfied with the reply given by the respondent.

4.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.












( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Gupta c/o 498/15,

Back Side Head Post Office Colony,

Gurdaspur.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Council, Gurdaspur.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  337  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Gupta complainant in person.


Shri Baljit Singh, Accountant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The queries of the complainant are whether the 76 employees, who had filed a writ petition No.5987/2011, have been paid pension contribution by the respondent-Municipal Council, Gurdaspur.  It is further inquired by the complainant whether any other dues of these 76 employees are yet to be paid by the respondent-Municipal Council, Gurdaspur.

2.

The complainant admits that he has received the list of 76 employees from the respondent, but his plea is that the reply of the respondent does not confirm in yes or no, whether the pension contribution fund has been actually paid in the office of the Deputy Director, Local Government Department, Amritsar.

3.

During the hearing of the case, the respondent confirms that entire pension contribution fund in respect of these 76 employees has been deposited and that there are no further dues to be paid by the respondent-Municipal Council, Gurdaspur.  This fact shall be confirmed in so many words in writing by the respondent to the complainant.  With this direction, the present complaint case is closed.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manjit Kaur & Mr. Saroop Singh s/o

Shri Harbans Singh, Village Mallha, P.O. Kang,

District Tarntaran.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Central Registrar Office,

Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar. 



    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  14    of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. S.K. Sharma, Medical Officer (Dental)-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that the RTI application dated 25.10.2012 was defective as it was not accompanied by a proper Indian Postal Order.  The complainant, therefore, was informed and the said Indian Postal Order was returned to him.  Subsequently, when the complainant filed the present case in the Commission and notice was received from the Commission, the complainant was again informed by registered post that information can be furnished, if the proper fee is paid as per the prescribed mode under the Rules.  The respondent further submits that copies of these documents had been sent to the Commission on 8.2.2013 but the same has not been received in the Commission till date.  On a query, the PIO submits that they have no objection in providing the information provided the fee is paid by the complainant.  In view of this stand of the respondent, the present complaint case is closed with the direction to the PIO that as and when the complainant pays required fee as per the RTI Rules, information will be furnished to him/her in accordance with the provisions of the Law.  With this direction, the present complaint case is closed.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab


Subsequent to the hearing through Video Conference, Shri Saroop Singh complainant has appeared at Chandigarh and shown me the counter file of the Indian Postal Order which was addressed to the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar.  The PIO is dated 25.10.2012.  The plea of the complainant is that his son Shri Jugraj Singh died in the Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar on 5.9.2007 and therefore, he had sought information from the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar.  His plea is that the Postal Order was correctly addressed to the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar and was erroneously returned to him.  In view of the above fact stated by the complainant, averments of Dr. S.K. Sharma, PIO who has appeared through Video Conference at Amritsar need to be suitably verified.  The PIO/Guru Nanak Dev Hospital Amritsar is directed to file an affidavit as to why information was not furnished to the present complainant and why the Postal Order was returned, when it was addressed to Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Amritsar.  Furthermore, considering the enormous delay in the case, I hereby direct that the information shall now be furnished in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act free of cost to the complainant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 15.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh. 










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh Chahal

s/o Shri Gurnam Singh r/o Village Kaleke,

Block Tarsika, Amritsar-143116.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sarpanch Gram Panchayat, Kaleke,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar.



    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 45 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Santokh Singh Chahal complainant inperson.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has still not received the information.  

2.

None is present on behalf of the respondent.
Mrs. Narinder Kaur w/o Shri Kala Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Sharanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary are directed to supply the requisite information before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 14.3.2013.
3.

This case will be heard further on 14.03.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. 










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC
Mrs. Narinder Kaur w/o Shri Kala Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Kaleke, Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar. 
Shri Sharanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Kaleke, Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sumit Nayyar, Advocate,

14, Dasoundha Singh Road, 

Lawerence Road Extension,

Amritsar-143001.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar. 







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  70    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sumit Nayyar complainant in person.


Ms. Savinder Kaur, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



It appears that PIO-Shri Vimal Sethi washed his hands of the RTI query by writing a letter to Ms. Savinder Kaur, Clerk of his office treating it as a transfer of case under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Ms. Savinder Kaur, clerk is a subordinate employee of the same public authority i.e. office of the District Transport Officer, Amritsar.Transfer of the RTI request under Section 6(3) is void.
2.

Smt. Savinder Kaur, clerk has however stated today that a reply was sent to the four queries of the information-seeker in the month of October, 2012.  The complainant denies that he has received the same and points out that in any case the copy of the reply now furnished to him, is deficient in respect of his queries at Sr. No. 2 and 4.

3.

The respondent has not placed on record of the case file any written reply or a copy of the information reportedly sent to the complainant.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to file his written reply under the signatures of the PIO before the next date of hearing enclosing up-to-date copies of the information furnished to the complainant.  Clarification in respect of queries at Sr. No.2 and 4 shall also be given afresh to the complainant.

3.

This case will be heard further on 27.02.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. 










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Krishan Thakur, #2352,

Gali Fire Brigade, Opp. SBI Mahan Singh Gate,

Amritsar (Pb.)-143006.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 390 of 2013

Present:-
Dr. Krishan Thakur complainant in person.
Shri Gurnam Singh, Assistant Commissioner of Police (North) Amritsar for respondent.

ORDER



In response to the notice, the respondent has sent an e-mail received in the Commission vide diary No.3121 dated 11.2.2013 denying the information under Section 8(1)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The complainant has also sent an e-mail received in the Commission vide diary No.3122 dated 11.2.2013 that he does not want to pursue the case through Video Conference and that the case may be fixed at Chandigarh.  Accordingly the proceedings in this case are adjourned for hearing to 6.3.2013 at Chandigarh.

3.

To come up on 6.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M.













( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. D.S.Bakshi, #40-B, Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Primary),

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3677of 2012
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker has sent a fax-message received vide diary No.3110 dated 11.2.2013 stating that he has received complete information in the present complaint case submitted in the Commission on 22.11.2012.  He has further requested that the matter stands settled.  Accordingly the case is closed.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Bhardwaj, Advocate,

Chamber No.329, New District Courts,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Vijay Dhaba,Shastri Market,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 87 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant
Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has filed a written reply vide his memo No.MTP/1048 dated 7.2.2013 pleading that the information on all the 15 points sought by Shri Rajesh Bhardwaj, Advocate was duly furnished to him vide letter dated 20.11.2012 followed by another letter dated 22.1.2013.  The clarification sought by the complainant, it is averred, has also been now duly furnished to him.  It is, therefore, pleaded that there is no merit in the present complaint and the same may be dismissed.

2.

The complainant is absent today without intimation. The case is adjourned to 21.3.2013 to afford an opportunity to the complainant to file his rejoinder, if any.
3.

To come up on 21.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri Wala)

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, r/o Kothi No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala.




      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Patiala Division,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 55 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing, the respondent had filed a written reply pleading that the information had been furnished to the complainant and that there was no merit in the complaint case filed in the Commission on 12.12.2012.  Since the complainant was absent on that date, the case was adjourned to 11.2.2013 to afford an opportunity to the complainant to file his objections/rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation and he has also not filed any written rejoinder/objections.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Police Captain, Vigilance Bureau,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3837  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Raminder Singh, Clerk for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had given a reply to the complaint vide his No.5008 dated 9.11.2012 in response to his RTI request dated 18.10.2012 denying the information under Section 8(1)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Subsequently, when the complainant filed the present case in the Commission, the respondent again replied vide his No.32 dated 3.1.2013 stating that the matter is under investigation and, therefore, the information cannot be given at this stage. The proceedings in this case are adjourned to 5.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh for arguments.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shanti Devi w/o Late Shri Ram Murti Rehan,

r/o 249-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary),

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 3824 of 2012

Present:-
Mrs. Shanti Devi complainant in person.



Shri Vinod Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 on 1.8.2012 seeking details regarding payment of his seven medical bills specified in his RTI request.  The complainant states that she has already received payment in respect of her five bills but the remaining two pertaining to the period 1.2.2012 to 31.5.2012 amounting to Rs.6617/- and second bill for the period 1.6.2012 to 30.9.2012 amounting to Rs.6752/- are still pending with the office of the District Education Officer (E), Ludhiana after these were cleared by the office of the Chief Medical Officer, Ludhiana.
2.

The respondent undertakes to furnish present status of these two bills to the complainant in writing within a week from today.  The proceedings in the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 6.12.2012 are closed with the direction to the respondent to clarify the position in respect of the remaining above mentioned two bills within a week in writing to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, #20811,

Gali NO.21/1, Ajit Road,

Near Ghore Wala Chowk, Balachaur-151001.


      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre, Amargarh (Sangrur).


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 3675 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-PIO.

ORDER



The respondent had filed a written reply vide No.995 dated 31.10.2012 and both the parties were heard on 4.1.2013 when the respondent was directed to give a clarification in writing to the complainant regarding his GPF.  Today none has appeared.  The complainant has also not filed any written reply to the affect that he has not received the clarification from the respondent regarding his GPF.  In view of absence of complainant, it is presumed that he has received the clarification and hence the case is closed, which had been filed in the Commission on 22.11.2012.










( R.I. Singh)



February 11, 2013  





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

