STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ghansham Gupta,

Advocate, 

SCO 24113-14, 2nd Floor,

Sector 22-C, Chandigarh.    



                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 




                                        ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 144 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 25.05.2009, the Respondent was directed to send enclosure which was missing in their registered letter sent to the Complainant on 13.4.2009. A show cause notice was also sent for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
 
Today, the Superintendent appearing on behalf of the Respondent has submitted documents where all the relevant papers along with the enclosure have been sent to the appellant on 27.01.2009 by registered post An affidavit has been sent by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana stating that the information desired by the Appellant has already been supplied to him as per the official record. The information desired in the original application was sent to the Appellant vide letter No.5270/652/RTI, dated 27.1.2009 under registered post and was again sent vide letter No.5491/ 652/RTI, dated 10.2.2009. The same information was also sent by FAX to the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab, on 22.5.2009. 
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I am satisfied with the explanation made in the affidavit presented 

by the Respondent. It also appears that the Appellant is satisfied with the information. Since he is not present today, nor has he pointed out any objection/ discrepancy. 


 
Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 03.08.2009                                       State Information Commissioner.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa,

Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian, Bet Ludhiana.


 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda. 

 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 268 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Ram Singh, Tehsildar-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.



Shri Ram Singh Tehsildar-cum-APIO presented a letter dated 3.8.2009 and stated that the information has been sent to the Appellant on 4.3.2009 and replied the show cause notice issued on 25.5.2009.

 
The Appellant has also given a telephonic message saying that he is in Chandigarh attending the Hon’ble Court of another Commissioner and conveyed that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He further requested that the case may be closed. I  am satisfied with the reply to show cause notice.


Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 03.08.2009                                       State Information Commissioner.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajan Sekhri,

17/9, Kennedy Avenue,

Amritsar-143001.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, (Regd.)
Amritsar. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 1937 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.


This case was last heard on 25.05.2009 and adjourned to 3.08.2009 at 10.00 AM. The respondent neither come present on 25.05.2009 and 3.08.2009 nor any intimation about supplying the information to the Complainant has been received. The respondent has also failed to intimate the outcome of date of visit of Complainant fixed in his office on 8.06.2009 to satisfy himself to the information demanded by him. From the above it is evident that the required information demanded by the Complainant on 19.06.2008 has not yet been furnished, even more than a year has elapsed. Therefore, the respondent is given a notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information to the Complainant within the stipulated period of one month as per RTI Act.


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


The case is adjourned to 16-09-2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. The Complainant is directed to come present failing which it will be presumed that he is not interested to pursue his complaint. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 03.08.2009                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax singh

R/o Plot No.40, Vill-Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, 

PO. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Nawanshahr

….Respondent

C.C. NO.2458 of 2008

ORDER

The judgment in the above complaint case was kept reserved on 01-06-2009 after hearing both the parties. As far as information is concerned, that was delivered to the complainant. 

From the perusal of the reply regarding imposition of penalty given by the respondent, it is revealed he has collected this information from different offices and supplied to the complainant. He further stated that no public interest was involved in the information demanded by the complainant. Besides this, he has not caused any willful or intentional delay in supply of the information. At the same time, a letter dated 5-6-2009 of the complainant has also been received in which he has mentioned that he has received the entire information to his satisfaction and he does not want any action on his complaint nor he wants to claim any compensation. He further stated that his complaint may be consigned
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to record.

In view of the above, I do not find it a fit case for imposition of penalty and award of any compensation. Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed off.

Order announced in the open Court today, the 3rd August, 2009.
A copy of these orders be conveyed to both the parties. 

   
Sd/-



Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 03.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
