STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajeet Singh, 

S/o Santokh Singh,

VPO Basar-ke-Gillan,

Tehsil Attari,

Distt. Amritsar.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.





 
…Respondent

CC -  231/2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Ajeet Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Hari Chand, Jr. Asstt.


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding service record of Pritam Singh son of Nar Singh, Mechanic.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Hari Chand, Jr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO delivers copy of a letter dated 21.03.2012, for information of the Commission,  wherein it has been stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant Sh. Ajeet Singh, vide letter dated 19.12.2011 under the signatures of the General Manger, Punjab Roadways, Muktsar.    The said letter is taken on record. 

Complainant expressed his satisfaction over the information.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                                                                                      Sd/- 

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajeet Singh, 

S/o Santokh Singh,

VPO Basar-ke-Gillan,

Tehsil Attari,

Distt. Amritsar.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Jalandhar-I.





 

…Respondent

CC -  236/2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Ajeet Singh in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Harish Chnader, Clerk along with \Baljit Singh, Head Mechanic.

Complainant, vide RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding service record of Baljit Singh son of Bachan Singh, Mechanic.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


S/Sh. Harish Chnader, Clerk along with Baljit Singh, Head Mechanic, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter no. 1716 dated 21.03.2012 signed by the PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Jalandhar-I whereby it has been informed that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant Sh. Ajeet Singh vide their letter no. 1619 dated 16.03.2012.  A copy of the letter dated 16.03.2012 has also been annexed.


Complainant expressed his satisfaction over the information.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                                                                                      Sd/- 


Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajeet Singh, 

S/o Santokh Singh,

VPO Basar-ke-Gillan,

Tehsil Attari,

Distt. Amritsar.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Chandigarh.





 

…Respondent

CC -  222/2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Ajeet Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Chuhar Lal, Clerk along with Sh. Shukla Sharma, Sr. Asstt. 

Complainant, vide RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding service and promotion record of Ajaib Singh son of Darshan Singh, Mechanic.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Respondent PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Chandigarh informed the complainant Sh. Ajeet Singh, vide letter no. 20120-21 dated 08.12.2011 that since the information sought pertained to a third party, in terms of section 8(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, consent of Sh. Ajaib Singh was sought who has requested that his personal information should not be parted with to anybody else.   The original application of the applicant along with the postal order had been returned to him. Aggrieved of this, the complainant filed the present compliant with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Today, Sh. Chuhar Lal, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that upon receipt of notice from the Commission, the matter was reconsidered and accordingly, they wrote to the complainant to send back the application along with the Postal order vide their letter dated 26.03.2012 which was followed by a reminder dated 11.04.2012 to which no response has been received.


The complainant has handed over the said documents to the respondent who has provided the information sought to the complainant, who, upon perusal of the same, expressed his satisfaction. 
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Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                                                                                      Sd/- 


Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh, 

S/o Pal Singh,

Village Bheropur,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





 
…Respondent
CC -  234/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajwant Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, Block Khera; and Jasvir Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 07.09.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding details of various grants received and utilized from 2003 to 07.09.2011 in respect of village Bhaironpur, Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib including attested copies of the relevant bills etc.  Respondent, vide communication dated 26.09.2011 transferred the application of the applicant to Sh. Jasvir Singh, VDO-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Bhaironpur for providing the information to the applicant direct.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


S/Sh. Rajwant Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, Block Khera; and Jasvir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of a letter wherein written acknowledgement of Sh. Ram Singh, the complainant appears under his signatures in token of having received the requisite information containing 557 copies.


Complainant is not present today nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him.  Hence, it appears he is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                                                                                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh, 

S/o Pal Singh,

Village Bheropur,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





 
…Respondent

CC - 235/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajwant Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, Block Khera; and Jasvir Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 07.09.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding details of grants received from 2003 to 07.09.2011 for Kutcha houses in village Bhaironpur, Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, along with duly attested copies of the relevant documents.  Respondent, vide communication dated 26.09.2011 transferred the application of the applicant to Sh. Jasvir Singh, VDO-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Bhaironpur for providing the information to the applicant direct.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


S/Sh. Rajwant Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, Block Khera; and Jasvir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of a letter wherein written acknowledgement of Sh. Ram Singh, the complainant appears under his signatures in token of having received the requisite information containing 557 copies.


Complainant was not present at the time of hearing.  
 
Since quite a voluminous information had been provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Kumar Saini

c/o Com. Subhash Sharma,

8, Near Prince Atta Chakki,

New Shastri Nagar,

Pathankot-145001.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


 


…Respondent

CC - 238/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Shinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO; and Kuldeep Singh, Sr. Assistant. 


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 05.12.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh sought certain personal information on 5 points regarding his employment since 01.08.1995 with the Municipal Council, Pathankot as a Street Light Maintenance Man.  Respondent, vide communication dated 18.04.2012 transferred the application of the applicant to the PIO, Municipal Council, Pathankot for providing the information to the applicant direct.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Respondents present tendered copy of a letter wherein written acknowledgement of Sh. Darshan Kumar Saini, the complainant, appears under his signatures in token of having received the requisite information.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritam Singh

C-39, Gali No. 3, Officers Colony,

Sangrur.







…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.




 


…Respondent

CC - 240/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Mangwal.


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 23.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding various resolutions and copies of the proceedings book pertaining to Gram Panchayat Village Mangwal, Sangrur.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Varinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant vide their letters dated 12.01.2012 and 16.01.2012 sent by registered post.  Photocopies of the relevant postal receipts have also been submitted by him.


Perusal of the information supplied indicates that complete and relevant information stands provided.


Complainant is not present today nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him.  Hence, it appears he is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhraj Singh, Advocate

s/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Distt. Courts Barnala,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala.





…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,

Dept. of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




 


…Respondent

CC - 241/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Amanpreet Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 02.12.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information regarding recruitment to the posts of clerks in their office in response to the advertisement released in January, 2011.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Amanpreet Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter dated 29.03.2012 addressed to the Commission, intimating that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide their communication dated 13.02.2012.  Written acknowledgement from the complainant regarding receipt of the information has also been tendered. 


Since the complete and relevant information already stands provided to the complainant as per his RTI application, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chanchal Singh, 

K. No. 24, Sector 70,

Mohali.







…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,

Kharar.




 


…Respondent

CC - 250/2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Chanchal Singh in person.
None for the respondent.


Complainant, vide RTI application dated 16.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certain information pertaining to completion certificate of the projects of Pioneer Landcons Pvt. Ltd. (Acme Heights, Chhaju Majra Road, Kharar).  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 23.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Complainant Sh. Chanchal Singh states that he has received the information from the respondent only vide letter no. 3 dated 17.02.2012 while his RTI application is dated 16.11.2011.  He further submitted that he had been called to the respondent a number of times just to be told to come another day; and thus he has been subjected to grave harassment and humiliation at the hands of the respondent office.


Excluding the statutory period of 30 days for providing the information as mandated under the RTI Act, 2005, no doubt there is some delay caused in providing the information to the complainant.  However, in the normal routine working of the public authorities, some delay is bound to occur on account of variety of reasons including shortage of staff, poor infrastructure, lack of any training to the concerned staff, etc.  However, the respondent PIO is warned to be more careful henceforth while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005.


With the above observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Sharma,

Shakti Nagar,

Gali No. 5,

Barnala-148101.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.




 


…Respondent

CC - 252/2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Naresh Sharma in person.


None for the respondent.


Complainant has been heard.  He has invited the attention of the Commission to the orders dated 09.05.2008 passed by the then State Information Commissioner Sh. P.K. Verma, in CC No. 138/08 wherein Sh. Naresh Sharma had, vide his application dated 12.09.2007, asked for the proof of individual notice along with the relevant conditions contained in it and its delivery and accordingly, the State Information Commissioner had directed the respondent that this position be intimated to the complainant.  


In compliance with the above said order, respondent-PIO vide letter no. 3473 dated 28.05.2008 has written to the PIO, office of PRTC, Barnala Depot to provide the relevant information to Sh. Naresh Sharma, direct.  Accordingly, the General Manager, P.R.T.C. Barnala vide his letter no. 4557 dated 17.01.2012 provided the requisite information to the complainant.

Since a considerable delay has been caused in providing the information sought to the complainant, PIO, office of the Managing Director, Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Patiala is called upon to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for the delay caused and for the detriments suffered by Sh. Naresh Sharma in getting the information  under the RTI Act, 2005.   The PIO shall submit his explanation through a self-attested affidavit while appearing personally on the next date fixed.   He will further submit documentary evidence in support of the following: -

(i)
Despatch of copy of notification dated 29.03.1993 to the complainant;
(ii) If the notification has not been sent to the complainant, how he was intimated about the option to be exercised by him for getting the pension benefit?
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The above said information be communicated to the applicant-complainant within a period of three weeks by registered post, free of cost, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 26.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 


…Respondent

CC - 388/2012

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, vide his RTI application dated 19.12.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of H.E. The Governor, State of Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information regarding the action taken on his complaint dated 12.09.2011.  Thus he sought action taken report along with relevant sheets.  PIO, office of Principal Secretary to H.E. The Governor, transferred the RTI application of the complainant to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint before the Commission, received in the office on 09.02.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Manjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter no. 408 dated 22.03.2012  addressed to the Commission with an enclosure wherein it has been intimated that the relevant information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 200 dated 10.02.2012. 

Complainant is not present today nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him.  Hence, it appears he is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.






    …Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Barnala.



2.
First Appellate Authority,


State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Sector 17, Chandigarh




…Respondents

AC - 239/2012

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent; Sh. Rshpal Singh, clerk, office of DTO, Barnala.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, vide his RTI application dated 05.04.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of DTO, Barnala sought the following information on four points relating to inspection, passing and other record in respect of commercial / non-commercial vehicles, under the RTI Act, 2005.  Failing to get any response within the statutory period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 26.08.2011.  The Additional State Transport Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority forwarded the letter of the applicant to the DTO, Barnala to provide the requisite information to the complainant.  However, still not being able to get any response / information from the respondents, he preferred the present second appeal before the Commission, received in the office on 09.02.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Rashpal Singh, clerk, appearing on behalf of the DTO Barnala made written submissions that the information pertaining to their office has already been provided to the applicant and the one available with the office of MVI, Barnala has also been sent by him to the appellant direct.  


Appellant is not present today nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him. 


Therefore, the appeal is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,






# 8/ 237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana.






     --Appellant

Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,







o/o Estate Officer, GLADA,

PUDA Complex, Near Rajpguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana-141001

2. FAA-cum-Chief Administrator,

GLADA, PUDA Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana-141001



---Respondents 
AC No. 1311 of 2011

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Asstt. Estate Officer-cum-APIO.


In the earlier hearing dated 16.03.2012, the appellant was directed to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided.  It was also made clear that in case nothing is heard from him, it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the same and accordingly, the case shall be closed.


Today, neither the appellant is present nor has anything to the contrary has been heard from him. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Bahadur Singh,









# 5601, E.W.S. Urban Estate,

Phase-II, Patiala.






--Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,







o/o Pratham State Coordinator, Punjab,

331-B, B.R.S.Nagar,

Head Office, Ludhiana-141001




---Respondent 
CC No. 3560 of 2011

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bahadur Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Distt. Coordinator, Fatehgarh Sahib. 


In the earlier hearing dated 16.03.2012, the appellant had stated that the information provided to him is incomplete and hence the respondent was directed to supply the pending information to the applicant within a week’s time. 

Sh. Dilbagh Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding is a confidential document the appellant has been informed that the same can be obtained from the Sarav Sikhia Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, and not from the present respondent.  He further stated that it has also been communicated to the complainant that the salary of a Pratham District Coordinator is Rs. 4,000/- p.m. 

It was also brought to the notice of the Commission that the applicant-complainant had also sought to know the educational qualifications of the Distt. Coordinator posted at Patiala.   It has been intimated that though the said Distt. Coordinator posted at Patiala has left the job upon her marriage, yet the requisite document has been made available to the complainant.


Taking into account the foregoing, the invocation of the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 is no  longer a valid proposition and hence dispensed with. 


In view of the fact that all the information available with the respondent has already been provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri,

# B-1, SBS College of Engg. & Technology,

Ferozepur.






                … Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o.(i) Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of

Engg. & Technology. Ferozepur.

(ii) FAA: Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
AC No. 1393  of 2011

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Kulbhushan Agnihotri in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. T.S. Sidhu, Principal; Vishal Arora, PIO; and R.P. Singh, former PIO.

Oral as well as written submissions of both the parties taken on record. 


For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 17.05.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Om Parkash Gupta,






109, Phase-2 Urban Estates,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana-141013




--Complainant






Vs

1. The Public Information Officer,



 

o/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Municipal Corporation Building (Zone-D),

3rd floor, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

2. FAA, District Food & Supplies Controller,

M.C. Building (Zone-D), 3rd Floor,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana. 




---Respondents
AC No. 1232 of 2011
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Om Parkash Gupta in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Rajneesh Kumari, PIO DFSC, Ludhiana (East) along with Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector.

Today,  Ms. Rajneesh Kumari, PIO DFSC, Ludhiana (East) along with Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that complete and relevant information sought by the appellant Sh. Om Parkash Gupta vide his RTI application dated 23.08.2011 stands provided to him vide their letters No. A-5-11/7528 & 7529 both dated 19.09.2011.

As per the directions of the Commission in the earlier hearing dated 20.03.2012, the respondent PIO has tendered a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that whatever information is available in their office, as per the RTI application of the applicant-appellant, already stands provided to the appellant.


In view of the foregoing, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh,

s/o Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Village Khabra, 

P.O. Singh Bhagwant Pura,

Distt. Roop Nagar.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Roop Nagar.




 


…Respondent

CC - 390/2012
Present:
Shri  Karnail Singh, Complainant, in person.
Smt. Parmod Gupta, Punjabi Lecturer, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Singh Bhagwantpura , on behalf of the Respondent.

Order



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 24.10.2011 addressed to the PIO –cum- Distt  Education Officer (S), Roopnagar, sought personal information including photocopies of service record and caste certificate of  Shri Baljit Singh clerk s/o Sh. Darbara Singh r/o Khabra,  posted in Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Singh Bhagwantpura, Distt. Roopnagar.  Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as mandated in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005, complainant approached the Commission vide his letter dated 13.1.2012. received in commission on 9.2.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.                                                                                         Contd…p/2
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2.

Smt. Parmod Gupta, Punjabi Lecturer, appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO  states that  photocopies of complete service book of Shri Baljit Singh Clerk have been provided to Complainant vide letter No. 3048-49 dated 23.4.2012 who belongs to General Category. 
3.

Since information as is available in record stands supplied therefore, case is disposed of and closed. 

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 




                                                                             Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal,

s/o Sh. Bihari Lal,

NO. 1990, Godiya Press Gali,

Muktsar.







…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




 
…Respondent

CC - 391/2012

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Ramesh Kumar Verma, Supdt. L.G-III Br. -cum- APIO o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Pb.

Order



Complainant Shri Krishan Lal s/o Shri Bihari Lal  vide an RTI application dated 30.12.2011 addressed to the PIO  o/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab Chandigarh sought certain information relating to the  policy letter no. 8/3/2004/5-55-3/1560 dated 14.6.2009 as follows:-

“T[go'es gkb;h gZso BzL 8$3$2004$5-SS -3$1560 fwsh 14H6H2009 i' fwsh 10H3H2011 B{z tkg; b? bJh rJh j?, T[;dk ekoB gzikp ;oeko dh nkgDh e'Jh gkfb;h j? iK fco jkJhe'oN tb' fe;h jdkfJs iK ;N/n ehsk frnk j?. i/eo jkJhe'oN tb'A c?;bk eoe/ o'e brkJh rJh j? sK T[;dh c'N' ekgh fdsh ikt/. i/eo ;oeko tb'A y[d o'e brkJh rJh j? sK th df;nk ikt/. fJj dcsoh B'fNzr ;fjs ;{uBk d;sh ikt/.”  

2. On the receipt of this RTI application, Supdt.  L.G. –III Br. vide
                                                                        Contd...p/2
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letter dated 3.2.2012 sent the requisite information to the complainant vide letter memo no. 8/3/04-4;; 3/119 dated 3.2.2012, by enclosing 10 photocopies of noting sheets etc. as follows:


“;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe ;oeko tb'A gkfb;h gZso BzL 8$3$04F4;;3$1560 fwsh 14H6H2009 i' fe ;oeko d/ gZso BzL 8$3$04F4;;3$84 fwsh uzvhrV 10F3F2011 okjhA tkfg; bJh rJh j?, T[j wkB:'r ndkbs tb'A fds/ rJ/ j[ewK B{z ftukod/ tkfg; bJh rJh j?. ;pzXs  B'fNzr g'o;B  dh ekgh fi; d/ nXko s/ fJj gkfb;h tkg; bJh rJh j?, Bkb BZEh j?.”

3.
Not satisfied with the provided information the complainant filed a complaint in the commission on 9.2.2012. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4. 
Shri Ramesh Kumar, APIO  o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab states that the information earlier provided to the complainant vide letter dated 3.2.2012 wherein it was mentioned that  the above policy was withdrawn, in compliance of court’s order was not correct, as the same was wrongly mentioned by dealing official because policy dated 14.6.2009 was withdrawn on 10.3.2011 by the Govt. on administrative reasons and this information was supplied to the complainant duly corrected.  

5.
 Now since the correct information stands supplied, case is disposed of and closed.
6.
PIO o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. is warned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications for providing correct information timely.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akash Goyal s/o Sh. Balraj Kumar Goyal,

Jain Sabha Marg,  Sherpura (Thana)

Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.




…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager,

Punjab Food Grains Corporation Ltd.,

Bathinda.



 


   
…Respondent

CC - 3670/2011
Present:

Shri Akash Goyal complainant in person.




Shri Gurdeep Singh Sidhu, Assistant Manager on  behalf of PIO of 




Punjab good Grains Corporation Ltd., Bathinda.

Order


On the last date of hearing i.e.  on 7.3.2012, Shri Gurdeep Singh Sidhu, A.M. appearing on behalf of PIO –cum- D.M. Punjab Food Grains Corpn . Ltd. Bathinda had said that complete information has been sent to complainant vide letter no. PAFCB/2011/1407 dated 3.12.11 and letter No. PAFCB/ 2012/1753 dated 15.2.12. However, due to non-presence of complainant case was adjourned to today for hearing. 

Both the parties have been heard. Some minor deficiencies were pointed out by the complainant today, which were clarified/corrected by Respondent PIO. After the supply of correct, complete, signed information, case is disposed of and closed. 
  
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
