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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 758 of 2014
Date of institution:24.02.2014
Date of decision: 26.08.2014 

Sh. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate, 

Chairperson,

Universal Human Rights Council,

# 919, Phase-IV, Sector-59 SAS Nagar, 

Mohali-160059.

 

             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


2. Public Information Officer ,

O/o Department of Personnel (IAS Branch) 

Government of Punjab,
Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.    



……………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Kamlesh Arora, Deputy Secretary Finance and Sh. Pardeep Singh, Senior Assistant (IAS Branch) Department of Personnel.   (98156-13649)

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 23.11.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 24.02.2014 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 03.04.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant was neither present during the last hearing nor he is present today. No intimation has been received from him about the cause of absence.  
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4.
Smt. Kamlesh Arora states that the requisite information comprising of 41 pages has been sent to the complainant vide memo no.5/110/13-1FP1/642 dated 15.07.2014 by registered post and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also. 
5.
After going through the record available on file, it is observed that the requisite information on point no.1 & 2 has been provided by the Department of Finance (FP-1 Branch) vide letter dated 15.07.2014 by registered post. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice nor he has intimated to the Commission contrary to the facts stated by the respondent. The complainant is however, at liberty  to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority if he is not satisfied with the order of the PIO, if he so desires. In view of the above, the instant Complaint Case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case  No.  968 of  2014
Date of institution:20.03.2014

Date of decision: 26.08.2014 

Sh. Balraj Kalra, (M-9464108476)

R/o # B10/724-A, Street No.6, Lajpat Nagar,

Kotkapura,  Distt. Faridkot-151204.    




..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Faridkot.


 





…...Respondents

Present:
None present.
ORDER
1.
The instant complaint has been filed  in this Commission  on 20.03.2014 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 by the information seeker on the ground that on his RTI application dated  28.02.2014 the respondent-PIO,  despite relevant instructions issued by the Director Food and Supplies, Punjab, vide memo.No.2FD-13/490 dated 25.3.2013, new ration cards replacing old ration cards No.DJ1433-36197 and No.1433//1-36198 issued in year 1998,  were not  issued   by the AFSO, Kotkapura  till December, 2013 though  the forms distributed by the department at the houses of residents were deposited, duly filled,  in the office of  A.F.S.O., Kotkapura. He (complainant) also wanted to have information regarding clause and page number of 'Govt. Order Food & Supply Related Services' under which these ration cards were rejected or not prepared.  
2.
Notice was issued to the parties on 13.05.2014 in the Commission.
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3.
The  complainant in para No. 1  of his complaint submitted that  the department has sent reply that the  forms  distributed at homes were not for replacing the old ration 
cards whereas, the complainant, stated these forms were, in fact, meant for replacing the old ones. In support of his contention he referred to a letter  of the Food  and Supply Department memo. No.RTI.2013/359 dated 17.01.2014 which  clearly indicated that these forms  were  meant  for  replacing  the old ration cards  No.36197 and 36198.
4.
Secondly, the complainant alleged that the department has supplied him wrong information. He further stated that he is a senior citizen of 76 years and is unable to move. He further stated  that he  has been put to mental and physical harassment  by the  respondent by  denying or providing incorrect information. He stated that his  two   cases related to this  matter are already pending consideration in the State Commission. The complainant further stated that  the  concerned responsible officers may be penalized  under the RTI Act so that  no  one  makes a mockery of this Act in future.
5.
Thirdly,  the complainant stated that  he sought information  by registered post for which he  sent IPO worth Rs.35/- but  it was not sent  though registered post.
6.
The  respondent – PIO filed reply to the notice of the Commission  copy of  which  was sent to the  complainant by post by the PIO.  
7.
 In reply to Para No.1 of the  complaint, the respondent-PIO  categorically stated that the ration cards distributed by the office of respondent  were  not new ones 
replacing the old ones  as alleged by the  complainant.  The respondent  stated that  the  
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letter No.RTI-2013/359 dated 17.01.2014 does not show that the new  ration cards  replacing  old ones are  being issued.  The respondent further clarified that  while   

issuing ration cards  the old ration cards could be/ are used only as identity /address proofs  and hence the contents of Para No.1 are  denied being  incorrect.
8.
In reply to Para No.2 of the complaint the respondent  denied  the allegation of harassment. The respondent leveled counter allegation  and stated that it is rather  the complainant who is embarrassing / harassing his office and making  a mockery of the  system of RTI by filing  a complaint after complaint.
9.
In reply to Para No.3 of the complaint the respondent stated that  the information has been  furnished  through courier.  The respondent further stated  that the mistake has  occurred in routine without any mala fide intention which, he assured, will not be repeated.  He further assured that the office of respondent is ready to refund  the money deposited  by the  complainant for  sending information  through registered post.

In the end, the respondent  requested  that the present complaint  may be dismissed  being devoid of merits.

10.
After going through the record  available on file  it emerges  that the contention of the complainant  that  the forms distributed  at homes  were  only  for replacing the old  ration cards is not proved by any documentary evidence. The respondent has  categorically denied this and stated that the contention of  complainant is   incorrect. It appears  that the complainant  misconstrued the contents of respondent's letter No.RTI-
2013/359 dated 17.01.2014  by assuming  that these forms were for new  ration cards  
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replacing the old ones. Further, perusal of  the record reveals that on the RTI application dated  28.02.2014 the requisite information had been  furnished  to  the  complainant  by  the  respondent vide  letter dated 11.03.2014, through registered post, that is  prior to the filing  of the present complaint  to the  Commission.  Also, it is observed  that  complainant  has not  attached  copy of the  letter  in question i.e. dated  17.01.2014, with his complaint  on which he is  placing  reliance. The RTI application  of  complainant  in the instant case is  dated  28.02.2014 whereas  he is referring to a  respondent's letter of 17.01.2014, which  definitely  cannot be  in response  to his RTI application under consideration in this case. Resultantly, the contention  of  the complainant is not  tenable.  Nevertheless, the complainant shall be  at liberty  to file appeal with the First Appellant Authority (FAA) against the order of  PIO, if he so desires.
11.
In view of the  foregoing, this  Complaint Case is hereby  closed and disposed of
12.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case  No. 1179  of  2014 

Date of institution:15.04.2014

Date of decision: 26.08.2014 

Sh. Balraj Kalra, (M-9464108476)

R/o # B10/724-A, Street No.6, 
Lajpat Nagar, Kotkapura,  
Distt. Faridkot-151204.    






..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food & Supplies Controller,

Faridkot.


 





…...Respondents

Present:
 None present.
ORDER

The instant complaint  has been filed  in the Commission  on  15.04..2014 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 by the information seeker who sought information on  his RTI application  dated  06.03.2014 regarding  preparing of ration cards  fraudulently   by the AFSO, Kotkapura. The information sought  is  on 11 points.  
2.
Notice was issued to the parties on 02.06.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant in his complaint  has submitted that information on some of  the points  of his RTI application has  either been given  vague or  wrong. Secondly, he   added that  he  had sought information  by registered post for which he  also sent  requisite fee for postage stamps along with the application  but  information was not furnished   by  registered post. Thirdly. The complainant stated that he is a senior citizen of 76 years old and is unable to travel. He further stated  that he  has been put to mental 
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and physical harassment by the respondent by either denying information or providing incorrect information. The complainant pleaded that the concerned responsible officers may be penalized  under the RTI Act so that  no  one  makes a mockery of this Act in future.

4.
The respondent-PIO  filed  para-wise reply  dated 10.06.2014 to the  complaint of the information seeker. In reply to para No.2, the respondent - PIO stated that  the contents  of this para are wrong, incorrect and as such, denied.  The respondent – PIO stated that  complete information  has been provided to the complainant well in time.  The respondent further stated that the complainant is rather harassing and embarrassing the respondent department  by making application after application and  seeking same information without waiting for the stipulated period  of supplying information to serve his ulterior motives.  The respondent further stated that the complainant  has never appeared before the State Information Commission in connection with his  complaint on any hearing on one pretext or the other.
5.
In reply to para No.3, the  respondent-PIO stated that  the information has been furnished through courier in routine and there  was no malafide  intention for which unconditional apology is tendered and assured that it will not be repeated in future.  The respondent PIO further  stated that he is  ready to refund the  money deposited by the complainant for registered post.
6.
In reply to para No.4, respondent  denied  the allegation of harassment. The respondent  levelled counter allegation  and stated that it is rather  the complainant who 
is embarrassing / harassing his office and making  a mockery of the  system of RTI by 
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filing  a complaint after complaint  to settle his personal  scores.

In the end, the respondent  requested  that the present complaint  may be dismissed  being devoid of merit.

9.
After going through the record  available on file  it is observed that the requisite  information comprising of 02 pages has been furnished to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 20.03.2014 through courier and  apparently there  was no malafide  intention of the respondent in doing so. Further, the respondent PIO  has tendered unconditional apology for this and assured that it will not be repeated in future.  The respondent PIO  also  stated that he is ready to refund the  money deposited by the complainant for registered post. However, the Commission feel  that  both the methods  of transmitting  information that is  'by registered  post' and  ' through courier service'  are equally  good  and  the courier service  is rather  expensive than the  former.  Moreover, the complainant has  duly received the  said information  and thus, the  contention of the  complainant  is  baseless.  Besides, the  complainant's  charge of  mental and  physical harassment  by the respondent  is also  not substantiated   in the light of the facts available on record.  As a result, this is not a  case  for imposing  any penalty  upon the respondent  department  under  the Right to Information Act, 2005. Notwithstanding the above, the  complainant shall be  at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) against the order of the PIO, if he so desires.
10. 
In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Complaint  Case is  closed and disposed of.

11.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888, 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No.1300 of 2014 
Date of institution:22.04.2014
Date of decision: 26.08.2014
Shri  Harmanpreet Singh,   (M 9463300128)

M.I.S. Quarter No. N.P. 5/2 W1,

Zone Ferozepur Chhauni.





             ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Subordinate Services Selection Board, 

Punjab, Forest Complex, 

Sector-68, Mohali.







…    …Respondent

Present:
None present.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 03.03.2014 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 22.04.2014 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 06.06.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 

4.
None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. However, a letter no. 1/09/2012-GA/4A(SSSB) /1970 dated 26.08.2014 has been received from the respondent PIO stating therein that the requisite information has been provided to the 
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complainant vide letter no.1/09/2012-GA/4A(SSSB) /1592 dated 18.07.2014 under signatures. The respondent has also annexed photocopy of the receipt obtained from the respondent mentioning therein that he has received information comprising of 58 pages and  requested that his case may be disposed of.
5.
After perusing the record  available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information comprising of 58 pages has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 18.07.2014 under signatures to his satisfaction.  No further action is now required in this Complaint Case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case  No.  1517  of  2014

Date of institution: 16.04.2014

Date of decision: 26.08.2014 

Shri   Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,(M-9464692553)

Ward No.12, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road,  Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana-141401.





      ..…Appellant.

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o  Municipal Council,

  Amloh Road,  Khanna,

  Distt. Ludhiana. 

2.   First Appellate Authority,

  O/o Deputy Director Local Bodies,

  First Floor, Mini Secretariat, 

  Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.                   

                 …...Respondent

Present:
Shri   Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Tarsem Dass, AME and Sh. Jatinder Singh Bains, J.E.  Municipal Council, Khanna.   
ORDER

Arguments in this case were heard on 09.07.2014 and the order was reserved for pronouncement on 26.08.2014.

The above appeal  has been filed  in the Commission  on  16.04..2014 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005 by the information seeker for not supplying the  information by the APIO office of  Municipal Council, Khanna, on  his RTI application dated  03.02.2014  who sought  information mainly regarding certified  sealed samples (with the name  of the contractor and ward number  and its detail  as mentioned  in the 
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notification) of the D.B. Pavers and SW Pipes  used in  Road Gali or Sewer  line being 
laid down or laid down against the tender floated on 22.110.2013 and passed for the maintenance  of drainage  system and laying  of D/B Paving  Near Thea Galwadi under Ward No.10 as mentioned at serial No.7 of the tender notification for the tenders  to be closed 22.10.2013 under the Advt.No.PR(Advt.)13/2414-c, Dated 7.10.2013 and other related  issues. The information sought is on 8 points.  First appeal was filed by him to the first appellate  authority  on  22.3.2014.                                                                                                                                                                        
2.
Notice was issued to the parties on 02.06.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The  Public Information  Officer (hereinafter PIO) filed reply to the Notice of the Commission vide  letter dated 5.06.2014.  The  PIO  submitted para-wise  reply to the  RTI application  with endorsement  to the  appellant.  However, the PIO again  submitted  revised reply  on point Nos. 1 to 5 of the RTI application of the appellant   to the Commission as well as to the information seeker.
4.
The appellant submitted letter  dated  9.06.2014 to the Commission stating  that deficiencies  were pointed out  in the  reply sent to him by the PIO vide letter dated  25.2.2014 but none  of those were  made up.  The appellant again brought  those   deficiencies  to the notice  as under  :-

(1)      That the certified samples duly sealed and duly signed, of the material  being used at different work places were called  as mentioned in para No. 1, 2, 3  and 4 but  which were intentionally and  malafidely  denied  supplying information by stating  that  'the information is not  available' which amounted to  denial of information.
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          (2)
That  in para No.5  of his RTI application he had  called the postal receipt through which  the letter No. as mentioned in his RTI  application was received by Shri Arun Gupta  along with proof of  receiving the  said letter by Shri Gupta.
         (3)
That in No.6 of the RTI application he has asked for residential address at Khanna of the M.E. where he is posted or station  leaving permission  letter  if he has  the permission of  station leaving and   the residential address   if he resides  outside Khanna (the place of his posting) and  stated  that  this is not  M. E.'s personal information.
        (4)
That in regard to para No.7 of his RTI application the PIO has asked to collect the desired information from the Nigran Engineer of Municipal  Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. He stated that if the PIO/APIO had  transferred   this part of the application to  that public authority at Mandi Gobindgarh under Section 6(3) then  copy of that letter  of  transferring  be  supplied.

5.
Further, the appellant filed replication  dated 10.06.2014 to the written statement of the respondent submitted  on  9.06.2014 (the letter is dated 5.06.2014) and stated --

(1)  That reply to para No.1 of  the  respondent  is totally  mala fide and is denial  of supplying the  desired information  that they don't have certified  sealed samples. He further  submitted that  information was called for supplying  the certified  samples from the place  as mentioned in the RTI application  in his (appellant)  presence  duly  sealed, signed  with the name of  the contractor and ward number including other 
details  of identification of the place  from where the  sample  was taken. He further  
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submitted that  under provision of section 2 (j) (iii) of the RTI Act, 2005 the applicant call for the certified samples.
        (2)     That reply  of the respondent to para No.2, 3 and 4  is  totally mala fide and is denial to supply the information
knowingly giving  incorrect / incomplete information.  The  respondent stated that the complaint of the contractor  M/S Suman Builder has been withdrawn by the  appellant (he) is  correct but the respondent  did not  state that the RTI application filed by the appellant has not been withdrawn.  The appellant  further stated that  complaint and the application under RTI Act, 2005 are two different  things and cannot be  combined with each other.  Further, that  information was called for supplying  the certified  samples from the place  as mentioned in the RTI application  in his presence  duly  sealed, signed  with the name of  the contractor and ward number including other details  of identification of the place  from where the  sample  was taken. He  also submitted that  under provision of section 2 (j) (iii) of the RTI Act, 2005 the applicant call for the certified samples.


(3)   That reply of the respondent in para No.5 is totally  mala fide and denial of  supplying the information.  Further, the  respondent stated that  certified copy of the information  has been supplied whereas  he has called the  certified copy of the letter No.5169-70 dated 29.1.2014 issued by the Municipal Engineer of M.C., Khanna to the contractor, Shri Arun Gupta and its delivery receipt to Sh. Gupta which has not  intentionally  been supplied.   

(4)    That  reply of respondent in para No.6  is mala fide  and incorrect as the 
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respondent had not stated the name and designation of the official who resides  at the address  c/o Sh.  Jagir Singh, Model Town Ward No.2,, Khanna and even in the address  the house number  has not been mentioned.
       (5)   That  in regard to para No.7 of the RTI application,  the respondent has neither  supplied  the information nor  transferred  the application to  other public authority under Section 6(3)  if the information related to that public authority.  The appellant further submitted that  respondent has  misled and harassed  the  applicant for which  the PIO cannot be ignored  from imposing penalty under Section 20 (1 & 2) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

In the end, the applicant/appellant  prayed that the APIO o/o Municipal Council, Khanna,  has not  supplied the requisite information  within the stipulated  period  or knowingly  provided  incorrect and misleading information which caused mental harassment and delay of more than 120 days  and  requested that  in  the light of  decision of High Court of Bombay at Goa – Writ Petition No.304 / 2011 dated 9.06.2011 penalty should be imposed under Section 19 sub section 8(b & c) and Section 20 (1 and  2 ) upon the  PIO/APIO. The appellant also requested  that  the respondent-PIO may be directed to provide  information on point No.1, 2, 3 and 4 of his RTI application dated 3.02.2014.
6.
I have perused the record  available on case file and have considered the arguments written as well as oral put forth by both the parties. As per  the  Right  to 
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Information Act, 2005,  any information, which is held by or under the control of any 
public authority becomes accessible by a citizen.  Further, the  Right  to Information includes the rights to take certified samples of materials and inspection of work.  They have the right to know the quality of the material used in construction. A somewhat similar issue has been decided in Appeal Case No.763 of 2012  by the Ld Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab vide order dated 19.09.2013. Therefore, I hereby direct the respondent-PIO office of  Municipal  Council, Khanna, to provide  the  certified sealed  samples  of the material utilized  as per his  RTI application  in accordance with the  procedure  laid down by the Punjab Public Works Department (B & R) for drawing  of  samples  of Govt. works within  thirty  days from receipt of  this  order.
7.
Further the contention of the appellant  that the  PIO/APIO has not supplied requisite information  within the stipulated period or  knowingly provided incorrect and misleading  information;  and has requested  that  penalty  should be imposed upon the PIO/APIO, is untenable for  the appellant himself  has admitted  in his letter dated 6.06.2014 that response was received to his RTI application dated 3.02.2014 from the APIO  o/o Municipal  Council  vide letter No.450  dated 25.2.2014 and has also stated that  deficiencies  noted therein were pointed out  to   respondent  through email.  This  act shows that  there was no intentional  or willful  delay/denial  of information on the part of the respondent-PIO.  I feel  that the delay  perhaps  is  due to  some complicated issues of fact and law involved which the PIO failed to  make out of the relevant 
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provisions of the RTI Law.  Accordingly, this is not a fit case for imposition of penalty. However, the PIO is cautioned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications and ensure that provisions of the Act ibid are adhered to. With these observations, the present Appeal Case is closed and disposed of. 
8.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case  No.  1513  of  2014 

Shri   Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,(M-9464692553)

Ward No.12, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road,  Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana-141401.





      ..…Appellant.

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o Municipal Council,

  Amloh Road, Khanna, 

  Distt. Ludhiana. 

2.   First Appellate Authority,

  O/o Deputy Director Local Bodies,

  First Floor, Mini Secretariat, 

  Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.                   

                 …...Respondent

Present:
Shri   Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Hardip  Singh, Accountant, Shri Tarsem Dass, AME, Sh. Kulwinder Singh,  ME  and Sh. Jatinder Singh, J.E.  Municipal Council, Khanna.   
ORDER

1.
The respondent states that  an adjournment  may be given to file written submission in regard to stand of the respondent about sending letter dated 10.02.2014 to the appellant.

2.
The matter  is  adjourned  for  further hearing on 15.10.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

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


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


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

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

S/o Gurminder Singh,
r/o Near Bus Stand,   VPO Bhairupa,

Distt. Bathinda-151106.






…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent
Present:
None  for the complainant.



For the respondent: Shri Nishan Joshi, Data Operator. 

ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. 

2.
   Shri  Nishan Joshi, Data Operator. o/o District Transport Officer, Bathinda,  states that vide letters dated  14.07.2014 and 28.07.2014, the Department of Personnel  (PCS Branch), Punjab Government has been requested to recover the amount of Rs.25,000/- from Shri  Bhupinder Mohan Singh, PCS, former DTO, Bathinda now under suspension but the  said  department  has not sent us reply in response to the above said letters.
3.
The matter to come up now  for hearing  on 15.10.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
   Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3768 of 2013

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o #133, KSM Road, 

Rajpura-140401.







     …Complainant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Public Instruction (Schools)

Phase-8, Mohali.


2. Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary, (Education) Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




..Respondent
Present:
Shri  Tejinder Singh,  complainant., in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurmit Singh,  Clerk (Edu. II Br.) (9803608298) for respondent no.2. 

ORDER
1.
The  respondent  requests that an adjournment may be given to bring the original record, which is  presently in the custody  of DPI (Schools) , respondent No.1.  

2.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.10.2014 at 2:00 P.M.
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case  No.  1427 of  2014 

Date of institution:14.05.2014

Date of decision: 26.08.2014
Sh. Kamalpreet Singh,

#107, Punjabi Bagh, 

Patiala-147001.







        …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36, Chandigarh. 






        ...Respondent

Present:
 None for the complainant.

 For the  respondent : Shri Rajesh Walia, Information Assistant. 


ORDER  

1.
The RTI application is dated 04.03.2014 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 14.05.2014 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for  25.06.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant was neither  present during the hearing on 10.07.2014 when last opportunity was given to him to follow up his case nor he is present today.  No intimation has  been received from him regarding his absence.

 4.
  Shri Rajesh Walia, Information Assistant. authorized by the respondent  states that the  reply to the query of the complainant has been sent to the complainant vide 
Contd…..p 2

Complaint  Case  No.  1427 of  2014 

letter No.PSB/ITY/14/1636 dated  10.07.2014 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also.  He further states that now no more information is pending with the  respondent.
5.
After perusing the record  available on file, it is  observed that the  query  raised by the  complainant has been replied by the respondent vide letter dated 10.07.2014.  During the last hearing complainant was afforded  last opportunity to follow up his case in the Commission.  It appears that  since  the query of complainant has been replied by the respondent, the complainant does not want to pursue the matter further. In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case  is  closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of  the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.08.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
