STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Singh,

S/o Shri Mehar Singh,

Village:  Dirba, Tehsil: Sunam,

District: Sangrur.
 






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager,

Rohan Rajdeep Tollways Ltd.,

Samana, District: Patiala.






 Respondent

CC - 3706 /2011

Present:
Shri Charanjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Col. G. S. Dhaliwal, General Manager Operations and Shri S. K. Bhalla, Toll Manager, Rohan Rajdeep Tollways Ltd. , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Charanjit Singh vide RTI application  dated 04.11.2011 sought certain information from Manager-cum-PIO, Rohan and Rajdeep Tollways Ltd. Samana, District Patiala regarding Vehicle No. HR 20 9535.  Failing to have any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide application dated 12.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that though M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tollways Limitd is a private company managing the toll on behalf of the Government and is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005, still the
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 requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. . He further states that a similar complaint( CC-1114 of 2011) filed Shri Varinder Singh  son  of the Complainant was heard by Shri R.I. Singh, CIC on 31.05.2011 and was disposed of in view of the fact that the information had voluntarily been supplied by the Respondent. 
3.

The Complainant states that he wants photograph of the said vehicle. On this the Respondent replies that  they do not have any arrangement to get a copy of  photograph of the vehicle from the Computer   and thus the same cannot be supplied to the Complainant.  

4.

Since the information has voluntarily been supplied to the Complainant, I do not feel necessity to determine  whether the respondent is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 or not and hence the case is  disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Enclave,

Village: Nichi Mangli,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-
District Transport Officer, Bathilnda.




 Respondent

CC - 3669/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Bhupinder Singh, DTO Bathinda  , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Gurbax Singh vide RTI application dated 15.07.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda,  sought certain information  relating to his office on 9 points. Failing to receive any information, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide application dated 05.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, DTO Bathinda , states that the information asked for by the Complainant is voluminous and the same cannot be provided in toto  but however a letter is being written to the Complainant to inspect the record on any working day under the provisions of Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005 and identify the specific information required by him. 
Contd…..p/2

CC - 3669/2011



-2-
3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the information, identified by the Complainant after the inspection of the record, within one month. He will also be present in person on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information.

4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

R/o Village: Aandianwali,

P.O.: Reond Kalan,

Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Gram Panchayat, 

Aandianwali, P.O.: Reond Kalan,

Tehsil: Budhlada, District Mansa.





 Respondent

CC - 3685/2011

Present:
Shri  Gurdeep Singh,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Gurdeep Singh vide an RTI application dated 10.10.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Budhlada sought certain information relating to the Gram Panchayat Aandianwali, Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa for the period from 01.06.2008 till date. BDPO, Budhlada vide letter dated 21.10.2011 directed Shri Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Aandianwali to supply the complete information  direct to the Complainant  under intimation to him. Since no information was supplied to the Complainant by the PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Aandianwali, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 07.12.2011 and accordingly, 
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Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Despite the issuance of this court’s notice,  none is present on behalf of the Respondent nor any information has been supplied to the Complainant.  Shri Lal Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Aandianwali, is therefore  directed to supply complete and correct information to the Complainant within a period of 3 weeks with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record. He is also directed to explain in writing on the next date of hearing by appearing in person  as to why  provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Balbir Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Eye Hospital,

Opposite Gurdwara Dukh Niwaran Sahib,  Patiala.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 3687/2011

Present:
Shri  Prem Singh Bhangu on behalf of the Complainant.
Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant and Ms. Rekha Rani, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Dr. Balbir Singh vide an RTI application dated 24.10.2011 addressed to the PIO of the office of Punjab Public Service  Commission, Patiala, sought certain information relating to various recruitments of officers made during the period from 01.01.2007 to 15.10.2011. The PIO of the office of PPSC, Patiala vide letter dated 23.11.2011 responded to the Complainant that the sought information cannot be provided as replying to the questions does not fall within the purview of RTI Act, 2005, thus denying the information to the Complainant. Not satisfied with the reply, the Complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 13.12.2011 and accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

A letter dated 11.01.2012 has also been received from the PIO of 
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the office of PPSC, Patiala wherein he has submitted  that under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the Complainant should first approach the First Appellate Authority in an appeal before approaching the State Information Commission and thus the instant complaint  is not maintainable. 
3.

I have heard both the parties and perused the record. It is true that under the provisions of Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available with the information seeker if the information is denied to him by the PIO.  In this case, First Appellate Authority has not had the chance to review the order of the PIO dated 23.11.2011 vide which the information has been denied to the information seeker. The case is, therefore, remanded to the First Appellate Authority in the office of PPSC, Patiala with the directions to decide on RTI application dated 24.10.2011 submitted by the Complainant Dr. Balbir Singh within a period of 30 days positively as envisaged in RTI Act, 2005 after affording an opportunity of being heard to the Appellant.  Simultaneously, Dr. Balbir Singh is directed to appear before  the First Appellate Authority in the office of PPSC, Patiala on 10.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  If felt later, second appeal against the order of the First Appellate Authority can be filed by the Appellant, before the Commission.
4.

In these circumstances, the instant  case is disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner             
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Mahajan,

Lane No. 2, Rampura,

Near S.D.M. Court, Pathankot – 145001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education and 

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector:36, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -  3701/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Mahajan , Complainant, in person.
Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Surinder Mahajan vide an RTI application dated 12.10.2011 addressed to the Director, Technical Education and Industrial Training , Punjab, Chandigarh sought certain information on 3 points relating to Shri Vijay Kumar Sharma, Principal, DAV  ITC, Jalandhar.  Having no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 13.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The PIO-cum-Deputy Director of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh has sent the requisite information to the Complainant vide letter dated 24.01.2012 but the Complainant
Contd……p/2

CC -  3701/2011


-2-
is not satisfied with the supplied information.  Therefore, the  PIO is directed to send complete and correct information to the Complainant within a period of 10 days by  registered post with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record. He is also directed to explain in writing as to why provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for not supplying the correct and complete information to the Complainant within stipulated period of 30 days as envisaged in Section 7(1) of the  Act ibid. The PIO/APIO  shall be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the supplied information. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C,  Chandigarh.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder  Singh,
S/o Late Shri Teja Singh,

# 60, Gillco Valley, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education and 

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector:36, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -  3704/2011

Present:
Shri  Surinder Singh , Complainant, in person.
Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Surinder Singh vide an RTI application dated 10.09.2011 addressed to the SPIO of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought certain information on 2 points regarding his increment and promotion etc.  Failing to get any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 08.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

A perusal of the case  file reveals that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 25.01.2012 which has been duly acknowledged by the Complainant, who is present today. 
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3.

Since the information stands provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, 

d/o Sh. Sukhpal Singh ,

VPO Seerwali, via Sadiq,
Tehsil & District:  Sri Mukatsar Sahib-151212.                        

  Appellant   


Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o Punjab School Education Board, 

   Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar , Mohali.  




Respondent
2. FAA Punjab School Education Board,

    Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                            


Respondent.  
AC No.1345 of 2011
Present:
Neither the complainant nor her representative is present.                 
Shri  Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. PIO Branch Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant vide an RTI application dated 9.8.2011 addressed to the PIO, Punjab School Education Board, sought an information regarding the qualifications and experience of S.S.Masters and Mistress appointed in the year  March/April, 2011 on contract basis  by the Punjab School Education Board, Mohali. PIO sent the requisite information running into  47 pages on 14.10.2011. However, not satisfied with the same the appellant, filed first appeal with the Appellate Authority, Punjab School Education Board on 22.10.2011. In 
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view of this first appeal, the PIO sent the remaining information to the Appellant
on 19.12.2011 consisting of 25 pages. Despite this, appellant again filed a 2nd appeal on 12.12.2011, accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

Appellant is not present. Shri Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. PIO Branch Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, appearing  for the  Respondent PIO has been heard.

3.

Information supplied to the appellant has been perused, which is complete and correct. Absence on the part of the appellant also shows that she is satisfied with the supplied information. 

4.

In view of these facts, the case is disposed of / closed. 

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


               
 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 2.2. 2012

                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri B.B.Lohia, Advocate,

Main Street, Hira Bagh, Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.                                             
               

 Complainant             

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, Patiala.                
                                            
    Respondent                                                                          

CC No.3610 of 2011
Present:
Shri   B.B.Lohia, Complainant, in person.

Ms. Randhir Kaur, Excise & Taxation Officer, Ludhiana alongwith Shri Chandreesh Kalia, Excise & Taxation Inspector o/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala  present, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Complainant vide an RTI application dated 5.9.2011, addressed to the PIO o/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala, sought an information on five points. In response to this application, the PIO o/o E.T.C. Punjab supplied information on Point no. 1 whereas no information on point no. 2, 3, 4 & 5 was supplied to the complainant.  In view of this, the complainant approach the Commission under section 18 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 in a complaint vide letter dated 29.11.2011 and notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today.

3.

Perusal of the information supplied for point no. 1 by the PIO
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o/o E.T.C Pb. Patiala reveals that even this information is totally incomplete whereas no information has been supplied to the complainant for other points despite the issue of notice by this court till date. Ms. Randhir Kaur, Excise & Taxation Officer, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana has stated that the complete and correct information to the complainant shall be supplied after collecting the same from the AETC, Ludhiana within a weeks time.  A letter dated 1.2.2012 has also been received from SPIO –cum- D.E.T.C. (RTI) o/o E.T.C., Pb.  Chandigarh shows that the A.E.T.C. Ludhiana has also been written vide letter no. RTI-1618, dated 6.12.2011 and letter no. RTI/1620 dated 6.12.2011 for supplying the information on point no. 2,3 & 4 direct to the complainant but of no avail.  

4.

In view of these facts, it is directed that the complete and correct information to the complainant on all points i.e. from point no. 1 to 5 of his RTI application dated 5.9.2011 shall be supplied by the PIO o/o DETC,  RTI o/o ETC, Pb.  Patiala/ AETC Ludhiana within a period of 3 weeks by speed post, under intimation to this court.

5.

Notice under section  20(1) and 20(2) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is issued to (1) PIO –cum- Assistant Excise  & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana (2) PIO –cum- Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Hoshiarpur and (3)  PIO –cum- Deputy Excise 
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& Taxation Commissioner, (RTI) O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala for explaining their position in writing as to why the above provisions shall not be invoked against them for willful delaying and denying the information to the complainant till date. All these above mentioned officers shall be present in person with the written submissions on the next date of hearing i.e. 29.2.2012 at 11.00 a.m.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to concerned parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


                ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 2.2. 2012

                  State Information Commissioner

CC: 
(1)
 PIO –cum- Assistant Excise  & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana;

(2)
 PIO –cum- Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Hoshiarpur; 

(3)
 PIO –cum- Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, (RTI) O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Niti Rai, Roll No. 60002833,
Punjab State Teacher Eligibility Test 2011,

s/o Sh. Ram Murti, c/o Sandhu Colony,

Jalandhar Road, near Water Tank, 

Chowk  Mehta, District Amritsar. 

           
                    Appellant

Vs.

1.  Public Information Officer 

    O/o Director C-DAC, 

    S.A.S.Nagar , Mohali.  

2.  FAA Secretary Education to Govt. Punjab,

     Department of School Education,

    Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh.                        

      Respondent.
AC No.1335 of 2011
Present:
Neither Ms. Niti Rai, appellant nor her representative is present.
Shri D.S.Jolly,  PIO C DAC Mohali , present, on behalf of  the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Appellant vide an RTI application dated 16.8.2011 addressed to PIO o/o Director C-DAC  Mohali sought certain information relating to her as she had  appeared in eligibility test which was conducted by C-Dac Mohali for the recruitment of teachers on behalf of  the Punjab Government. Simultaneously, she has also applied for this seeking information from the Project Director Sarv Sikhya Abhyan, Punjab, who vide his letter dated 16.12.2011 directed the PIO
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o/o Director C-DAC Mohali for supplying the requisite information to the complainant. Since no information was supplied to her within a stipulated period she approached the Commission in a complaint under section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter dated 10.12.2011. Notice of hearing was accordingly issued to both the parties for today.

2.

A letter dated 5.1.2012 has been received from the PIO C-DAC Mohali, wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 2.1.2012.  Since nothing has been heard from the complainant till date nor she is present today during the  hearing of this case, it is presumed that she is satisfied with the supplied information. Therefore, this case is disposed of and closed.

3.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


                   ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 2.2. 2012

                  State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Prem Kumar, 

H.No. 441, Mota Singh Nagar, 

Jalandhar city.                          
                               

          Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing  Director,

Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation, Ltd., 

Chandigarh.
                                                             


 Respondent.                                                      

CC No. 3665 of 2011

Present:
Shri  Prem Kumar , Complainant, in person.
Shri Amrik Singh APIO alongwith Shri Kewal Krishan, 

Sr. Asstt, o/o  M.D. PSIEC, Ltd., Chd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.8.2011 followed by a reminder dated 4.11.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o M.D. PSIEC, Ltd., Chandigarh sought an information on three points relating to plot no. C-50, Focal Point Extension, Jalandhar. Estate Officer o/o M.D. PSIEC, Ltd. Chandigarh sent the reply to the complainant vide letter dated 5.12.2012. Not satisfied with the supplied information, complainant approached the Commission, under section 18(1) of the  RTI Act, 2005, in a complaint  vide letter dated 30.12.2011 and notice of hearing was accordingly issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

Despite issue of notice no information has been supplied to the complainant till date on point no. 2 and 3.   
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3.

Shri J.S. Randhawa, PIO o/o M.D. PSIEC, is therefore, directed to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of 7 days by registered post, with a copy  of the supplied information to the Commission. 

4.

PIO is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. 29.2.2012, and to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not  invoked against him for delaying and denying the information willfully to the complainant.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


                      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 2.2. 2012

                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh Chawla,

S/o Shri Pannu Singh,

Resident: of  Village
: Pakka Chisti,

Tehsil & District: Fazilka.






Appellant







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

Fazilka.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka.








 Respondent

AC - 1059/2011

Present:
Shri  Rajinder Singh Chawla,  Appellant,  in person.


Shri Gurdarshan Lal, BDPO, Fazilka, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In response to the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 22.12.2011, Shri Gurdarshan Lal, BDPO, Fazilka states that the requisite information has been sent to the Appellant by registered post. 
2.

After hearing both the parties, I come to the conclusion that the Appellant is unnecessarily harassing the Public Authority/PIO because of his personal grievances against the  Ex-Sarpanch of his village with whom he wants to settle  his score through administration.  The BDPO further states that he had 
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personally called the Appellant thrice in his office for redressal of his 

grievances, if any,  but the Appellant  never turned up. Supplied information has been discussed with BDPO Fazilka in the presence of Appellant and same is as per the demand of Appellant’s   RTI application. The PIO-cum-BDPO has been found to be not at all at fault  and hence provisions of Sections 20(1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 are not attractable in the instant case. 
3.

Since the information  in the instant case  stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manmeet Singh,

# 100, Gali No. 18, 

Guru Nanak Nagar,

(Near Guru Nanak Colony),

Patiala.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Patiala Development Authority,

Patiala.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Patiala Development Authority,

Patiala.








 Respondent
AC - 1219/2011

Present:
Shri Manmeet Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Vipin Jethi, PIO-cum-Estate Officer and Shri Daya Nand Hans, Senior Assistant, office of Patiala Development Authority, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 27.12. 2011, when directions were issued to the PIO-cum-Estate Officer, PUDA Patiala now renamed as Patiala Development Authority, to appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today  and to explain as to why correct and complete information has not been supplied to the Appellant so far.  

2.

Shri Vipin Jethi, PIO-cum-Estate Officer,  Patiala Development Authority, Patiala, who is present today, states that the requisite information has 
Contd….p./2

AC - 1219/2011



-2-
already been supplied to the Appellant vide letter  dated 26.12.2011; which  is complete and correct as per record. 

3.

The supplied information is discussed in detail with the Appellant  I am convinced that the supplied information is correct and complete as per the demand of the Appellant vide his RTI application and no more information in the matter is required to be supplied to the Appellant. 
4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sonia Wadhwa,

W/o Shri Rajinder Kumar Gaba,

# 25, Friends Colony,

Beside Capital Bank, Kapurthala.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar








 Respondent

CC -  3202/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar, GNDU, Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 14.12.2011,  when the Respondent was directed to allow the inspection of  answer sheets  to the Complainant  within 10  days.  
2.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

The Complainant is not present but a  letter dated  nil has been received from her in which she has inter-alia submitted as under:-
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“ The University Authorities have shown me all the answer sheets along with a list of my practical/assessment marks. I am fully satisfied with the inspection of all the answer sheets along with list of my practical/assessment marks. I am thankful to you as well as GNDU authorities for co-operating me in the best possible manner. Now I do  not require to proceed further in this case. “
4.

In view of the above submissions made by the Appellant,   the case is disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

