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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 950 of 2013
Date of Decision 31.05.2013 
Sh. Vinod Kumar Khosla, 

R/o # 6199/2, C.I.A. Road,

Suigran Mohalla,

Patiala-147001.





……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Divisional Commissioner, 

Patiala






…..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Vinod Kumar Khosla appellant in person assisted by Sh. G.S. Dhaliwal, Advocate.  
For the respondent: Sh. Gurjant Singh, Clerk SK Branch office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.
ORDER 
1.
Vide his application dated 15.01.2013 the information seeker had sought information on 3 points mentioned below:-

(a)
Copy of the complaint dated 06.02.2012 alongwith diary no. 7 date of Saddar Kanungo Branch (D.C, office , Pptiala).

(b)
Copy of complaint dated 31.10.2012 alongwith diary no. & date of Saddar Kanungo Branch (D.C. office, Patiala).
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Appeal Case No. 950 of 2013
(c)
Complete file for the year 2012 regarding complaint by Vinod Kumar Khosla, H.No.6199/2, C.I.A. Road, Suigiran Mohalla, Patiala against Sh. Madan Lal the then Kanungo Circle Kularan, Tehsil Samana District Patiala etc. from page no.01 till end alongwith all the noting and replies including the last one received from the officers concerned.


On not getting the information from the PIO, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 06.03.2013 and then Second appeal under Section 19 of the Act with the Commission on 15.04.2013.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 31.05.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is represented by Sh. G.S. Dhaliwal, Advocate present in the Commission and states that the complete information has been received in the Commission today itself. He further states that the case may be dispose of.  
4.
Sh. Gurjant Singh, Clerk SK Branch office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is present in the Commission and states that the complete information has been provided to the complainant in the Commission. He further requests that the case may be disposed of.
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5.
After hearing the both the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the information has been provided to the appellant in the Commission itself today. No further information remains pending with PIO in this case. Therefore, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
sd/- 




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1158 of 2013 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, Tehsil & Distt.

Barnala. PIN-148101




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.







…..……………Respondent
Present:
None present on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Lal, Registration Clerk office of Sub-Registrar, Patiala. 

ORDER
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission and nor any intimation has been received about the reason of his absence.

2. Sh. Ram Lal, Registration Clerk office of Sub-Registrar, Patiala authorized by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala states that random checking of Sale Deeds in District Patiala at Nabha, Rajpura and Dudhan Sadhan has been done on 22.05.2013 at Patran on 23.05.2013 and at Patiala on 24.05.2013 and report thereof shall be sent to the information seeker within 2 days. 

3. PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is hereby directed to submit reply to the Notice of the Commission before next date of hearing. 
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

  sd/- 



Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013.


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

 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1524 of 2013

Date of Decision 31.05.2013 
Sh. Gurbax Singh Bains

R/o House No. 206, Phase-6, 

Mohali. PIN-160056





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary 

to Government of Punjab,

Department of Personal, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.




   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh Bains complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO Policy Branch-2 and Sh. Krishan Kumar, Senior Assistant Policy Branch-2 office of   Department of Personal, Punjab.
ORDER 
1.
 Vide his application dated 12.04.2013, the complainant had sought the information regarding 4 points mentioned below:-


(a)
That the respondent PIO has not supplied the information demanded vide my letter dated 04.03.3013 and instead has given a dilly dallying reply vide his letter no. 18/23/2013-5PP 2/301 dated 26.03.2013.


(b)
Instead of supplying copy of their letter vide which reply was given to Advocate General Punjab letter dated 21.12.2001, the PIO has asked further documents from me. The decision of case “kumara Madhuri Patil and others Vs Additional Commissioner Tribunal is available on internet and is also of concern to government not me.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1524 of 2013

(c)
The RTI Act has armed the Hon’ble Commission with powers of imposing penalty if the information is not supplied within the specified period.

(d)
The information is available in file of the Department but the Department is deliberately not supplying the information and is wastefully using the government machinery and equipment at the cost of public exchequer in delay.

On not getting the information he filed the complaint under Section 18 of the Act with the Commission on 22.01.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 31.05.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the complete information has been received in the Commission itself. He is satisfied with the same and further requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Sh. Suresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO Policy Branch-2 and Sh. Krishan Kumar, Senior Assistant Policy Branch-2 office of   Department of Personal, Punjab are present in the Commission and state that the complete information has been given to the complainant in the Commission today itself and also sent to the complainant vide letter no. 18/23/2013-5PP2/389 dated 29.05.2013 by speed post. They further state that the case may be disposed of.

Cont...p3
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5
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the complete information has been provided by the PIO to the satisfaction of the complainant. It is further observed that no action is now required in this case. Therefore, the instant complaint is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 
sd/- 





Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013


               
State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1527 of 2013
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Advocate 

Chamber No. 121 & 309, 

Judicial Courts Complex,

Hira Enclave, Nabha, 

Tehsil & Distt. Nabha.

PIN-147201






……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust, Nabha. 



   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, PIO-cum-Executive Officer and Sh. Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent office of Improvement Trust, Nabha. 
ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence. 
2. Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, PIO-cum-Executive Officer and Sh. Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent office of Improvement Trust, Nabha are present in the Commission and state that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no.105 dated 20.02.2013, than vide letter no.142 dated 18.03.2013 and then again by the registered post vide letter no.241 dated 10.05.2013.
Cont...p2
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3. Since the complainant is not present at today’s hearing it is difficult to ascertain if he has to say anything contrary to the claim of the PIO that the information has been provided. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to present his version in this case failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information. The case to come up now for hearing on 24.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
sd/- 




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1553 of 2013
Sh. Lal Mohammand 

S/o Sh. Sadique Mohammand

R/o VPO Kothala, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. Pin-1480201,



……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar 

      Malerkotla. 





   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mohd Aslam, Clerk office of Tehsildar Malerkotla
ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a fax has been received in the Commission at diary no.12399 dated 28.05.2013 intimating that his mother is serious and seeks an adjournment.
2. Sh. Mohd Aslam, Clerk office of Tehsildar Malerkotla states that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no.423 dated 27.05.2013. Earlier also the information has been given to him vide letter no.310/BC dated 03.04.2013.  
3. The PIO office of Tehsildar Malerkotla is hereby directed to file reply to the Notice of the Commission before the next date of hearing giving chronological details of the case. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 24.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
sd/- 




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013


               
State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1556 of 2013
Sh. Diwan Singh 

S/o Sh. Bahadur Singh 

R/o VPO- Mehta,

Tehsil- Baba Bakala,

Amritsar






……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Sports, Punjab,

SCO No.116-117, Sector-34, 

Chandigarh.
 





   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None present on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Sharma PIO-cum- Assistant Director, Sh. Satish Chand Store Supervisor-cum-APIO office of Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh.
ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission. Even the Notice sent to him by the registered post has been received in the Commission undelivered. 

2. Sh. Rakesh Sharma PIO-cum- Assistant Director, Sh. Satish Chand Store Supervisor-cum-APIO office of Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh state that the original RTI application has been not received in the office of the PIO. On receiving the Notice of the Commission the complete requisite information has been brought along to day for providing it to the complainant by hand. They further state that the information shall be sent to the complainant by registered post within 2 days.  
3. The case to come up for hearing on 24.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
sd/- 




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013


               
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

  (www.infocommpunjab.com
Complainant Case No.2303 of 2012 
Sh.Sardavinder Goyal,

# 397, Sector: 9,

Panchkula.






                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Vs  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, Anand

College of Engineering, Opp: 

Rail Coach Factory, 
Kapurthala-144601.
                                     



……...Respondent

Present:  
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Vikram Anand, Advocate (9815065008) on behalf of PIO Managing Director, Anand College of Engineering, opposite Rail Coach Factory, Kapurthala

ORDER

1.
Sh. Vikram Anand, Advocate on behalf of PIO Managing Director, Anand College of Engineering, opposite Rail Coach Factory, Kapurthala files reply to the application of the complainant. Copy of the same is given to the complainant.  

2.
The matter to come up for arguments on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M.  

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

                                                                            sd/- 
                                 
Chandigarh





   
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013

                    
         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

  (www.infocommpunjab.com)





Complainant Case No.2305 of 2012

Sh.Sardavinder Goyal,

# 397, Sector: 9,

Panchkula.


                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Gurukal Vidyapeeth

Institute of Engineering &

Technology, Chandigarh-Patiala

Highway, Village: Ram Nagar, Banur,

District: Patiala.

                                    
                    ………...Respondent
Present:  
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.
None present on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
1.
None is present on behalf of the respondent Institute no intimation has been received in the Commission as to the reason of absence.
2.
During the hearing on 02.05.2013 last opportunity was provided to the respondent for filing the reply which is yet to be done. The matter to come up for hearing on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M.  
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


sd/- 
  
Chandigarh





   
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2013

                    
         State Information Commissioner 
