STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mukesh Kumar 

s/o Bakhtawar Singh,

Vill. Darmian Chattial,

P.O. Garhdiwala,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144207                                                      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/O Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
 


                                                           Respondent      

CC No. 400/2012

Present:
Sh. Mukesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.


HC Shri Parshotam Kumar- on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.
ORDER.




On the last date of hearing i.e. on 26.4.12, Head Constable Shri Parshotam Kumar appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO, office of Inspector General of Police, Punjab Police HQs, Sector 9, Chandigarh, had stated that the entire information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 19.12.2011.  However, Sh. Vashisht, advocate who was present on behalf of the complainant, had stated that the complete information has not been provided yet.  Therefore, the case was adjourned to today for further hearing by directing  the respondent-PIO for supplying the remaining information to the complainant.  Sh.Mukesh Kumar, complainant states that he has received the complete information except for the qualifications and sports achievements at the time of joining in respect of two DSPs selected from the sports quota, namely Mr.Gagan Ajit Singh and Ms.Sunita Rani.  Respondent-PIO is, therefore, directed to supply the information about the qualifications and sports achievements at the time of joining in respect of these two DSPs within a period of three weeks, free of cost, under registered cover.


Adjourned to 4.9.2011 at 11 AM for further proceedings.

                   Sd/-                                                        Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shiv Shankar Tiwari,

Satya Jeevan Kusth Ashram,

Lajpat Nagar, New Delhi-110065.                                         Appellant.
Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Chief  Secretary Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

 


                                                           Respondent     

AC No 04 of 2012
Present:
None for the appellant.

Shri Nirmal Singh, APIO, O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Coordination – on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER.




This case was last heard on 22.3.12 when S/Sh. Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO along with Kuldip Singh, Under-Secretary-cum-FAA were directed to be present on the next date of hearing and also to explain in writing the Public Authority to whom the information sought by the applicant-appellant relates directly so that the appellant can be directed accordingly for seeking the information. 


Sh.Nirmal Singh, Assistant appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Coordination, states that Sh.Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO has since retired and Sh.Kuldip Singh, Under Secretary has been transferred.  He further states that Sh.Gurnam Singh, Supdt has been appointed as PIO and Sh.Ramesh Kumar has taken over and Under Secretary in the Department of Coordination.  Both these officers, namely, Sh.Gurnam Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO and Sh.Ramesh Kumar, Under Secretary, are therefore, directed to submit in writing the names of Public Authorities to whom the information sought by the appellant relates so that the appellant may be directed to approach those Public Authorities for seeking the information directly from them or alternatively the application of the appellant could be transferred to that Public Authority/Authorities.  It is further directed that both these officers, namely S/Sh. Gurnam Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO and Ramesh Kumar, Under Secretary shall be present on the next date of hearing and shall also explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information to the appellant.


The appellant is also directed to be present either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is no longer interested to pursue his RTI application and the case shall be decided in his absence.


Adjourned to 4.9.2012 at 11.00 AM.


Sd/-                                                                           Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



              (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

          State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shiv Shankar Tiwari,

Satya Jeevan Kusth Ashram,

Lajpat Nagar, New Delhi-110065.                                         Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Chief  Secretary Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,  Social Security & Women 

& Chief Development, Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 

Health Services, Punjab,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.

 


                                                           Respondent     

AC No. 19/2012

Present:
None for the Appellant .

Shri Nirmal Singh, APIO, O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Coordination – on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER.




This case was last heard on 22.3.12.  The appellant had sought information on the following points:

the applicant-appellant sought information on the following points: -

(i)
List of the NGOs along with their postal addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers, e-mail addresses, websites etc.;

(ii)
Copy of the projects / schemes of the NGOs directly benefitting the LAPs;

(iii)
Quantum of financial assistance i.e. grants-in-aid, loan, in kind or cash, advanced to the NGOs in each financial year; 

(iv)
No. of LAPs employed on (i) full time, (ii) part time basis by the individual NGOs in each year; 

(v)
No. of LAPs directly benefitted by the work of NGOs; 

(vi)
List along with relevant details of foreign NGOs e.g. (i) addresses in India; and (ii) in their respective countries, their telephone numbers, fax numbers, e-mail addresses, websites, quantum of funds spent in India on specific projects for the LAPs;

(vii)
Details of the control exercised by the Govt. on the works and funds spent in India by the foreign NGOs working for the LAPs.

(viii)
Details of the Social Welfare audit being conducted of the NGOs both Indian and Foreign, to discipline their working. 

(ix)
Measures being taken to ensure that there is no misuse / misappropriation of financial assistance / funds spent by the NGOs referred above, both Indian and foreing;

(x)
Copy of audit paras / objections in utilization of funds, if any, raised and replied, indicating as to (i) which are yet to be replied; and (ii) which have not been dropped. 


Sh.Nirmal Singh, APIO, O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Coordination, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, has stated that the said RTI application dated 26.5.2011 has already been transferred to Department of Health and Family welfare and Department of Social Security, vide their letter No.4342-48 dated 27.4.12 and letter No.4349 dated 27.4.12 respectively for supplying the information directly to the appellant.  

In view of above para, the PIO, office of Director, Health Services, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh and PIO, office of Director, Social Security & Women & Child Development, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh are directed to supply the RTI information, duly attested, to the appellant within a period of three weeks, free of cost, under registered cover with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record.  Both the PIOs shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare set of information provided to the appellant.  


The appellant is also directed to be either present in person or through his authorized representative, on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested to pursue his RTI application as it has been observed that he was not present on the last date of hearing i.e. 22.3.2012 also.


Adjourned to 4.9.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.

                 Sd/-                                                             Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


Copy to:

i)
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 

Social Security & Women & Child Development,

Punjab, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.

ii)
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 

Health Services, Punjab,

 Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh

- for compliance.

Encl: Copy of RTI Application

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

Joint Secretary , RTI Activists,

Post Box No. 731, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003.                                                                    Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal corporation. Zone A,

Mata rani chowk, Ludhiana.

2.FAA o/o Municipal corporation,

Ludhiana. 

 


                                                           Respondent    

AC No. 45/2012
Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant in person.




Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal corporation. Zone A, Ludhiana along with Sh.Nirmal Singh, Supdt. Establishment and Sh.Harish Bhagat, Law Officer.
ORDER.



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 21.3.12, PIO-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘A’, Ludhiana Sh. Amarjit Singh Sekhon was directed to supply this information on point no. 6 to the appellant within two weeks.  He was also directed to be present on the next date fixed and also submit an affidavit duly attested by the Notary Public, justifying the delay caused in supplying the information.   He was also directed to explain in writing as to why the action as proposed in the order dated 15.02.2011 for wilfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant be not taken against him. 


We have perused the case file.  Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation. Zone A, Ludhiana, states that this information on point no.6 was sent to the appellant much before 21.3.2012 when this case was last heard.  He also furnishes a certificate of the postal authorities dated 20.3.12 when Sh.Balbir Aggarwal, appellant had received the information.  He has also furnished an affidavit, duly attested by the Notary Public, wherein sufficient reasons have been given by him justifying the delay and by concluding that no intentional negligence or delay has been attributed by the deponent in any manner.


During hearing, Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation. Zone A, Ludhiana, has emphasized that in future no delay would be allowed at any level to be caused by providing the RTI information to the applicants.


We have perused the supplied information, which is complete in all respect and in view of the submissions made by the Respondent-PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.  However, Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone A, Ludhiana. Is advised to be cautious in future & implement the RTI Act in letter and spirit.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

                    Sd/-                                                          Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.                                      Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

o/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Distt. Sangrur.  

First Appellate Authority,

State Transport Commissioner,

Jeewandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                       


Respondent      
AC No  1262/2011
Present:
None for the appellant.

Sh.Kuldip Singh, Steno to DTO, Sangrur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.3.12, the PIO-cum-DTO Sangrur was directed to provide complete and correct information to the appellant within a period of three weeks, with a copy of the same to the Commission for its records and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


We have perused the case file.  It is observed that a letter No. 490 dated 28.5.12 has been received in the Commission’s office, wherein it has been mentioned that the complete information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 18.5.12.  With this letter, a copy of letter dated 18.5.12 under the signatures of Sh.Jasbir Singh, Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal, PO Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana, has also been enclosed, wherein the appellant has mentioned that the case may be closed since he has received the complete information.  


In view of the submissions made by the parties, the case is disposed of and closed.

                  Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karamyogi Vijay Mahajan,

Q.No. 2, Meerpur Colony,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

                                                                                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

District Manager,

PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.

 


                                                           Respondent      

CC No. 02/2012

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh.Harjit Singh, Dy.DM, Accounts-cum-PIO, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




On the last date of hearing i.e. on 3.4.12, the PIO-cum-Dy.DM,(Accounts) Shri Ajit Lal had stated that he has brought a copy of the information to be handed over to the complainant.  However, the same could not be delivered to the complainant as he was not present.  PIO was, therefore, directed to send the correct, complete and duly authenticated information to the complainant under registered cover, free of cost.  The complainant was further directed to file his observations on the provided information and point out the discrepancies, if any, to the PIO within a period of seven days after the receipt of the information.  It was also mentioned in the order that the complainant shall be personally present on the next date of hearing so that the information supplied to him could be discussed, failing which it shall be presumed that he is nothing to say and appropriate order shall be passed in his absence.


Sh.Harjit Singh, Dy.DM, Accounts-cum-PIO, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, states that he has now taken over in place of Sh.Ajit Lal.  However, in compliance to the order dated 3.4.12, the entire information, duly attested, was sent to the complainant under registered cover on 9.4.12.  It is further observed that neither the complainant has filed any observations or pointed out any discrepancies in the supplied information, nor he is present today.  


Since the information as is available on record stands supplied to the complainant, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.



Sd/-

                                             Sd/-



     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.                                                                   Appellant.

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer, 

 o/o Secretary, 

Punjab Public Service Commission, 

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

o/o Secretary, 

Punjab Public Service Commission, 

Patiala

 


                                                           Respondent      

AC No. 74/2012

Present:
   None for the Complainant.
Shri Kesar Singh Law officer ,Smt Shashi Devi Senior Assistance,              Office of Punjab Public Service Commission on  behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. 21/3/2012,  the PIO O/o Secretary, 

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala, was directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information i.e. photocopies of the entire file has been asked for by the appellant vide his RTI application, free of cost as required under Section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005, under registered cover/ courier within a period of seven days. 



The case was adjourned twice 17/5/2012 and then to 4/7/2012 for further hearing.



Sh.Kesar Singh Law officer and Smt. Shashi Devi Senior Assistant office of P.P.S.C,Patiala, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO, state that the requisite information sought by the appellant has been sent by registered post vide letter No.59445 dated 27/3/2012 and No.1018 dated 7/5/2012. 



It is observed that neither the appellant was present on last date of hearing dated 21/3/2012 nor he is present today which shows that he is satisfied with the supplied information.



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

Sd/-






Sd/-

         (Parveen Kumar)                                                 ( B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner     State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.12
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Rohit Sabharwal,

   Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                 Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

o/o Chief Vigilance Officer, 

Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2. FAA o/o Chief vigilance Officer,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.                                        Respondent      

AC No. 196/2012 

Present:
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, counsel for the Complainant, 
Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab.                   Shri Sunil Sharma, Vigilance Officer o/o C.V.O, Local Govt. Pb. 

Chd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.4.2012, Shri Atul Sharma, S.V.O. Local Govt. Pb. was directed to supply correct, complete and duly authenticated point-wise information to the appellant within a period of three weeks with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal and record and was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and also to explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying the information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant. He was further directed 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.  The case was adjourned to today.


Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab states that the requisite information sought by the appellant has been  supplied to the appellant itself in the Commission today. 

Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that the supplied information is still to be gone through to see if there is any deficiency. 

Shri Atul Sharma, SVO present on behalf of the PIO is directed to provide the deficient  information if pointed out any, to the appellant within a period of 10 days, free of cost. 

Thereafter, the Respondent PIO is further directed to explain in writing the reasons for not supplying the complete information as sought by the appellant despite the directions given on 17.4.2012. He is also directed once again to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 6.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.

  




       Sd/-





    Sd/-
          (Parveen Kumar)                                              ( B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.12
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishna Nand Sharma,

# 45, Street No. 1,

 Jhujar Nagar, 

Near Vaishnu Devi Mandir

Patiala.

                                                                                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

o/o Improvement Trust,

Roopnagar.

 


                                                           Respondent      

CC No. 365/12
Present:
Shri Krishna Nand Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer. along with Sh.Ajit Singh Pardesi, Jr. Assistant - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




This case was last heard on 18.4.12, when Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar, had stated that he had already sent the information to the complainant vide letter dated 12.3.12.However, the complainant had stated that he had perused the information and the same is completely irrelevant.  In view of this submission made by the complainant, Sh.Krishana Nand, the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Sh. Jawahar Lal Sivia, was directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing.   the PIO-cum-Executive Officer was also directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information under his signatures is supplied to the complainant within a period of three weeks, free of cost, under registered cover.  The PIO-cum-Executive Officer was also directed to explain his position in writing through a self-attested affidavit regarding the delay cause in supplying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 should not be invoked against him.


However, it is observed that Sh.Jawahar Lal Sebia, PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar has not furnished any explanation with regard to the show cause notice issued to him.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that letter No.19 dated 27.6.12 has been received in the Commission’s office under the signatures of Dr.R.S.Parmar, Chairman, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar, wherein he has sought exemption for EO’s presence today before the Commission because of certain auctions already fixed by the Improvement Trust.  

  Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer, appearing on behalf of PIO delivers a copy of information to the complainant in the Commission itself. In view of these facts, the PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar is directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 18.4.12.  The complainant is directed to peruse the supplied information and point out the deficiencies/ discrepancies, if any, within a week’s time to the PIO and the PIO-cum-EO shall send the additional information to the complainant thereafter within seven days.

Adjourned to 6.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.

                 Sd/-





Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajendera Singh Panwar,

c/o Shri Heera singh Panwar,

r/o Azad Bhawan Mess, 

I.I.T. Roorkee, Distt. Haridwar,

Uttarkhand-247667.

                                                                                                           Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer,

o/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Police Hqs. Sector 9-A, 

Chandigarh.

2.First Appeellant Authority,

Director General of Police,

Punjab, Police Hqs. Sector 9-A, 

Chandigarh

                                                           Respondent      

AC No. 1223/2011

Present:
Shri Rajendera Singh Panwar, Complainant, in person.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk, O/o DGP, Punjab along with Head Constable Inder Singh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.3.12, after perusal of the copy of the supplied information, it was observed that no information was supplied to the appellant on point no.1, 2 & 3 as was asked for by the appellant in his RTI application.  Therefore, Sh.Harbhajan Singh, ASIs o/o SSP Karpurthala were directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 15 days and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.  


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that a letter No.688-P dated 16.5.12 has been received in the Commission’s office under the signatures of SSP, Kapurthala wherein the information on all these three points has been supplied to the appellant.  The appellant has also been given one copy of supplied information in the Commission itself.  The appellant states that the information asked for has been provided by the Respondent PIO.  

After perusal of the information supplied, the Commission is satisfied that the information as is available with the PIO stands provided to the appellant, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

                 Sd/-





Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana-141101.                                                      Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer,

District Food Civil supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller (West),

Ludhiana.

2. FAA o/o Director Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Chandigarh.                                                                   Respondent      

AC No. 1113/11

Present:
None for the appellant.

Dr. Rajat Oberoi, DFSC(West), Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




The record on the file shows that the information asked for by the appellant has been provided by the PIO-respondent, DFSC (West), Ludhiana vide their memo No.1825 dated 26.3.12.  The receipt of the information by the appellant has been appended below this letter, indicates that “the information sought by the appellant has been received.  No information is pending. Case be disposed of.”


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.3.12, PIO-cum-DFSC(West), Ludhiana was directed to appear personally and submit affidavit explaining each day’s delay in providing the information sought by the applicant-appellant and the case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.  


Dr.Rajat Obrai, DFSC(West), Ludhiana, is present today and furnishes an affidavit dated 4.7.12 wherein detailed justification has been given for the delay caused in supplying the complete information to the appellant in time.  He has stated in the affidavit that he was appointed as a Duty Officer with the Election Observer for the period from 1.2.12 to 10.3.12 and was also busy with seasonal procurement and other multifarious departmental duties.  Besides this, he has also tendered an unqualified apology.  This apart, the appellant has acknowledged the receipt of the complete and correct information under his signatures dated 26.3.12.  


In view of these facts that the complete information stands supplied to the appellant and reasoned justification given by the Respondent-PIO, DFSC(West), Ludhiana Sh.Rajat Obrai, the show cause notice issued to him is dropped. Since the information stands supplied to the appellant complete in all respects, the case is disposed of and closed.
                 Sd/-





Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nisha Rani,

# 2967/7, Street No. 9, 

A.T.I. Road, New Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.                                                                                    Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum- 

Deputy Director, Sports,(Schools), 

o/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                                        Respondent      

CC No. 87/2012 

Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal along with Ms.Nisha Rani, Complainant in CC No.87, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Narinder Singh, Dy.Director, O/o Director of Sports (Schools), Punjab Chandigarh along with Sh.Ashwani Kumar, Head Master, Govt. High School, Manak and Sh.Regwinder Bhatia, DPE, GHS, Jandu Singhan -on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 31.5.12, last opportunity was afforded to the PIO-cum- Deputy Director, Physical Education o/o  D.P.I.(Secondary Education) Punjab, (Sports Wing), Sector 17,Chandigarh to provide the remaining information to the complainant within a week’s time, along with copy of rules and regulations which were fixed for selection of boys/girls for National Championship.


To-day, Respondent-PIO, being same in CC No.87 of 2012 and CC No.88 of 2012, have appeared before the Commission along with the requisite information sought by the complainants in both the cases. The requisite information has been handed over to the complainants in both the cases.  


Both the parties have sat together and state that the information asked for was given. The Respondent-PIO, Dy.Director Sh.Narinder Singh has given written submission before the Commission to comply with the directions of the Commission and handed over the requisite information and a copy of the written submission to the complainants.


The case file has been perused.  It has been observed that the requisite information asked for by the complainants in both the cases has been provided to the complainants.  The complainants in both the cases are satisfied with the information received.  Since the information asked for has been provided to the complainants, cases are disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 Sd/-





Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Indl. Area-B,

Ludhiana-141003.                                                 Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education),Punjab,
(Sports Wing)SC0 32, 

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.                                         Respondent. 

CC No. 88 of 2012.   

Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal along with Ms.Nisha Rani, Complainant in CC No.87, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Narinder Singh, Dy.Director, O/o Director of Sports (Schools), Punjab Chandigarh along with Sh.Ashwani Kumar, Head Master, Govt. High School, Manak and Sh.Regwinder Bhatia, DPE, GHS, Jandu Singhan -on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 31.5.12, last opportunity was afforded to the PIO-cum- Deputy Director, Physical Education o/o  D.P.I.(Secondary Education) Punjab, (Sports Wing), Sector 17,Chandigarh to provide the remaining information to the complainant within a week’s time, along with copy of rules and regulations which were fixed for selection of boys/girls for National Championship.


To-day, Respondent-PIO, being same in CC No.87 of 2012 and CC No.88 of 2012, have appeared before the Commission along with the requisite information sought by the complainants in both the cases. The requisite information has been handed over to the complainants in both the cases.  


Both the parties have sat together and state that the information asked for was given. The Respondent-PIO, Dy.Director Sh.Narinder Singh has given written submission before the Commission to comply with the directions of the Commission and handed over the requisite information and a copy of the written submission to the complainants.


The case file has been perused.  It has been observed that the requisite information asked for by the complainants in both the cases has been provided to the complainants.  The complainants in both the cases are satisfied with the information received.  Since the information asked for has been provided to the complainants, cases are disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 Sd/-





Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 04.07.2012


