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Amandeep Singh 

S/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

H. No. 609/2, Street – 4,

Sham Nagar,

Ludhiana





    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Zone – A, Ludhiana






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3217  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Amandeep Singh, complainant  in person.
 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 16.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains 
action taken report on complaint dated 03.12.2012 regarding illegal construction over damaged house of the complainant. The complaint with the Commission is dated 29.08.2013.
Neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing
The complainant - Sh.  Amandeep Singh, states that no information has been 
supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. 
    After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than two months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Surinder Singh Panchi, Supdt. O/o Municipal 

Corporation, Zone – D, Ludhiana will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
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He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.


A copy of this order be sent to Sh. Rahul  Tiwari, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  to take appropriate action to ensure the compliance of this order.

The case is adjourned to  3rd  December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner

CC ;

i) Sh. Surinder Singh Panchi,

 Supdt.-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

O /o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Zone – A, Ludhiana 
ii) Sh. Rahul  Tiwari, 

Commissioner, 
Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana 
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Prabodh Chander Bali,

16 – Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3221  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali,  complainant  in person.
i) Sh. Subash Chopra,  Supdt.(House Tax) ;
ii) Sh. Suresh Kumar, A. T. P. ;
iii) Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 15.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
field map of property no. 76A/IX-2 situated at Longowali, Katra Khajana, Amritsar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 29.08.2013.
Sh. Subash Chopra,  Supdt.(House Tax), Sh. Suresh Kumar, A. T. P.  and Sh. 

Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector,  appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.

Sh. Subash Chopra,  Supdt.(House Tax),  states that information in connection with 

item no. 2, 3 and 4 of the RTI request of the applicant relates to his office, which has already been supplied to the applicant.
The applicant – Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali also states that he has received 

information in connection with item no. 2, 3 and 4 from the concerned department.



Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, also states that he has not received the information in connection with item no. 1 and  8 of his RTI request.



He also states that   :

i) That reply dated 15.10.2013, reference no. MTH/80 from APIO-cum-Supdt., House Tax, MCS, has been received against point no. 2, 3 and 4 has been supplied.
ii) That  another letter no. 958 dated 20.08.2013  is received from ATP-cum-deemed PIO, MCA which is enclosing a few photo copies  has been supplied by registered post  on dated 15.10.2013. the information is un-indexed and  said to be related to 7 and 8.
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iii) That  another letter no. MTP/1527 dated 15.10.2013, is received and it is confirmed that no information is available regarding other queries.

iv) That  it is protested that PIO is to receive the RTI application and to collect the information from concerned offices, and to supply the information  under his own seal and signatures. But the PIO has not done his part and scattered APIOs are supplying the illegal information.

v) That the information received on 15.10.2013 under registered letter is already late and hence PIO is liable U/s 20 for penalty. 

vi) That the PIO is to affirm an affidavit that the information to pint no. 1, 5, 6 and 8 are not available in the office and never such information is imparted. 


The respondent-PIO who is Sh. Surinder Mahendru, XEN, is directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing and also directed to  file a point-wise reply in the shape of an affidavit that what action has been taken by him against the queries raised by Sh. Bali in his RTI request. The reply must be accompanied by the supporting documents as per official-record.



The respondent-PIO is directed to follow provisions of the RTI Act pertaining to the matter in which the PIO is bound to make a reply against the queries raised by the information-seeker in his RTI request.



The respondent-PIO is advised to file a reply against the RTI request on his own and under his signatures and not to use the services of APIOs for the same.
The case is adjourned to  3rd December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 03:00 P. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                          State Information Commissioner

Sh. Surinder Mahendru,

(Regd. Post)

Executive Engineer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar 
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R. D. Arora,

4 – C, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana - 141001




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. officer(Sec.),

3rd floor, Mini Sectt., DC Office Complex,

Ludhiana







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3224  of 2013

Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.
 Sh.  Jaspal Singh, Incharge, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 20.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
status of payment of balance amount of gratuity on account of D. A. increase at the time of retirement. The complaint with the Commission is dated 02.09.2013.
Sh.  Jaspal Singh, Incharge, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits a letter no. 1116 dated 14.10.2013 stating that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. R. D. Arora vide letter no. 2620 dated 23.09.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record. 

The complainant – Sh. R. D. Arora is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.

Sh.  Jaspal Singh, also produces a written-note signed by the complainant as an 

acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he has received the requisite information and asked for filing of his complaint. It is taken on record.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner
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Manjinder Singh,

HJ – 262, Housing Board Colony,

B. R. S. Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141012




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Ludhiana







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3227  of 2013

Present :
 Sh. Manjinder Singh, complainant  in person.
 Sh. Jaspal Singh, S. O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 17.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
copy of register having record of vehicles registered from series PB 10 A to PB 10 CZ. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.08.2013.
Sh. Jaspal Singh, S. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,  submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh.  Manjinder Singh vide letter no. 8183 dated 15.10.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The complainant - Sh. Manjinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s 
hearing,  while alleging that the reply made by the respondent-PIO-cum-D. T. O., Ludhiana, is wrong and manipulated. He also demands that he should be given an opportunity to inspect the official-record pertaining to the queries raised by him in his RTI request.


He also demands that whatever reply is to be given by the respondent-PIO concerned, must be given in the shape of an affidavit, carrying name and address of the individual official who will give that affidavit.


He also demands that claims which will be made by the respondent-PIO, must be  accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record.

Sh. Jaspal Singh, S. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, agreed that inspection of the official-record would be facilitated to the information-seeker. He also claims that whatever information has been supplied to the applicant is as per official-record.
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Both the information-seeker and Sh. Jaspal Singh, S. O., agreed during the hearing in the Commission today that the applicant can visit to  inspect the official-record in the office of PIO of D. T. O., Ludhiana during the working hours on 01.11.2013, 05.11.2013, 06.11.2013, 07.11.2013, 08.11.2013, 11.11.2013, 12.11.2013, 13.11.2013, 14.11.2013 and 15.11.2013.



The respondent-PIO is directed to facilitate the information-seeker to inspect the official-record during the working hours on the above said dates.

The case is adjourned to  3rd  December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                          State Information Commissioner
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Vijay Kumar

S/o Sh. Tarsem Lal,

Guru Nabha Dass Colony,

V.P.O. – Sarna,

Teh. & Distt. - Pathankot



    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3257  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Vijay Kumar, complainant  in person.
 Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 15.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
final report of S. D. M., Gurdaspur on complaint no. 521/11 against S. S. P., Gurdaspur. The complaint with the Commission is dated 05.09.2013.
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, hands over the requisite information, vide letter no. 1108 dated 21.10.2013 to the complainant – Sh. Vijay Kumar, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.



The complainant – Sh. Vijay Kumar gives in writing that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                           State Information Commissioner
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Baldev Singh

S/o Sh. Narang Singh,

Village – Mehma Singh Wala,

Teh. & Distt. - Ludhiana



         


 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Block Dev. and 

Panchayat Officer,

Block – Pakhowal,

Distt. - Ludhiana 






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1943  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Baldev Singh,  complainant in person.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  10.09.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed 

to pay the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/-  by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft in the name of the complainant - Sh. Baldev Singh and produce a copy of the same in the Commission to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.
In compliance with the order dated 10.09.2013, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Panchayat 

Secretary,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, hands over a Demand Draft no. 711145 dated 09.10.2013 amounting to Rs. 2000/- in the name of the complainant - Sh. Baldev Singh. He also submits  a copy of the demand draft which is taken on record.

The complainant - Sh. Baldev Singh, gives in writing that  he has received the 

Demand Draft of Rs. 2000/- as compensation amount.

Since the orders dated 10.09.2013 passed by the Commission has been complied 

with, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                           State Information Commissioner
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Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

60/35-P/330, Street – 8,

Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road,

P. O. – Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana - 141014








    ..…Appellant







Vs



Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 


     

          




  ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No. 1194 of 2013

Present :
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, appellant  in person.

 Ms. Balbir Kaur, D. F. S. O., in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 11.09.2013, a show-cause was issued to Ms. 
Anjuman Bhaskar, D. F. S. O.(West), Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. She was also  directed to file her submission in the shape of an affidavit, stating that remaining information is not available in the official-record.
Ms. Balbir Kaur, D. F. S. O., who appeared in person in today’s hearing, hands over 

part information to the appellant - Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia during the hearing  in the Commission today. She also offered inspection of official-record to the appellant.


After inspecting the official-record, the appellant identified some information to be supplied and Ms. Balbir Kaur, requests for an adjournment in this case so that the required information could be supplied to the appellant. She also states that  the required information would be supplied to the appellant within seven days from today.



Ms. Balbir Kaur, also submits a reply dated 22.10.2013 in the shape of an affidavit signed by Sh. Lovekesh Sharma, D. F. S. C., Ludhiana, who is present PIO. It is taken on record.

Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, D. F. S. O.(West), Ludhiana, has not filed her reply to the 

show-cause issued to her vide orders dated 11.09.2013.
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Another opportunity is given to Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, who is presently posted as D. F. S. C., Ferozepur, to file her reply to the show-cause issued to her before or on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against her as  per provisions of the RTI Act.
Sh. Lovekesh Sharma, D. F. S. C., Ludhiana, is also directed to appear in person on 

the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  3rd  December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Ms. Balbir Kaur during the hearing in the Commission today. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner

CC :
i) Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, 
(Regd. Post)

Distt. Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur 
ii) Sh. Lovekesh Sharma, 
(Regd. Post)

Distt. Food & Supply Officer,

Ludhiana
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Rajeev Kumar

C/o Puran General Store,

Ishwar Nagar, Dalhousie Road,

Pathankot - 145001     


   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General,

School Education,

Sarav Sikhya Abhiyaan Auth.,

P.S.E.B. Complex, E – Block, 5th Floor,

Phase – 8, S. A. S. Nagar





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2910  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

 Sh. S. S. Hundal, Asstt. Manager, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on  12.09.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. S. S. Hundal, Asstt. Manager, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Rajeev Kumar vide letter no. 4557  dated 05.09.2013 through registered post. He also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date. 

The complainant - Sh. Rajeev Kumar Garg was absent on the last date of hearing 
and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner
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Dhiraj Kumar

S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,

H. No. 598, Ward – 7,

Goniana Road,

SriMuktsar Sahib     


   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Director,

S. C. E. R. T. Pb.,

P.S.E.B. Complex, 

Phase – 8, S. A. S. Nagar





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2918  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on  12.09.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt.,, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits that the requisite information, consisting 264 pages, has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Dhiraj Kumar vide letter dated 10.09.2013 through registered post. She also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date. 

The complainant - Sh. Dhiraj Kumar is absent from today’s hearing without any 
intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                          State Information Commissioner
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Surinder Pal(Retd.HeadMaster),

Ward – 13, Longowal House,

Moonak – 148033,

Distt. - Sangrur     


   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. P. I. (S), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali








   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2920  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Surinder Pal,  complainant  in person.

i)  Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO, in person ;
ii) Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

In the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, a show-cause was issued to Ms. 
Narinder Kaur, Supdt. – 1 br. O/o D. P. I. (S), Pb., Mohali  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.


In compliance with the order dated 12.09.2013, Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director-cum-
PIO and Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt., appeared in person in today’s hearing and  hand over the requisite information to the complainant – Sh. Surinder Pal, during the hearing  in the Commission today. 
The complainant - Sh. Surinder Pal, also gives in writing that  he has received 
the requisite information and is satisfied with the same.
Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt., also submits a reply to the show-cause issued to her 
vide orders dated 12.09.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to her is dropped.

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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner
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Surinder Pal(Retd.HeadMaster),

Ward – 13, Longowal House,

Moonak – 148033,

Distt. - Sangrur     


   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Headmaster,

Govt. High School(Girls),

MOONAK, Distt. - Sangrur





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2927  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Surinder Pal,  complainant in person.

 Sh. Megh Singh, Principal, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, Sh. Sh. Megh Singh, Headmaster 
was advised to appear in person before the Commission to represent this case personally.

The complainant - Sh. Surinder Pal, states that incomplete information has been 
supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.

In compliance with the order dated 12.09.2013, Sh. Megh Singh, appeared in 
person in today’s hearing, submits his reply stating that he is  working as Principal in Govt. Sr. Sec. School(Boys), Moonak and the respondent-PIO concerned in this case is Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Incharge who is English Mistress in Govt. High School(Girls), Moonak. It is taken on record.


In view of the above, Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Incharge who is English Mistress in Govt. High School(Girls), Moonak is directed to appear in person before the Commission in the next date of hearing. She is also directed to bring original official-record alongwith her.

Sh. Megh Singh is also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  3rd  December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.












   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                         State Information Commissioner 

CC :
i) Sh. Megh Singh,

The Headmaster,

(Regd. Post)

 Govt. Sr. Sec. School(Boys),

MOONAK, Distt. - Sangrur 
ii) Ms. Amarjit Kaur,

(Regd. Post)

 Incharge/English Mistress,

 Govt. High School(Girls),

 Moonak, Distt. - Sangrur 
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Ms. Navita Bhatia

W/o Sh. Rishi Bhatia,

PUDA Colony, Green Avenue,

Near B A M Khalsa College,

Garhshankat, Distt. - Hoshiarpur   
   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

S. G. H. G. Sr. Sec. School(Boys),

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. - FatehgarhSahib





   
    ..…Respondent



Complaint  Case No.  2968  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Kaushal Kumar Bhatia on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Malwinder Singh, Lecturer,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to her by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Kaushal Kumar Bhatia, who appeared on behalf of the complainant – Ms. 

Navita Bhatia, in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information, supplied to the complainant - Ms. Navita Bhatia vide letter dated 30.07.2013, is incomplete.

Sh. Malwinder Singh, Lecturer,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that whatever is available in official-record has already been supplied to the complainant.

The respondent-PIO who is Principal, S. G. H. G. Sr. Sec. School(Boys), Mandi 

Gobindgarh, is directed to appear in person before the Commission and file a reply in the shape of an affidavit as per official-record on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to  bring relevant official-record alongwith him  into the Commission on  the next date of hearing.



The Deputy Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.), Fatehgarh Sahib who is Sh. Praveen Kumar is also directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing.

Ms. Navita Bhatia is also advised  to attend next date of hearing in the 

Commission so that she could be facilitated the inspection of official record to identify the information, needed by her.



The case is adjourned to  3rd  December,013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh .













   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                          State Information Commissioner

CC :


Sh. Praveen Kumar,

(Regd. Post)
Deputy Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Fatehgarh Sahib
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Navita Bhatia

W/o Sh. Rishi Bhatia,

PUDA Colony, Green Avenue,

Near B A M Khalsa College,

Garhshankat, Distt. - Hoshiarpur   
   
    



  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Fatehgarh Sahib






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2969  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Kaushal Kumar Bhatia on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Steno,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to her by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Kaushal Kumar Bhatia, who appeared on behalf of the complainant – Ms. 

Navita Bhatia, in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to the applicant by the respondent-PIO so far. 
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Steno, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,   states that requisite information has already been supplied  to information seeker.
The respondent-PIO, who is  Sh. Praveen Kumar, Deputy Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.), 

Fatehgarh Sahib, is directed to appear in person before the Commission and file a point-wise reply in the shape of an affidavit as per official-record on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to  bring relevant official-record alongwith him into the Commission on  the next date of hearing.
Ms. Navita Bhatia is also advised  to attend next date of hearing in the 

Commission so that she could be facilitated the inspection of official record to identify the information, needed by her.





The case is adjourned to  3rd  December, 2013 (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh .







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                      State Information Commissioner

CC :

Sh. Praveen Kumar,

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Fatehgarh Sahib
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

Ward – 7, Near Thana Sadar, 

Lehragaga (Distt. – Sangrur)           

      
 


        ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Village – Chhajli,

Distt. -Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Sangrur






     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1700  of 2013
Present :
 None on behalf of the  appellant.
 Sh. Paramjit Singh, Vocational Master, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, Sh. Paramjit Singh Vocational 

Master, promised that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant within two weeks from that day.

Sh. Paramjit Singh, Vocational Master, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing,  submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Ranjit Singh. 

The appellant – Sh. Ranjit Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.

Sh. Paramjit Singh also produces a written-note signed by the appellant as an 

acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he is satisfied with the information supplied and asked for filing of his complaint. It is taken on record.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                          State Information Commissioner

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurwant Singh,

10904, Basant Road,

Ind. Area – B,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana - 141003






            ..…Appellant







Vs




Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana 





     

          

  ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No. 1164 of 2013

Present :
None  on behalf of the appellant. 

Dr. Pradeep Sharma, M. O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.09.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to 

facilitate the appellant to inspect the vehicle and official record on 20.09.2013, 23.09.2013, 25.09.2013, 26.09.2013, 30.09.2013, 01.10.2013, 03.10.2013 and 04.10.2013 during office hours. The respondent-PIO was also directed to bring official-record into the Commission. 

In compliance with the order dated 12.09.2013, Dr.  Pradeep Sharma, M. O., who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, brought the original official-record into the Commission. He also states that the appellant – Sh. Gurwant Singh, has inspected the vehicle No.PB-10 AT 7745. He also states that the complainant has not shown any requirement other than information supplied.

The appellant – Sh. Gurwant Singh was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has not approached the Commission with any contrary claim.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   (Chander Parkash)

23rd  October, 2013       
     
                           State Information Commissioner

