STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh 

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh

R/o. C/o Shahed Udham Singh Sweet House,

Near Shaheed Udham Singh Kamboj

Dharmshala, Sunam-148028 (Sangrur)



…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Sangrur    




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 563/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: Ms. Kamal Kamboj, District Drug Inspector (98723-15225) and Sh. Surinder Kumar, clerk (98885-68176)

 

In this case, the compliant is dated 16.01.2010.  However, the same has been received in the Commission on 11.02.2010.  


Information was provided to the compliant on 23.12.2009.  A letter dated 28.04.2010 from Public Information Officer-cum-Assistant Civil Surgeon, Sangrur addressed to the Commission, has been presented which states as under: 

“In reference to above, it is submitted that the necessary information has already been provided to the complainant vide this office letter no. RTI/09/100 dated 23.12.2009.  The complainant was also contacted over telephone no. 99147-82686 on 16.04.2010 when he informed that he had received the report and was satisfied.   Therefore, it is requested that the case be closed.”


Complainant is not present today and no discrepancies / shortcomings in the information provided have been pointed out.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   Copies be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94654-19903)

Sh. Mehar Singh 

S/o Sh. Maghar Singh 



 

C/o Lady Dr. Rano,

D/o Sh. Bagh Singh

Vill- Kamalke, (Bodiwala)

PO- Dharamkot,

Tehsil- Moga, Moga






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o G.M., Pb. Roadways,

Moga 





                                  …..Respondent

CC- 556/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.



For respondent: Sh. Satnam Singh, steno-typist. (95010-35705)



Only part information has been provided to the complainant.   Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to provide rest of the information to the complainant within one week.


A letter dated 11.06.2010 has been received from the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Moga seeking an adjournment. 



On the next hearing, only the PIO or the APIO should be present as per the directions given in the summons of hearing sent by the Commission. 



To come up on 22.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjiv Goyal, Reporter

R/o Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul- 151103

District- Bathinda 






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner Pb.

Chandigarh. 




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 529/2010
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO (98150-67979)



Information has been provided to the complainant on 04.11.2009 and 08.12.2009.  The same was again sent to him on 25.05.2010.



Compliant which is dated 18.01.2010 was received in the Commission on 10.02.2010.



I have gone through all the points and it seems that information on all the points has been provided to the complainant.



Complainant is not present today nor have any discrepancies been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala,

V.P.O- Lalton Kalan,

District- Ludhiana- 142022





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana 





…..Respondent

CC- 525/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala in person.



For respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO (98726-30545)



A letter dated 21.01.2010 has been presented from the DTO which reads as under: 

“In this regard it is informed that the reply had already been sent to the economic offences wing Police Lines, Ludhiana.  That due to heavy rains, water entered in the record room of this office and most of the record was destroyed.  Due to our best efforts, the file of the said vehicle i.e. PB-10R-1403 could not be traced.”



During the course of hearing, compliant states that he only requires signatures of Tejinder Singh put on the sale papers of vehicle No. PB-10R-1403 sold to Darshan Singh Makkar.  APIO present contends that this will be provided to the complainant. by the next week whenever the complainant visits the office of DTO.    The said vehicle was registered in the year 1995 and was transferred to a new name some time in 2006.



Complainant agrees with this arrangement.



To come up on 29.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhminder Singh,

Sukhi Transport Co.,

B.D. Complex,

Shop no. 12, Mandi Gobindgarh,

Tehsil- Amloh,

District- Fatehgarh Sahib 





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Fatehgarh Sahib.




…..Respondent

CC- 523/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Prem Singh, ADTO (98722-03914)



Application for information was received by the PIO Sh. Amarjit Singh on 14.01.2010 and the information was provided on 19.01.2010.



Complaint was received in the Commission on 10.02.2010 while the application has been written on 18.01.2010.  Therefore, it seems that the complainant must have complained before receipt of the information in the month of January, 2010.    The information was again sent to the complainant on 21.05.2010.



Complainant is not present today nor have any discrepancies have been pointed out in the information provided.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mahavir Singh

S/o Kapur Chand,

W. No.-11,

Moonak


 




…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S.M.O., P.H.C. Moonak,

Sangrur. 







…..Respondent

CC- 517/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent: Dr. Johny Gupta (98761-89209)



A letter has been presented from the complainant dated nil, stating: -

“Submitted that I am Mahavir Singh son of Sh. Kapoor Chand, Ward No. 11, resident of Moonak had submitted an application to the PIO office of PHC Moonak for information under the RTI Act.

 

I have received full information; hence I withdraw my notice dated 15.091.2010 and request to close the case.”



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Sh. Saroop Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Village- Mallha,

 P.O.- Kang,

Taran Taran 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C. Taran Taran 



                       …..Respondent

CC- 512/2010
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent: Ms. Jaspal Kaur, Tehsildar, Khadoor Sahib.



In this case, original application for information was submitted on 04.03.2009.  However, the complaint has been filed on 25.01.2010.


The information along with an enquiry report was provided to the complainant on 12.10.2009 followed by a second copy by registered post on 09.06.2010.



Another letter dated nil is in the file addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran which was received in the Commission on 27.05.2010.  This is against Ms. Seema Singh (Tehsildar) and Sh. Ranjit Singh (Naib Tehsildar).



I am dismissing this case since according to Tehsildar, there is no review to an enquiry report and in my opinion, this is an internal matter of the revenue department and should be taken up either with the higher competent authority or a civil court. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,

V.P.O.- Raipur Sahoran- 174315

District- Una, 

Himachal Pradesh. 






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Hoshiarpur. 


                                  …..Respondent

CC- 510/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri in person. 

For respondent: Sh. Roshan Lal, Kanungo and Sh. Narinder Kumar, Patwari.



In this case, the original application was dated 04.11.2008 and the appeal has been filed on 09.02.2010.



A letter has been presented from the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Hoshiaprur dated 11.06.2010 that APIO is busy in the census work.  Therefore, Sh. Tarlochan Singh, Field Kanungo and Sh. Varinder Kumar, Patwari are being deputed to attend the above compliant case. 



A letter dated 26.04.2010 has been presented from the complainant which reads as: 



“1.
That the above stated appeal is pending before you.



2.
That the next date of hearing is fixed as 14.06.2010

3.
That the complainant has received all the pending information from the respondent. 

4.
That both the parties settled all the issues pertaining to Sale Deed No. 6314 amicably and cordially.”



Complainant states that this letter is being presented by the respondents and he withdraws the same since it was done under duress. 



Complainant challenges the Information provided to the complainant on 04.12.2008 which says that they have not written the names of Maninder Singh etc.  In the information provided on 04.12.2008, Maninder Singh etc. have been entered as mortgagees while in the sale deed, Maninder Singh etc. have been shown to be the owners.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



The mistake has been rectified by the Kanungo on a piece of paper.  



Complainant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or the Civil Court. 



Information has been provided to the complainant but he still demands penalty.  

 

Therefore, PIO Sh. Vijay Kumar, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur, is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 24.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Col R.S. Sohi (Retd), Advocate,

97, Lal Bagh,

P.O.- Thrikey,

Ludhiana-142021






……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Jagraon 



                        …..Respondent

CC- 496/2010
Order
Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta for the complainant (92165-01428)



For respondent:
Sh. Mohan Lal, Tehsildar.



A letter dated 11.06.2010 has been presented written by Col. R.S. Sohi (Retd) stating: -


“I have the honour to submit the following:

That Tehsildar Office Jagraon is taking time to complete the required information and he is cooperating to give the desired information.  Kindly give one more month or sufficient time as per your convenience please.  The above request is being made in consultation with Tehsildar, Jagraon. Kindly also excuse me for the presence I am not keeping well for the last one week.  I am a senior citizen aged 72 years.”

Another letter dated 13.06.2010 from the complainant states: -

“I authorize my colleague Sh. Rajinder Gupta r/o 1428, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh to appear on my behalf in the above case. 

On 12.06.2010, I received a letter dated 07.06.2010 from the office of Tehsildar, Jagraon in unpasted, unstapled envelope in open condition, stating that to deposit Rs. 20,000/-  for 1000 pages @ Rs. 20/- per page instead of Rs. 2/- per page as per RTI Act 2005.  I presume this is being done to create fear and scare me from seeking information.   Kindly take serious note of this unlawful act.”  


Respondent Sh. Mohan Lal, Tehsildar submits that a fee of Rs. 20/- per page demanded from the compliant is revenue fees and not the RTI









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 fees.  This has been explained to Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta who has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  HE is agreeable and states that the complainant will visit of the office of Tehsildar on any working day and examine the documents required by him. Thereafter, he will pay the revenue fee for the documents required.  



To come up on 2206.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sunil Sood,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Sood,

142, Green Park, 

Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana 







……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana  



                        …..Respondent

CC- 482/2010
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.

For respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545)


Respondent present submits a letter dated 15.04.2010 from the complainant stating: -

“Reference to letter no. PSIC;LEGAL;RS:482/10/5279 dated 09.04.2010 on the captioned subject, the information has been assessed.  I am satisfied with this information.”
 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Tarsem Singh,

R/o Vill- Sohagheri,

P.O.- Tarkheri Kalan, 

Tehsil & Distt.- Fatehgarh Sahib.




……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Fatehgarh Sahib 


                        …..Respondent

CC- 461/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurjit Singh in person with Sh. Nitesh Singhi, Advocate.

For respondent: Sh. Prem Singh, ADTO Fatehgarh Sahib (98722-03914)


Respondent present states that this information pertains to previous nine years and the record with the office of DTO Fatehgarh Sahib is maintained manually.   He further stated that due to shortage of staff, it is difficult to trace registration of car no. PB-10L-8281.


Complainant Sh. Nitesh Singhi contends that this car was registered with the DTO Ludhiana in the year 2001 and was later transferred to Fatehgarh Sahib.   This was stolen some time in April this year. 



Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to trace the old registration of the car in the name of Gurjit Singh in the year 2001 and also to give information in case this car is again transferred / registered in the year 2010 after April. 


It is also to be noted that it is surprising that no police report has been registered for the loss of the vehicle.



Information should be provided to the compliant within 10 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 22.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal Bansal 

S/o Sh. Hem Raj,

R/o Power House Road,

Gali no. 7,

Bathinda 







……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner Pb.,

Chandigarh. 

                                    


…..Respondent

CC- 455/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO (98722-03914)



In this case, the complaint is dated 26.11.2009 while it has been received in the Commission on 04.02.2010.



Information has been provided to the complainant on 27.01.2010, 11.02.2010 and 17.05.2010.    



The information was last sent on 17.05.2010.  Complainant is not satisfied nor has he submitted any objections / shortcomings in the information provided.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97799-59510)

Sh. Ravinder Kumar,

# 708, Prem Nagar,

Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana- 141001






……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana                                

…..Respondent

CC- 451/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant in person.


For respondent:  Dr. Pardeep Sharma (98884-56296)



Information has been provided to the complainant on 01.02.2010.   However, the complainant wants to get certified copies of the same.   

 

Respondent present has attested the same in the presence of the court.  The complainant is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagdev Singh Grewal, Retd (PCS),

# 541/A, Block,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.







……Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM, Barnala. 
                                



 …..Respondent

CC- 442/2010
Order
Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Roshan Lal Sharma, Advocate (2741206) and for respondent: Sh. Sita Ram, clerk; and Sh. Kanwarpreet Puri, Tehsildar, Barnala. (98146-03500)



Vide his original letter dated 06.10.2009, the complainant sought the following information: 

“Sh. Ganjan Singh son of Narain Singh resident of village Narangwal, District Ludhiana was allotted land in village Dhanola Khurd in lieu of the land left by him in Pakistan in districts of Mintgumri and Layalpur.  This allotment in village Narangwal was made in the names of Prem Parkash Kaur widow of S. Jaswant Singh son of Ganjan Singh resident of village Narangwal, District Ludhiana.   Full details of this land i.e. how many acres of land was allotted and whom did Prem Parkash Kaur sold the same along with copies of the registered / sale deeds.”

However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed on 05.01.2010. 


Sh. Kanwarpreet Puri, the respondent present, states that information which is 53 years old, is regarding sale of land the deed of which was executed on 20.11.1957.    Therefore, he had to procure this with great difficult and has brought it to the Commission.    Due to new district of Barnala, this information has been procured from the old district of Barnala.  Information is provided to Sh. Roshan Lal Sharma in the presence of the court. 


Complainant is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh

S/o Sh. Kuldip Singh,

Ward No. 12,

H. No. 374,

VPO Tanda – 144203. 

(Distt. Hoshiarpur) 






 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







---Respondent

C.C. No. 3039 of 2008
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant 

(98881-71805)



Copies of two treasury challans have been presented whereby the amount of penalty has been deposited in the treasury i.e. Rs. 15,000/- by Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu; and Rs. 10,000/- by Smt. Pankaj Sharma. 



Information already stands supplied to the complainant on 02.06.2009.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(98722-72019)

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

s/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

R/o Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur.






   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







---Respondent

C.C. No. 2843 of 2008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rupinder Singh Bal, Naib Tehsildar, Moonak (94172-00001)



A letter dated 15.05.2010 has been presented from the complainant Sh. Mukhtiar Singh stating: 

“That I had filed a complaint with the State Information Commission, Punjab Chandigarh upon not getting the information sought under the RTI Act.  Now I have received the complete information; hence I request that the case be closed.”



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Darshana Devi

Wd/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Retired C.H.T.

Opposite Punjab National Bank,

Dhanaula,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala – 148105




 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Primary)

Barnala.







 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2613 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Complainant Ms. Darshana Devi in person.



For respondent: Sh. Ravinder Sharma, clerk (98152-31574)



A copy of treasury challan dated 12.05.2010 has been presented whereby the amount of penalty imposed has been deposited in the treasury.



Respondent states that Block Primary Education Officer (Elementary) Barnala is actually the PIO.  It is to be rectified in the earlier order dated 12.04.2010 also.



As regards the information (copy of the TA Bill No. 248), the same is not traceable in the office of the respondent.   Directions have been given to the respondent to recreate the bill for which the respondent is agreeable to do so.   He has also given in writing regarding Rural allowance, House rent allowance etc. which the complainant is demanding. 



Statement has been given by the respondent present.  Directions are given to BPEO to verify the statement given by the respondent as the same was given on the directions of the Commission even though the respondent states that he is not authorized to do so.  

 

Also a copy of the TA Bill No. 248 should be provided to the complainant within two months.  `


I am satisfied with the answer given by him.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   Copies of order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010


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

(94171-15187)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

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

Ludhiana. 







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (98766-33743)

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, SCO No. 95-97,

Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.







  ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1134 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Assistant Director.



In the order dated 07.04.2010, directions were given to the Secretary School Education to identify the PIOs for the period 10.03.2009 till date who were responsible for causing delay in supply of information, so that penalty could be levied on the erring officer(s).



Respondent present Ms. Harvinder Kaur submits that they are making an enquiry as to who was the PIO during the period mentioned in the order dated 07.04.2010 and that this information will be provided to the Commission within 15 days.



It is advised that as soon as the PIOs are identified, the amount of penalty should be recovered and deposited in the Govt. treasury.  



As regards the information regarding CWP No. 10815/1998 and CWP No. 10420/1993, the same has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 07.05.2010.



I am satisfied that the information stands supplied to the complainant.  However, the penalty is to be recovered.



To come up on 29.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.06.2010


State Information Commissioner

