STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Gupta,

# 64, Sector: 20-D, Subhash Nagar,

Mandi Gobingarh – 147301.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Vigilance Bureau,

Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC -  3737/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri  Krishan Lal, Senior Assistant and Shri Parminder Kumar, Constable,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Om Parkash Gupta vide RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the PIO of the Department of Vigilance, Punjab, Chandigarh sought the status report of the complaint made by him vide application dated 15.03.2011 addressed to the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab against Sr. No. FC/21/11.  The PIO-cum-Joint Director (Admn.) Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 01.12.2011 intimated the Complainant that the Inquiry Report in respect of above said matter has been received in their office and the same has been put up to the Senior officers for further orders.  Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Om Parkash Gupta filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 16.12.2011 and accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Shri Krishan Lal, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO states that  though the status as on that date was intimated to the Complainant  but since he has approached the Commission, the present status with regard to his complaint shall be intimated to him within a  period of 3 weeks positively under intimation to the Commission. 
3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 29.03.2012 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: 19. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

5.

After the hearing is over, Shri Om Parkash Gupta , Complainant appears before the Commission. He is informed of the proceedings taken place during hearing. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 19. 01. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmohan Singh, 

# 157, Main Bazar, Talwara,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144216                  
                                     Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

 Dasuya, District:  Hoshiarpur.                                                         Respondent.   

CC No.3587 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant as well as the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri  Harmohan Singh filed an RTI application dated 27.09.2011 with  the Divisional Forest Officer, Dasuya, District Hoshiarpur,   for seeking certain information regarding Mango trees planted alongside road  from Mandi Chowk to Daulatpur Chowk. Having no response,  he filed a complaint with the Commission vide application dated 26.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Since none is present  on behalf of the Complainant  as well as the Respondent,  while giving one more opportunity to them to pursue their case, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 29. 03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
3.

The Respondent PIO is directed to supply complete,   correct  and 
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duly attested information to the Complainant within one month, failing which provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to  be invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the requisite  information to the Complainant. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri Suraj Bhan Taneja, c/o Shri Kundan Lal                        
                                    

 R/O Near Ranjan Clinic Batta Colony, 

 Fatehabad  (Haryana)                                                                       
Appellant

Vs.
1.   Public Information Officer 

O/o Director, Technical Education & 

Industrial Training, Punjab, Plot No.1,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh-160036.




Respondent
2.   First Appellate Authority, o/o Director,

      Technical Education & Industrial Training,

 Punjab, Plot No.1, Sector 36-A, 

 Chandigarh-160036.                                                                
  Respondent                                                      

AC No.1292 of 2011
Present:
Shri  S.P. Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Rupinder Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO and Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Suraj Bhan Taneja  vide RTI application dated 02.09.2011 sought certain information on 14 points  from the SPIO of the office of Director Technical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh  pertaining to functioning of PITSA. Having no response within stipulated period, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 14.11.2011.  Again having no response, he fled second appeal with the Commission vide application dated 30.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
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2.

Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director, states that a letter dated 13.10.2011 was written to the Appellant for depositing Rs. 1200/- as document charges followed by two reminders dated 23.11.2011 and 23.12.2011.  On the other hand, Shri  S. P. Garg, Counsel for the  Appellant states that he has not received first letter dated 13.10. 2011. On this, Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director, states that he has brought the complete and correct information for supplying to the Appellant. 
3.

Since the requisite information has not been supplied to the Appellant within a mandatory period of 30 days  and additional fee as document charges could not be deposited by the Appellant due to non-receipt of letter dated 13.10.2011, Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director, is directed to hand over the requisite information to the Appellant free of cost as per requirement of  provisions of  Section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Accordingly, requisite information is handed over to Shri S. P. Garg, Counsel for the Appellant by Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director and the Counsel for the Appellant expresses his full satisfaction. 
5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

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




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com  )
 Shri  Sohan Lal s/o Shri Brij Lal 

R/o Vill. Kularan, Tehsil Samana, 

District Patiala.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs.

1.   Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food Supply & Consumer 

Affairs Controller, Mini Secretariat, 

Patiala. (Punjab)

2.   First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  Patiala.
                                         Respondents.   
AC No.1301 of 2011
Present:
None is present on  behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Som Singh, AFSO, Samana and Shri Raj Kumar, Inspector, Food & Supplies, Samana , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Sohan Lal vide RTI application dated 22.07.2011 sought certain information from the  PIO-cum-DFSC, Patiala  regarding the  allotment of wheat/Atta, Kerosene Oil etc. to Depots situated within the jurisdiction of Samana Sub-Division between 01.03.2011 and 30.07.2011 and further details of its distribution to the individuals. Having no response within mandatory period of 30 days, he filed an appeal with Deputy Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20.09.2011. Again on receiving no response, he filed second appeal  with the Commission vide application dated 
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16.11.2011 and accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
2.

A letter dated 17.01.2012 has been received from the Appellant through FAX intimating that he is unable to attend the proceedings on 19.01.2012 due to death of a close relative  and has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. He has further informed that  no information has been supplied to him so far by the PIO or the First Appellate Authority.
3.

Shri Som Singh, AFSO, Samana, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO,  states that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter  No. 546, dated 16.01.2012 which has been duly received by the Appellant  on 17.01.2012. He submits one copy of the information alongwith a copy of receipt taken from the Appellant, which is taken on record. 

4.

Shri Som Singh, AFSO, further submits that  the  delay in the supply of information is not deliberate because the information  had to be collected , Inspector-wise, before the same could have been supplied to the Complainant.  
5.

In view of the fact that information already stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Anil Kumar Bhanot, 

s/o Shri Harmesh Singh Bhanot

U-Enclave, Backside Victory Bus-stand, 

Una Road, Hoshiarpur-146001.                                                           Appellant

Vs.
1.   Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009.

2.   First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director General of Police

Punjab,  Police Head Quarters, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009


                               
  Respondents.    
AC No.1313 of 2011
Present:
Shri Anil Kumar Bhanot, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Lakhmir Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Parshotam Kumar, Head Constable, office of DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Anil Kumar Bhanot vide RTI application dated 06.06.2011 sought certain information in respect of Shri Param Pal Singh Gandhi, Superintendent of Police. The PIO-cum-IGP, Punjab sent a reply to the Applicant  vide letter No. 3203, dated  19.09,2011. Not satisfied with the reply, the applicant approached the Commission  in CC-2508/2011. Accordingly,
 Division Bench of Shri P.P.S. Gill and Shri B.C.Thakur, State Information 
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Commissioners, vide orders dated 19.09.2011 directed  the First Appellate Authority to peruse all relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information/response provided by the PIO vide letter dated 19.09.2011 is in order. When the First Appellate Authority is satisfied that the response provided by the PIO is correct and complete, as per record, first appeal shall be disposed of, accordingly. In the events of deficiencies in the response/information provided, the First Appellate Authority shall direct the PIO to provide correct and complete information, as per original RTI requested, dated 06.06.2011.  Having no response from the First Appellate Authority, the applicant  filed second appeal with the  Commission vide application dated  nil, which was received in the Commission on 06.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent submits a letter No. 217-218, dated 16.01.2012 and a copy of letter No. 196-197, dated 13.01.2012 from PIO-cum-IGP, Punjab,  vide which   the Appellant has been  informed that the file relating to Shri Parampal Singh, SP, has been sent to the Government and the same as not been received back as yet. He has also been directed to obtain  the requisite information from the office of Principal. Secretary Home(Home-3 Branch). Also vide letter dated 16.01.2012 the Appellant has been informed that Shri Parampal Singh, S.P. has been placed under suspension vide Punjab Government order 
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dated 22.07.2011 and the officer  filed a Civil Writ Petition No. 13502/2011 in the Hon’ble High Court and was  granted stay against his suspension.  He has been further informed that reply is being filed by the Government in the High  Court. 
3.

In view of the above noted facts it is clear that the information asked for by the Appellant is available  in the office of Principal Secretary Home and the Division Bench vide its order dated 19.09.2011 has already directed the 
First Appellate Authority, in the Department of Home Affairs to ensure that the information is provided to the Appellant by the PIO. Therefore, the case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority in the office of Principal Secretary Home  to provide available information to the Appellant on  the basis of original RTI application dated  06.06.2011, as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, by passing a  speaking order, each point-wise  after affording an opportunity of being heard to the Appellant and this matter be disposed of within thirty days positively.  The Appellant thereafter shall be at liberty to file second appeal before the Commission, if he so desires. 
4.

Accordingly, the instant case is  disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
CC:


Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice, 




Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Pawar, 

Kothi No. 599, Phase-2,

Mohali, Punjab. 
                                           
                               Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

Punjab, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, 

Chandigarh.
                                                                                       Respondent.                                                      

CC No.3550 of 2011
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant present.
Shri  Ramesh Kumar, Section Officer –cum- PIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Complainant  Shri C.L. Pawar, vide an RTI application dated 13.7.2011 addressed to SPIO o/o State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought an information i.e. action taken report pertaining to his petition dated 31.5.2011, filed for review and recall of order dated 23.10.2010, passed by the Hon’ble CIC. Having no response within the stipulated period, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 28.11.2011. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to parties for today.

2.

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Section Officer,  SPIO Respondent states that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 2.12.2011. Neither the complainant is present nor has any intimation has been received from him. Still one more opportunity is given to the complainant to 
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have his response with regard to the supplied information. Adjourned. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16-2-2012 at 11.00 A.M.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



                     




   Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manmanjit Singh s/o S. Kulwant Singh 

Vill. Theh Gulam Nabi, 

P.O. Naushehra Majja Singh,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur-143518.                
                               Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Technical Education & 

Industrial Training, Punjab, 

Plot No. 1, Sector 36-A,  

Chandigar160036.                                                                         Respondent.                                                      

CC No.3562 of 2011

Present:
Shri Manmanjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri   Rupinder Singh Sarao, Deputy Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training –cum- SPIO alongwith Shri  Amrik Singh , Assistant Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training –cum- APIO, present on behalf of  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Complainant Shri Manmanjit Singh, s/o Shri  Kulwant Singh vide an RTI application dated 21.7.2011, addressed to the Director Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought an information on 4 points relating to the Moulder and Foundaryman Trade,  being taught in ITIs. In response to this RTI application, complainant was sent an information vide letter dated 5.9.2011. But not satisfied with the same, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 10.9.2011. However, the same reply was sent to him by 
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the first appellate authority also vide letter dated 20.9.2011. Since it was not a correct reply/information, complainant moved the commission vide application dated 28.11.11 and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

Since  remedy of first appeal stands availed therefore, application dated 28.11.11. of the complainant before the Commission  is treated as an appeal                                                                                                                                         

4.

After hearing both the parties, it is observed  that   the   supplied information is incomplete and incorrect.  

5.

Shri  Amrik Singh , Assistant Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training –cum- APIO, present on behalf of  Respondent  has been briefed and directed to  supply the correct and complete information to the appellant within a period of three weeks by registered post. 

6.

It is also made clear that  if the correct, complete and duly attested information is not supplied to the appellant this time, the provisions of section 20(1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against the PIO without affording further opportunity. 

7.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 16-2-2012.

8.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arjan Singh s/o S. Amar Singh 

Vill. Wahge wala, P.O.  Khal Pheme ki, 

District Ferozepur.                 
                                             Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                              Respondent.    

CC No.3577 of 2011

Present:
Shri   Arjan Singh , Complainant, in person.
Shri Ravi Tondon, Superintendent –cum- APIO, present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Complainant Shri Arjan Singh, vide an RTI application dated 28.9.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Director Food Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought an information pertaining to the appointments  of clerks in the Department of  Food and Supplies , Punjab, between the period of  April, 2011 to September, 2011. Since no information was sent by the PIO, the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated

`
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 30.11.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

Shri Ravi Tondon, Superintendent –cum- APIO present on behalf of respondent delivers a letter dated 17.1.2012 under the signatures of PIO-cum- Additional Director Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Department, Punjab, Chandigarh, to the complainant mentioning  that no  recruitment of clerks has been made in  Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer  Affairs Department between the period of April, 2011 to September, 2011. 

4. 

Since the information as asked for by the complainant stands provided, the case is therefore, disposed of/closed.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                           Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Garg, s/o Shri Palu Ram,

Bagh colony, Tappa Mandi,

Distt. Barnala.                           
                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, Food  Supplies & Consumer Affairs, 

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A, 

Chandigarh 


                                                                                        Respondent.                                                      

CC No.3578 of 2011

Present:
Shri  Naresh Garg, Complainant, present in person.

Smt. Baljinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, Estt. I Branch o/o Secretary Food  Civil      Supplies  & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant vide an RTI application dated 24.20.2011 addressed to the PIO O/O Secretary Food & Supplies Department, Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information on 3 points relating to Shri Nishan Singh Multani, Deputy Director Food & Civil Supplies, Department, Patiala. Having no response, complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 28.11.2011, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for to day.

3.

Smt. Baljinder Kaur, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of 
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CC No.3578 of 2011
respondent, delivered a letter dated 17.1.2012 to the complainant wherein it has been mentioned that the information being personal in nature, cannot be supplied as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Since, Shri Naresh Garg, s/o  s/o Shri Palu Ram, Bagh colony, Tappa Mandi, Distt. Barnala.  has approached the commission, in a complaint vide letter dated 28.11.2011, same is now not maintainable in view of PIO’s reply on RTI, application. Complainant is therefore, advised to seek an alternate and efficacious remedy of first appeal available  to him under section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which he has failed to avail the same in the instant case as the first appellate authority still has not have the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act, 2005. Thereafter if felt by complainant, he may file an appeal before the Commission, against an order thus passed by the First Appellate Authority.            
5.

The case is therefore disposed of.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Bhagwan Singh , s/o S. Arjan singh,

V.P.O. Harpal Pur,Tehsil Rajpura,

District Patiala.                                                                                  Appellant
Vs.

1.   Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.
2.   First Appellate Authority, 
o/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.




                                         Respondents.                                                      

AC No.1306 of 2011

Present:
Shri Bhagwan Singh, Complainant, present in person.
Shri  Karanbir Singh, A.D.T.O.Patiala –cum- APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Complainant vide an R.T.I. application dated 19.8.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o District Transport Officer, Patiala sought an information/status report  relating to his complaint dated 13.7.2011 made to the District Transport Officer, Patiala regarding misbehavior of a driver Shri Major Singh of Mini-Bus No. PB II V 1172, who was playing the tape-recorder in the bus and who on being requested to stop the same, insulted the complainant. Failing to get any 
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response from PIO,  within stipulated period he made an appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide his application dated 3.10.2011.Not getting any reply from FAA,  he made a 2nd appeal with Commission vide letter dated 29.11.2011 and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Shri Karanbir Singh ADTO –cum- APIO appearing on behalf of Respondent states that on the receipt of this complaint notice was issued to the driver of the Mini-bus no PB II V-1172. In response to this notice Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Baldev Singh V.P.O Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpuira, Distt. Patiala who is an owner of Mini-Bus PB II V 1271 vide his letter dated 11.1.2012 has replied that there is no driver in any Mini Bus with the name of Shri Major Singh.  The appellant is not satisfied with the statement given by the owner of the Mini Bus. ADTO seeks some more time for enquiring the complaint made by the appellant and to apprise its status. 

4.

PIO –cum- DTO is directed to apprise the appellant with the correct status of his complaint within a period of one month with a copy of supplied information to Commission. Adjourned. 

5.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27.3.2012 

at 11.00 A.M.

6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                                    Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




               ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ajay Jaiswal, 

Kothi No. 509, Phase-I, Urban Estate, 

Patiala, Punjab-147002.                                                                            Appellant
Vs.

1.   Public Information Officer 

O/o D.I.G. I.T. & Tele Communication Wing, 

Punjab Police Head Quarters, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009.
2.   First Appellate Authority, 
o/o D.I.G. I.T. & Tele Communication Wing, 

Punjab Police Head Quarters, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009           

                                         Respondents.   
AC No.1309 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant Shri Ajay Jaiswal.

Shri  Amarjit Sandhu, PPS, DSP HQ –cum- APIO, on behalf of the        Respondent.

ORDER

1. Appellant Shri Ajay Jaiswal Kothi No. 509, Phase-I, Urban Estate, Patiala vide an RTI application dated 5.8.2011 addressed to PIO –cum- Inspector General of Police Information Technology & Tele-Communication Wing, Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9, Chandigarh sought an information on 5 points regarding the recruitment of Constable (IT) in Punjab Police for which an examination was conducted on 29.5.2011.  The said application was transferred by the ADGP / IT & T Pb. To IGP/IT & T, Pb.-cum- Chairman Recruitment Board, for supply of 
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requisite information. D.S.P.(HQs)  Department of I.T. –cum- APIO sent a reply vide letter dated 2.9.2011 to the complainant that the process of the examination is not yet complete.  Therefore, the requisite information cannot be supplied at this stage. Not satisfied with the  reply, Appellant made a first appeal vide  letter dated 23.9.2011 with the First Appellate Authority, Information Technology & Tele-communication  Wing, Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,  Chandigarh. Failing to get any response, he made second appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 29.11.2011.  Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Amarjit Sandhu, PPS, D.S.P. ( Headquarter) –cum- APIO appearing on behalf of PIO –cum- Inspector General of Police  Information  Technology and TGelecommunication Punjab –cum- Chairman Recruitment Board, has delivered a letter dated nil vide which he has requested for a time of 15 days, for the supply of complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant. 

3.

In view of this, the PIO –cum- Inspector General of Police Information Technology & Tele-communication  -cum- Chairman Recruitment Board Punjab Chandigarh is directed to supply the correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant with in a period of three weeks,  by registered post with a copy  of supplied information to the Commission for its record.  
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4.

In view of this, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 29-3-2012 at 11.00 a.m.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.1. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

