   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

Q. No. 2-A, Income Tax Colony,

Chhoti Barandi, Patiala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2214 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Baldev Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Subhash Chander Bhardwaj, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 



An affidavit is presented in the Court by Sub Divisional Magistrate, Amloh stating that “The same could not be supplied to the applicant along with the information supplied on 05.11.2007 as the number vide which the same was dispatched to SDM Amloh by the office of DSP Amloh was not available in the office.  Therefore then SDM Amloh had conveyed to the applicant vide his letter No. 05.11.2007 that the document was not traceable in his office.  The same however was later traced with the efforts of then SDM, Amloh, thereafter the document was supplied to the applicant immediately.”



In my view, this explanation is satisfactory and does not attract imposition of penalty. The complainant still feels that there were lies and false statement involved but there is no written documentary proof of that.  Compensation of Rs. 2,000/- under section 19(1) is awarded to be paid by the Public Authority to the complainant within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission. 



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 03.06.2009 at 12:00 noon for confirmation of compliance. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

S/o S. Nazar Singh,

Bungalow No. 158, 

Katcheri Road, Near Khalsa Gurudwara,

Ferozepur Cantt. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2221 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Satnam Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Surinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.    


   
Information regarding 195-B portion No. 1 and Portion No. 3-4 had been provided to the complainant, but 159-A is still pending.  This according to the respondent is with the D.R.A., R-Branch.  A letter has been written by the D.C. yesterday to procure this information and the respondent states that he will pursue the case and provide the information to the complainant at the earliest.   



Therefore, respondent is directed to provide the information to the complainant within 15 days under intimation to Commission.



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 18.05.2009 at 12:00 noon for confirmation of compliance. 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

H. No. 341-C, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Arya College,

Ludhiana Civil Lines-141001.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2222 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate has appeared on behalf of the respondent and states that order passed on 14.01.2009 on the statements recorded by Monika Goyal, counsel for respondent is not correct since she was not aware of the provisions of the Act and was not familiar with the facts of the case.  He apologizes and gives in writing for the distorted facts presented by Monika Goyal in the Court.  A letter dated 02.09.2008 is presented which states that information asked for is unspecific and vague thus not in accordance with the Act. He also contends that the complainant should attend the office of respondent and specify the information since present demand is vague.  There is another letter written by Manjit Singh dated 11.09.2008 where the complainant states that the information is not vague and his original application is quite in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005.  It seems that the PIO/Principal O/o Arya College, Ludhiana is not being advised correctly by its counsel and statements are contradictory to each other.  Therefore, it is directed that since the documentation he has sought comprising of 25,000 pages, therefore, the balance-sheet and audited statement of bank account during the year 2006-2008 should be sent to the complainant by registered post.  Rest of the information regarding ledger, cash book should be examined/inspected by the complainant on 30.05.2009 at 11:00 am.



The next date of hearing will in the chambers on 01.06.2009 at 12.00 noon for confirmation of compliance.
 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta,

# 202, Street No. 12,

S.B.S. Colony, Rampura Phul-151103.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SS),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2223 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta, Complainant in person.


Sh. Hardev Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.  



The original application was dated 11.02.2008, where the information sought was “findings of Memo No. 18078 dated 26.04.2007 by Chief Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab Chandigarh.”



The application was transferred from Principal Secretary’s office to DPI on 25.06.2009, which is beyond the stipulated period prescribed under section 6(3).  Therefore, Principal Secretary Education is made party and is directed to supply all the information to the complainant.



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon. 


 
                                                                 Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ran Singh,

R/o Vill-Barenka

Teh-Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur 

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 168  of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh.Resham Lal, WBN(M) on behalf of the respondent.



Information has been provided to him by registered post but postal authorities returned stating that the complainant has refused to accept the registry.  He has not appeared on any of the hearings which chronologically as follows:-

1.
09.07.2008

2.
01.09.2008

3.
14.01.2009



Even the summons sent for this hearing had been sent back stating the complainant refuses to accept the registry.  Therefore, it seems that he is not interested in pursuing the case and is making mockery of the RTI Act.  Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed.  

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Avtar singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

R/o C-5, Rental Officer Colony,

Near Jat College, Hisar.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Dharamkot,

(Moga)

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2747 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Avtar Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Avtar Singh filed a complaint dated 14.11.2008 that his original application dated 04.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by him is regarding “copy of vasikha No. 1018, Intekal No. 1304 and Vasikha No. 16414”.



No information has been provided to the complainant and none has appeared on behalf of the respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission. Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) o the RTI Act, 2005.



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



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon.



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh.Ganesh Kumar Bansal,

Assistant Controller (F&A)

H.No,246-A, Raj Guru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Health and Family Welfare Pb,

Chandigarh.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 2761 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent 



The complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 26.11.2008 that his original application dated 25.06.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 24.04.2009 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  This shows callous attitude of the respondent towards the directions of the Commission.  In this case, the application for information dated 26.06.08 has not been attended to even though more than ten months have elapsed.  Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) o the RTI Act, 2005.



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



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon. 



A copy of this order is sent to Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh for ensuring presence of respondent on next date of hearing.


Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

CC:- 

Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harjeet Kaur,

D/o Balkar Singh,

Vill-Birewala Jattan,

P.O. Bajewala,

Tehsil Sardulgarh,

Distt. Mansa.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Mansa

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2763 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jaspreet Singh, ISCT Coordinator on behalf of the Respondent. 



Smt. Harjeet Kaur filed a complaint on 16.11.2008 that her original application dated 03.10.2008 has not been attended to. 


Information has been supplied to the complainant on 05.11.08 by registered post and on 26.03.09 along with a letter intimating if she requires any further information she can visit the office of DEO, Mansa.  A letter has been sent on 07.01.09 in which she seeks the same information which has been provided to her earlier.  I have examined the information provided to her and I am satisfied that information regarding original application has been fully supplied.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
  

                   
                                                                            Sd/-





         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parma Nand,

S/o Late Sh. Munsi Ram,

Vill-Nangal Karar Khan

PO- Kukhar Pind, Jalandhar.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2746 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Parma Nand, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Suresh Kumar, Dealing Assistant on behalf of the respondent.



Sh. Parma Nand filed a complaint on 25.11.2008 that his original application dated 24.7.08 has not been attended too.  



Information sought by him is regarding “copy of fard showing the Mutation entered in the Revenue record regarding Registration No.2854 dated 18.08.1956.” 



Sh. Suresh Kumar, Dealing Assistant contends that a letter has been sent on 08.01.09 that this record is not available in the office.  He is directed to give reasons for the missing document. .



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon.
Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh

C/o Raghu Nath Dass & Sons,

Mfg. Stationers, Paper Merchant,

Bazar Vakilan,

Hosharpur-146001. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur-146001.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2768 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Harnam Dass, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Kuldeep Singh filed a complaint on 27.11.08 that his original application dated 17.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by the complainant is as under:-

1. “Kindly supply the copy of letter received from Principal Secretary, Education Deptt. Schools, Chandigarh or from Director General School Education and State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh for further enquiry in respect of report No.1385/R’A dated 25.4.2008, if received, supply the certified copy of letter recovered and reply sent.”

2. “Intimate if the decision has been made by the competent authority on the report of the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.”



Sh. Harman Dass, Sr. Asstt. is present and states that information has been provided to him.  He has been directed to send the receipt of registered letter. No discrepancies have been pointed out by the complainant. Therefore it seems he is satisfied; the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

R/o Makhu, Teh. Zira,

Firozepur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2772 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Vikram, NSK-1st on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Gurdev Singh filed a complaint on 21.11.2008 that his original application dated nil has not been attended to.



Sh. Vikram, NSK-1st is present and states that information has been provided to him on 12.11.2008.  I am also of the view that the information has been provided to him and it is directed that within one week complainant should specify as to what are the objections raised by him in the information provided on 12.11.08.  In case these objections are not feasible then the case will be dismissed.

The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon.


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Mittal,

S/o Hem Raj Mittal,

Mall Road, Goniana Mandi.

PIN-151201

Distt.-Bhatinda.

…..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatiada.



                                                         ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2774 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 27.11.2008 that his original application dated 15.09.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 24.4.2009 before the Commission. Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs.250/- each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs.25,000/- as per the provisions of Section20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso there to for a personal hearing before the imposition of penalty on the next date of hearing. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on 

the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say in this regard and Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 01.06.2009 at 12:00 noon. 



   
Sd/-










           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o Sh. Dess Raj,

E.O. Wali Gali,

More Mandi, Distt. Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. Secondary School,

Dhade, Bathinda. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2775 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant 

Sh. Naib Singh, Principal/PIO in person.  



Sh. Radhey Sham Jain filed a complaint on 12.11.2008 that his original application dated 10.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information has been delivered to the complainant on 15.11.2008 and complainant filed his complaint on 12.11.2008.  He filed his complaint before the receipt of information.  Till date no objections has been raised by the complainant and even he is not present today, therefore, it seems he satisfied.  The case is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sanjeev Soni,

Legal Advisor,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar. 

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.  

….Respondent

A.C. 265/2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. V.K. Sandhir, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant .


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



The appellant seeks adjournment to study the case since it is one year old.  He also cannot explain certain points raised regarding the original application. Therefore, the case is adjourned to 03.06.2009 at 02:00 pm. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Nalin Kaushik (Advocate),

S/o Sh. Ramdat Sharma,

R/o H. No. 2308, New Punjab Mata Nagar,

Behind Charan Cho Gurudwara,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2392 of 2007

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided on 25.09.2008.  Order on this case was passed on 07.07.2008 after which due to administrative problem this case did not come up for hearing till today.  Information called was “addresses of contractors who constructed the water tank”.



Information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 22.09.2008 but neither any objection has been raised nor is he present today.  It seems he is satisfied; therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Arjan Singh,

G.T. Road, Near Railway Mall,

Godown Gate, Ludhiana.  

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 139 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO is present and states that an identical case is No. CC-1041/2008 is pending in the Hon’ble Court of State Information Commissioner, Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd).  Therefore, it is dismissed, being identical.  The complainant is directed to refrain from filing double cases on the same matter in future. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Dinesh Berry,

Berry Farm,

(Opp. Fauji Dhaba), Dugri Road,

P.O. Millerganj, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2258 of 2007

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Dinesh Berry, Complainant in person.


Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last hearing dated 07.07.2008, it had been directed that Dinesh Berry should visit the office of Sh. K.S. Kahlon respondent at 1100 hours on Wednesday, 16th July, 2008.  The complainant submits that he went to the office on the said date but could not find Sh. K.S. Kahlon in the office. He has given a written statement that in spite of repeated visits no response has been received from the concerned law officer.  In the same order dated 07.07.2008 it had been stated that “information had been sent by the respondent to the complainant under postal certificate.”



The respondent was also to submit an affidavit before the next date of hearing showing why penalty for delay in delivery of information be not imposed and also why the complainant be not compensated for the detriment suffered by him.  The complainant has sent a letter dated 28.08.2008 stating that “the averment of the respondent recorded in para No. 4 is absolutely false that the information had been sent to the applicant/complainant under postal certificate.  This is also proved from the fact that Municipal Corp. Ludhiana (MCL) is required, as per law, to collect the prescribed fee for copying/supplying of the documents, which was never demanded/collected from the applicant.  In absence of payment of fees, MCL was neither obliged nor did it supply the documents (information) but their statement that they had supplied the information (for which no fees has been demanded) only buttresses the falsehood of their contention of supply of documents.”



One month is granted to the respondent to supply the information but it is also pointed out at this stage that original application was made about two years back and innumerable delay has caused harassment to the complainant.  In my view the respondent without any cause has delayed the information and making the mockery of the RTI Act, 2005.



Therefore, respondent is directed to supply all the information within the time granted to them.



The next date of hearing is 03.06.2009 at 02:00 pm. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.








   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 









    ----------------Respondent

MR-11 of 2008

IN AC-68 OF 2006

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



This reference was last heard by the Hon’ble Bench of Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on 28.05.2008 later transferred to SIC, Punjab, Sh. R.K. Gupta and subsequently to this Bench.  It was fixed for hearing today.  The applicant did not come present, however Sh. Harish Bhagat appearing on behalf of the Respondent submitted an affidavit dated 2304.2009 of Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in which he has stated that information about all the deficiencies pointed out by the applicant has been delivered to him on 21.04.2009 in another case i.e. MR-9 in AC-207 of 2006 fixed for hearing before Sh. P.K. Grover, SIC, Punjab.  The representative further stated that this information was supplied in a bundle of papers and it was regarding systemic improvement in the Municipal Corporation carried out by the respondent.  He further stated that this information was elaborated and therefore delay caused in supply thereof.  Since the delay caused only for updation of site etc. because of inadequate staff and meager financial resources and no intentional delay is attributed to the respondent.  The applicant is not present to point out anything contrary to his objections, which leads to the conclusion that he has nothing to point out.  This case is too much old and Bench headed by Hon’ble CIC, Punjab has disposed it of vide order dated 22.08.2007 and later restarted its hearing.  In view of above, this reference is disposed of and closed.  The show cause notice regarding imposition of penalty is discharged.   


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Chaman Lal,

Manwal Bagh,

P.O. Pathankot, Distt. Sangrur. 

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 828  of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant or the Respondent.



This case was heard on 14.01.2009 when respondent stated that information has been provided to the Complainant by registered post on 17.12.2008.  Since the complainant was not present, he was given an opportunity to point out discrepancies if any in the information supplied to him.  The complainant did not come present even on the subsequent date of hearing i.e.  24.04.2009. The information supplied by the respondent is according to the complainant’s demand contained in his application dated 19.03.2008.  The complainant vide his letter dated 07.01.2009 addressed to the respondent has demanded additional information from the respondent which is not relating to his earlier demand for information.  In these circumstances his request for information has been made and according the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 24.04.2009

