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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 381 of 2013 
C.L.Pawar

R/o Kothi No. 599,

Phase-2, Mohali,






………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Food & Supply,

Deptt. Mini Sectt.Sector-9, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Food & Supply,

Deptt. Mini Secretariat Sector-9, Chandigarh.           ………..……………Respondents 

Present:
None on behalf of appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jarnail Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Chandigarh. (98156-26846)

ORDER
1. The appellant is not present at today’s hearing. However a fax has been received from him in the Commission at diary no.12880 dated 04.06.2013 stating that the PIO be penalized in view of the provisions of the RTI Act. 

2. Sh. Jarnail Singh Senior Assistant, office of Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Chandigarh states that a short adjournment may be given to submit the detailed reply about the facts of the case. 
3. 
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 27.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

       Sd/- 
Chandigarh






       (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 450 of 2013 
Date of decision: 04.06.2013
Sh. Prabh Singh,

R/o # HM-119, Phase- 3B-1, 

Sector-60, SAS Nagar, Mohali.    
                       ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Technical Education & 

Industrial Training Pb. (IT Wing)

Sector -36, Chandigarh.



……………..……………Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rashpal Singh, Junior Assistant (0172-5022358) O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector-36A, Chandigarh. 
ORDER
1. The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 15.10.2012 on 7 points pertaining to pay fixation. On not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 14.01.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 07.03.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 
4. Sh. Rashpal Singh, Junior Assistant O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab states that the copy of enclosure of letter on point no.1 has been provided to the complainant vide memo no. RTI Act/2005/Prabh Singh/746 dated 27.05.2013 and copy of the same was also endorsed to the Commission. He further states that now no more information remains to be provided to the complainant and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
Cont….p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 450 of 2013 
5. During the last date of hearing on 03.05.2013 it was observed that of the 7 points contained in the application of the information seeker only the copy of enclosure of the letter on point no.1 remained to be provided. The record shows that the copy of enclosure has been provided by the PIO to the complainant vide memo no. RTI Act/2005/Prabh Singh/746 dated 27.05.2013. It is further observed that no further action is required to be taken in this complaint case which is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

  Sd/- 
Chandigarh






       (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 599 of 2013 
Smt. Harinder Kaur (Sectional Officer)

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO No. 149-52,

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh. 



………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur. 





……………..……………Respondent
Show Cause Notice: 

Ms. Saroj Bala, 
PIO -cum-District Revenue Officer, 


(Regd.)
Sangrur.  (98155-35678)
.................................................................................................................
Present:
Smt. Harinder Kaur complainant in person, (96460-62361)

None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
 The complainant states that the certified copies of the information sought have yet not been provided to her by the PIO. 

2.
None on behalf of the respondent was present during the last hearing on 03.05.2013. Today also none is present nor any intimation has been received as to why nobody has attended the hearing. 

3.
After hearing the complainant and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information to the complainant on her RTI application dated 18.06.2012 has not been provided till date by the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur. In these circumstances I deem it fit to issue Notice to the PIO- Ms. Saroj Bala, District Revenue Officer, Sangrur to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon her for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant. 











Cont.....p-2
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 599 of 2013 

In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 03.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

              Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 665 of 2013
Date of decision: 04.06.2013
Sh. Mohan Lal 

R/o H. No.150, Street No.1-A/13, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, Pani Tanki Road, 

Gurbax Colony, Patiala. (98145-30220)


PIN -147001







……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Technical Education 

& Industrial Training Department, Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director Technical Education & 

Industrial Training Department, Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.




…..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the Respondent: Sh. Rashpal Singh Junior Assistant office of Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Department, Punjab (8872330111)

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 17.12.2012 the information seeker had sought information on 6 points pertaining to documents relating to the candidates who are juniors and were promoted to the higher rank and information relating to their appointments. On not getting the information from the PIO within 30 days as stipulated in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005 he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 11.02.2013 and then with the Commission on 12.03.2013 under Section 19 of the Act.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 












Cont…p2

Appeal Case No. 665 of 2013
4.
Sh. Rashpal Singh Junior Assistant office of Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Department, Punjab states that the minor deficiency was removed and remaining information comprising of 9 pages was provided to the appellant vide memo no.IT/RTI Act/2005/Mohan Lal/ 706 dated 09.05.2013. He further states that no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that during the last date of hearing on 29.04.2013, minor deficiency was brought to the notice of respondent by the appellant. The record shows that the deficiency has since been removed by the PIO vide memo no. IT/RTI Act/2005/Mohan Lal/ 706 dated 09.05.2013. Nothing contrary to the record has been brought to the notice of the Commission by appellant. In these circumstacnes, no further action is required to be taken in this appeal case which is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 674 of 2013
Date of decision: 04.06.2013
Sh. Gurbax Singh S/o Late Tarlok Singh 

R/o Sunam Road, Biggarwal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur. (94634-65956)




……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.M. Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o M.D. Punjab Food Grain Corporation, 

Chandigarh. 






…..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt.  Santosh Sharma Executive –II, office of Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur.

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 16.11.2012 the information seeker had sought information on 3 points pertaining to certified copies of orders/allotments qua paddy given to Toor Rice Mill Bhawanigarh District Sangrur for the year 1997-98 and 1998-99. On not getting the information from the PIO within 30 days as stipulated in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 21.01.2013 and then with the Commission on 15.03.2013 under Section 19 of the Act.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that the remaining information on point no.1 has been provided to him vide letter no. PAFCS/30 /560-561 dated 03.06.2013 in the Commission by hand. In the end he states that the complete information has now been received and the case may be disposed of.  











Cont...p-2

Appeal Case No. 674 of 2013
4.
Smt.  Santosh Sharma Executive –II, office of Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur states that the remaining information on point no.1 has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. PAFCS/30 /560-561 dated 03.06.2013 in the Commission by hand. She further states that now no more information remains pending with the office of PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 





5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the remaining information on point no.1 has been provided to the appellant to his satisfaction by the PIO vide letter dated 03.06.2013 in the Commission itself. It is further observed that now no more action needs to be taken in this appeal case. Therefore, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 696 of 2013 

Date of decision: 04.06.2013

Sh. H.S. Hundal S/o Sh. A.S. Hundal,

R/o # 3402, Sector 71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.





……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 

Moga.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 

Moga. 






…..……………Respondent


Present:
None on behalf of the appellant. 

For the Respondent: Sh. Chand Singh DFSO Bagha Purana, District Moga. 
ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 17.11.2012 the information seeker had sought information on 11 points pertaining to Shellers in Moga District and allotment of Paddy to Rice Shellers in District Moga. On not getting the information from the PIO within 30 days as stipulated in section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 18.12.2012 and then with the Commission on 15.03.2013 under Section 19 of the Act.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 30.04.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Chand Singh DFSO Bagha Purana, District Moga states that the requisite information comprising of 74 pages has already been provided to the appellant vide memo no. E-2-2013/2121 dated 15.05.2013 by registered post and intimation thereof has been endorsed to the Commission. He further states that no more information remains pending with the office of PIO. 





Cont….p-2

Appeal Case No. 696 of 2013 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information to the appellant has been provided by the PIO by registered post. Nothing contrary to this has been brought to the notice of the Commission by the appellant. In these circumstances, no more action needs to be taken in this case. Therefore, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.   

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
  
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 706 of 2013 
Sh. Shankar Dass S/o Sh. Maghar Ram, 

R/o B-19, MCH 1/48,

Moh. Ranjit Nagar,

Street No. 2, Hoshiarpur.





……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Food & Supplies officer,

Hoshiarpur.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o District Food Supplies Officer &

Consumer Affairs, Hoshiarpur.



…..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Shankar Dass appellant in person. (94171-16411)

None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1. The appellant states that he has been given misleading and incomplete information by the PIO. He further states that the information given to him is uncertified. He further requests that he may be allowed to inspect the record and the information be provided, if needed.   

2. None on behalf of the PIO is present in the Commission. However, a letter has been received from the PIO at diary no. 12305 dated 27.05.2013 stating that the information has been provided to the appellant on 23.05.2013 and that the applicant was assured that the deficiency, if any, shall be rectified.

3.
The PIO is hereby directed to certify the information already provided to the appellant. The matter to come up for further hearing on 27.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-   


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE No. 747 of 2013
Sh. Gurmeet Singh S/o Sh. Gurdyal Singh,

Village-Labal Khurd, Tehsil & Distt. Tarn-Taran,

P.O Labal Kalan , 84371-76561
 

      ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Tarn-Taran.






…………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Navdeep Singh, AFSO, Bhikhiwind, Distt. Tarn Taran. ( 98157-84884) and Sh. Pardeep Singh Reader.
ORDER
1. The complainant is not present at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. However, a letter has been received from him at diary no. 10288 dated 02.05.2013 that he has been harassed by not providing him record by the PIO. 
2. Sh. Navdeep Singh, AFSO, Bhikhiwind, District Tarn Taran and Sh. Pardeep Singh Reader state that there are 10 centers in Tarn Taran District of which record of 8 centers has been collected and was provided to the complainant vide memo no. RTI-2012/1714 dated 16.04.2013 but the information was returned by the complainant with the remarks that the information was unattested and that it was incomplete. They further request that an adjournment may be given to submit reply to the SCN issued by the Commission. 

3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, an adjournment is granted and the matter to come up now for hearing on 03.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


  Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner 
 
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1234 of 2013 

Date of decision: 04.06.2013
Sh. Parshant Goyal, 

R/o H. No. 206, Grain Market, 

Raman-151301





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, 

Punjab, Sector 17-E., 

Chandigarh. 







…..……………Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.  

For the respondent: Smt. Naresh Bedi, Senior Assistant and Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Senior Assistant office of Labour Commissioner, Punjab. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 06.02.2012 regarding inquiry report conducted on complaint against Sh. Mukhtiar Singh and Sh. Niranjan Singh Labour Inspector Grade-II. On not satisfied with the information received from the PIO he filed complaint with the Commission on 19.03.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However a letter has been received in the Commission at dairy no.10503 dated 06.05.2013 indicating that he cannot attend the hearing as he is not well and that the PIO may be asked to provide the information. 

4.
Smt. Naresh Bedi, Senior Assistant on behalf of PIO office of Labour Commissioner, Punjab states that the complainant has already been written twice vide letter no. Estb.-1/2012/11894 dated 21.05.2012 and letter no. Estb.-1/2013/6168 dated 03.04.2013 to deposit the assessed fee of Rs.46 and postage charges for providing him 











Cont…p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1234 of 2013
the information but he has not deposited the assessed fee till date and therefore the information cannot be provided to him. She further states that a reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed vide no. Estb.-1/2013/9109 dated 23.05.2013 mentioning the details of the case. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is observed that vide his application dated 06.02.2012 the complainant had sought information regarding inquiry report qua the complaint against Sh. Mukhtiar Singh and Sh. Niranjan Singh Labour Inspector Grade-II. The PIO-cum- Deputy Labour Commissioner, Punjab intimated to the complainant vide letter no. Estb.-1/2012/4905 dated 24.02.2012 that the inquiry report has yet not been received in the office and that it cannot be provided at the moment. It is further observed that after receiving the inquiry report the complainant was intimated vide letter no.  Estb.-1/2012/11894 dated 21.05.2012 and again vide letter no. Estb.-1/2012/6168 dated 03.04.2013 to deposit the assessed fee of Rs.46 and postal charges for providing the information but till date he has not deposited the assessed fee in the office of PIO. I agree with the contention of the answering respondent that the information could not be provided as the information seeker has failed to deposit the assessed fee as stipulated in sub-rule (4) of Rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007. No useful purpose will be served by adjourning this case unless the complainant complies with the said rule. The complainant is at liberty to deposit the fee, if he so desires to obtain the information from the PIO. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







       



Sd/- 

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
  
 Complaint Case No. 3002 of 2012
Date of decision: 04.06.2013
Sh. Mandeep Singh,
R/o Village Saifalpur,  

Tehsil & District Roop Nagar.


 


…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

      
O/o SDM, Roop Nagar
                        
   

 
…Respondent
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mandeep Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jeevan Kumar Garg, Tehsildar Roop Nagar. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 09.02.2011 regarding Rules of Punjab Government for appointment of Lamberdar. On not getting the information from the PIO within 30 days as mandatory under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005 he filed complaint with the Commission on 01.10.2012 under Section 18 of the Act. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 09.11.2012 in the Commission.
3.
Sh. Mandeep Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.  
4.
Sh. Jeevan Kumar Garg, Tehsildar Roop Nagar states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that in the light of facts as mentioned in his reply to Show Cause Notice the case may be disposed of. 
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Complaint Case No. 3002 of 2012
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information to the complainant has been provided to his satisfaction by the PIO. In wake of the facts mentioned in reply of the respondent the show cause notice issued to PIO -cum-Tehsildar Roopnagar is hereby discharged. It is further observed that no more action now needs to be taken in this case. Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

    Sd/-   
Chandigarh






     (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054






Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 3616 of 2012
Date of decision: 04.06.2013

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

R/o 16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, Amritsar-143001

Tel: 0183-2273428, Mob: 94170-10035. 
              
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport, Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.


                       
 
 …Respondent
Present:
Sh. S.M Bhanot on behalf of the complainant. (94170-10035)
For the respondent: Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Assistant, Sh. Gurmeet Singh Inspector and Sh. Kuldeep Singh Assistant office of Director State Transport, Jeevan Deep Building, Chandigarh. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 03.10.2012 on following 9 points pertaining to Music System in PR Buses & Safety:-

i)
Record showing number of total buses of Punjab Roadways Running in order, Depot wise.

ii)
Record showing the total number of buses which have music system & pressure horn in the buses, depot wise. 

iii)
Rules regarding fixing & playing of Music Systems & pressure Horns with in buses. 

iv)
Rules regarding allowing/refraining use of playing of loud music by passengers on their personal radio, mobiles and other music playing gadgets. 
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v)
On 01.10.2012 a bus playing from Jalandhar to Chandigarh was having a very loud music system playing throughout the journey making headache to me and inconvenience to other passensgers and inspite of my request, driver did not stop the music in pretext that he himself and some passengers do like to listen music. Please provide me rules if this is correct. Or if this is wrong, provide me rules under which the action can be taken against earring bus running staff. 

vi)
Rules that Bus Inspectors should check these extra fitted gadgets like pressure horns, music system and other electronic items than the original fitted with the bus. 
vii)
Record regarding First -Aid-Kit/Fire-Extinguishers available in buses, depot wise. 
viii)
Record showing the checking of these First -Aid-Kits/Fire-Extinguishers last time and reports prepared. 

ix)
Record showing the "Contents" of first aid kit and purchase order made for these kits most recently. 
On not getting information within 30 days as stipulated in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 a complaint was filed with the Commission on 19.11.2012 under Section 18 (1) of the Act. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 10.01.2013 in the Commission.
3.
Sh. S.M Bhanot on behalf of the complainant states that though the requisite information has been provided by the PIO but the same has been provided in piece meal and after delay. In the end, he requests that the PIO may be strictly warned to adhere to the RTI Act virtuously. 
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4.
Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Assistant, Sh. Gurmeet Singh Inspector and Sh. Kuldeep Singh Assistant office of Director State Transport, Chandigarh state that the complete requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction. They further submit that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and request that the case may be disposed of. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information to the complainant has been provided almost to his satisfaction by the PIO. The PIO is hereby cautioned to be careful in future and implement the Right to Information Act in letter and spirit. It is further observed that no more action needs to be taken in this complaint case, which is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
    Sd/-   
Chandigarh






       (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.06.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
