STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Vill. Jalalkhera, P.O. Sular, 

Tehsil & District Patiala.          




…Complainant                                                                

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.                                                                                       …Respondent

CC 274/12

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Karanbir Singh, ADTO.


Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh, vide application dated 30.12.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information pertaining to Tractor bearing registration No. PB-11-U-3273 purchased by him in the year 2002 i.e. extract of the relevant register containing the said registration entry, under the RTI Act, 2005.


When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Karanbir Singh, ADTO, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter no. 3747 dated 08.05.2012 addressed to Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant who has acknowledged receipt of complete information on the said letter under his signatures.


Since the complete information as per the RTI application stands provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjeet Singh s/o 

Shri Amar Singh, 

Vill. Asron, Block Balachaur,

District Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar-144533.


…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supplies Controller,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.      



…Respondent                                                            

CC No. 284 of 2012

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Verma, AFSO.


Complainant Sh. Charanjeet Singh, vide application dated 09.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on three points pertaining to Sh. Raj Kumar, Depot Holder, Asron.  

When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 25.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Baldev Verma, AFSO, appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide their letter No. 248 dated 07.09.2011.


Since the complainant is not present today, the information provided could not be discussed.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 12.06.2012 when the complainant is directed to be present personally.   It is made clear that if the complainant does not appear on the next date fixed, it shall be presumed that he is no longer interested in the information sought.


In the meanwhile, PIO-cum-DFSC, S.B.S. Nagar is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the 
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complainant once again in a registered covered, under his own signatures, free of cost, within a period of 7 days.  


Complainant is advised to file his observations on the information provided before the respondent who shall remove the discrepancies / deficiencies in the same, within the next week. 


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Shri Sardar Singh,

Vill. Jalalabad, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib,

District Tarn Taran.                                                              … Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Khadoor Sahib, 

District Tarn Taran.                                                               …Respondent

CC No. 287/12

Order
Present: 
Complainant Sh. Balwinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Balraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


Complainant Sh. Balwinder Singh, vide application dated 28.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought certain information pertaining to ownership of land comprised in Khasra No. 98//12(0-19), under the RTI Act, 2005.   The said application of the applicant-complainant was transferred by the BDPO, Khadoor Sahib to the concerned Panchayat Secretary Sh. Balraj Singh, Gram Panchayat village Jalalalabad, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran. 


When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 25.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Balraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary, delivers a copy of the requisite information to the complainant who is satisfied with the same.   The delay in supplying the information has taken place due to the fact that the Panchayat Secretary was out of station on leave. 

Since the complete information stands provided to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar s/o 

Late Shri Raj Kumar,

# EK-84, Mohalla Shiv Raj Garh, 

Jalandhar.                                                                            …Complainant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh-160036.  




… Respondent
CC 295/12

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashok Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Monica Bansal, Coordinator.


Complainant Sh. Ashok Kumar, vide application dated 09.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on three points pertaining to Sh. Raj Kumar, Depot Holder, Asron.  


When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 27.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Ms. Monica Bansal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, has handed over the requisite information to the applicant-complainant in the Commission itself.   Upon going through the same. Sh. Ashok Kumar expressed his satisfaction over the same. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.S.Toor, Advocate,

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts,

Ludhiana-141001.            
                                                            …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Corporation D. Zone Office,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

FAA  
o/o Director –cum- Appellate Authority,

Food Supply Department, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                                …Respondents

AC 135/12

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. M.S. Toor in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Bhagwant Singh, AFSO, Sahnewal.


Appellant Sh. M.S. Toor, vide application dated 24.10.2011 addressed to the PIO-DFSC, sought information pertaining to ration depots in the district, for the period August 2011 onwards. 


When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 01.12.2011 and later, the instant Second Appeal with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Bhagwant Singh, AFSO, Sahnewal, appearing on behalf of DFSC, Ludhiana (East) stated that the information on point No. ‘A’ has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 255 dated 12.01.2012.  He, however, stated that information regarding point no. ‘B’ could not be provided for non-deposit of additional fee / document charges amounting to Rs. 40,000/- demanded from the appellant vide letter no. 3080 dated 09.05.2012 as the information to be provided is running into more than 20,000 pages.  Additional fees / document charges, as per the appellant, have not been deposited by him, being contrary to the provisions of Section 7(1) and 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005.

It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 01.12.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 
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In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, therefore, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, is complete, relevant and correct. 

 
Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 24.10.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Gurbax Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


With the above noted observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 
Director,

Food, Civil Supplies & 
Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 
Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh.
For compliance as directed hereinabove. 
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljinder Singh Panch,

Vill. Gudana, 

Tehsil & District S.A.S. Nagar.   
                                                 … Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, 
District S.A.S.Nagar.  

FAA  
o/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, S.A.S. Nagar.                                              … Respondents
AC No. 145 of 2012

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. Office of DDPO, Mohali; Ravinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Village Gadana; and Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Supdtt. o/o BDPO, Kharar.


Appellant Sh. Baljinder Singh, vide application dated 22.11.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Block Kharar, sought information pertaining to grants distributed in the year 2007 by the then Sarpanch Sh. Som Nath towards construction / repairs of the Katcha houses and construction of latrines by the poor residents of the village. 


When no response was received by him within the period prescribed under the Act, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 24.12.2011 and later, the instant Second Appeal with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Ravinder Singh, appear on behalf of the DDPO, Mohali stated that the application for information submitted by the applicant was transferred to the BDPO, Kharar for supplying the information direct to the appellant.   Ms. Paramjit Kaur, who is present from the office of BDPO, Kharar submitted that this application was thereafter transferred to Sh. Ravinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Village Gadana to provide the information sought by the applicant-appellant.
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In view of the foregoing, Sh. Ravinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Village Gadana is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and authenticated information to the applicant-appellant within a fortnight.  Sh. Baljinder Singh is directed to file his observations on receipt of the information before the BDPO, Kharar who shall remove the discrepancies / deficiencies pointed out by Sh. Baljinder Singh within the next week. 


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road, 

Industrial Area B, 

Near Gurdwara  Bhagwanti, 

Ludhiana-141003.            
                                                        …Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009.  

FAA  
O/o Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh-160009                                                                  …Respondents

AC 146/12

Order
Present: 
Appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person along with Sh. Gulshan.


For the respondent: 

For the respondent: S/Sh. Ashok Kumar, Supdt.-PIO; and Rajeev Kumar, Dealing Assistant. 


Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, vide application dated 09.11.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, sought to have the action taken report pursuant to the order dated 24.07.2011 passed by the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No. 13030/11 filed by him, concerning Dr. B.L. Kapur Memorial Hospital, Ludhiana.


Failing to get any response within the prescribed time limit under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 06.12.2011; and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.


Sh. Ashok Kumar, PIO states that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant vide their letter no. 970/ATP/A dated 16.01.2012 by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, to whom 
AC-146/12                                    -2-

the application had been transferred by the PIO, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the appellant during the proceedings today. 


Upon perusal of the same, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal expressed his satisfaction with the information provided.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Advocate
s/o Shri C.L.Paul, Chamber No. 320-A,

New Courts, Jalandhar.           
                                               …Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Police Headquarters, 

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh. 

FAA  
O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Police Headquarters, 

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.                                                         … Respondents

AC 151/12

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Nahar Singh, DSP(D), Office of SSP, Amritsar (Rural); and Purshottam Kumar, HC, O/o DGP, Pb.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, the appellant, vide application dated 04.03.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, sought the following information, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

(i)
Certified copy of the order passed by the SSP, Gurdaspur for the compliance of the order of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court dated 09.07.2010 passed in Petition No. 19406/10;

(ii)
Certified copy of the direction issued to Area SHO, Police Station, Raggernagal, Distt. Gurdaspur;

(iii)
A speed post letter vide no. SPEP05663232611N dated 27.12.2010 was sent to respected DGP Punjab Police, Chandigarh Office.  Kindly provide certified cpy of that application and also provide that what action taken by DGP Punjab, Chandigarh on this application till date.


The request for information submitted by Sh. Rajinder Kumar was transferred by the respondent PIO to the SSP, Bathinda vide letter dated 11.03.2011 in terms of Section 6(3) of the Act, with a copy of the same to the applicant-appellant. 


Vide another letter dated 07.04.2011 which was addressed by the SP, Gurdaspur to the SSP, Batala, it was informed that it did not relate to them.
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When no information was provided, the applicant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority, on 31.05.2011, which was forwarded by it to the IGP / Border, Amritsar vide letter dated 10.06.2011.   It is further observed that the DIGP, Border Range, Amritsar, vide his letter dated 11.07.2011 addressed to the SSP, Gurdaspur, forwarded the appeal, for providing the information to the applicant-appellant.


Pleading that no information has been provided, the instant Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 20.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


A telephonic message has been received from the appellant expressing his inability to attend the hearing today on account of late receipt of the notice of hearing from the Commission. 


Sh. Nahar Singh, DSP (D), Office of SSP Amritsar (Rural) has tendered copy of a letter dated 08.02.2012 containing the information sought by the applicant-appellant.   However, he is directed to again send a complete set of information duly authenticated, to the applicant-appellant by registered post immediately.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when received, or point out the deficiencies / discrepancies in the information, to the respondent who shall thereafter remove the same within the next week.


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh, (Panch)

Vill. Rangheri Kalan,

P.O. Terkheri via Charnarthal Kalan, 

Tehsil Amloh, 
District Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                        …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Amloh, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib.

FAA  
o/o District Development & 

Panchayat Officer, 
Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                                 …Respondents

AC 154/12

Order
Present: 
Appellant Sh. Sarabjit Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Sarpanch along with Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary; and Ms. Manjit Rani, Supdt. 


Sh. Sarabjit Singh, vide application dated 12.10.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on 9 points pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Rangheri Kalan, Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, under the RTI Act, 2005 during the period when Sh. Gurpreet Singh remained the Sarpanch of the village.  However, when no response was received within 30 days as prescribed under Section 7(1) of the Act, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 22.11.2011; and thereafter, the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 27.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Sarabjit Singh states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  


Sh. Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Rangheri Kalan submitted that he could not supply the complete information as he has joined only last month, but assured that within a week’s time, complete, correct and authenticated information shall be provided to the applicant-appellant.


Accordingly, Sh. Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Rangheri Kalan is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct 
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and duly attested information to Sh. Sarabjit Singh, within a week, by registered post, free of cost. 


Sh. Sarabjit Singh, on receipt of the information, point out discrepancies / deficiencies in the same, if any, to the respondent who shall then remove the same within the next week.


Adjourned to 07.06.2012.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Tarun Bansal s/o Sh. Suresh Kumar





Raj Light House, Main Bazar, Near Taxi Stand,

Patran, 

Distt. Patiala-147105





…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,




 

o/o Swami Vivekanand Institute of 

Engineering & Technology,

Vill. Ram Nagar, 

Near Gian Sagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway, Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

Swamin Vivekanand Institute of Engg.

& Technology, 

Near Gian Sagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway, 

Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.




…Respondents

AC No.  1375 of 2011

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In the earlier hearing dated 13.03.2012, the appellant Sh. Tarun Bansal was not present; and Sh. Vivek Goyal, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent contended that the respondent Institute is a purely private institution and is thus not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   Sh. Goyal, however, sought time to further substantiate his plea; and the case was adjourned to date i.e. 10.05.2012.

Today, no one has appeared on behalf of the respondent.


The absence of the applicant-appellant Sh. Tarun Bansal in the second consecutive hearing, without any intimation, goes a long way to suggest that he is no longer interested in pursual of the case.   

Therefore without discussing the merits of the case , the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,








Administrative Officer (Retd.)

# 50/30A, Ramgali, N.M.Bagh,

Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana-141001




…Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,




 
o/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education) Mini Sectt.,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 3500 of 2011

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Anil Kumar, DEO (SE) Ludhiana.


In the earlier hearing dated 01.03.2012, it was observed that while as per the respondent, complete information had been provided to the complainant, it was not known if he was satisfied with the same because he had not appeared to attend the hearing and the case was posted to date.


Today, Sh. Anil Kumar, DEO (SE) Ludhiana is present and has tendered a letter from Sh. Sham Lal Saini, the complainant requesting for closure of the case.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Prem Nath, ex BPO Shehna,

c/o Bharti Computers, Model Town,

Tappa, Distt. Barnala





--Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Education Officer (Elementary)

Sangrur.







--Respondent

CC No. 3779 of 2011

Order

Present:-
Complainant Sh. Prem Nath in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. H.S. Sandhu, Lalit Kumar, clerk; and Ms. Asha Rani, BPO-PIO.


In the first hearing dated 21.02.2012, it was recorded: -

“In response to it, the PIO-cum-DEO(Elementary) Sangrur vide his letter dated 15.11.2011 sent a reply to the complainant that sought information cannot be supplied since the Service Book of the complainant is not in their office record. 

We have perused the documents placed on record and have also heard the complainant. We are not convinced with the reply sent by the DEO(Elementary) Sangrur, since pension  case of complainant was sanctioned through DEO(EE)’s office.

In view of this, the PIO-cum-DEO (Elementary) Sangrur is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within a period of seven days positively by registered post with a copy of the same to this court for record.

The PIO-cum-DEO (Elementary) Sangrur, shall be present in person on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information. He is also directed to explain in person as to why provisions of section 20 (1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 and section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act be not invoked against him and PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information.”


In the subsequent hearing dated 14.03.2012, the complainant was not present; however Ms. Asha Rani, BPO put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   It was recorded: -
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“On perusal of the case file, we observe that neither the information, despite clear directions in the hearing / order dated 21.02.2012, has been provided to the complainant nor any submissions have been tendered by the PIO-cum-D.E.O. (EE) Sangrur.  Ms. Asha Rani who is present on behalf of the respondent simply states that the PIO-cum-DEO (EE) Sangrur is not well and hence he was unable to attend the hearing today.  However, no written communication has been received for his absence from today’s hearing.   This amounts to wilful delaying and denying the information sought on the part of PIO-cum-DEO (EE) Sangrur.

Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, we hereby direct the Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab / Director Public Instruction (EE), Punjab, Chandigarh to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the DEO (EE) Sangrur for major penalty / punishment, as provided under the relevant provisions of The Punjab Civil Services (Punishment and Appeal) Rules, 1970 i.e.  serve a charge-sheet on the D.E.O. (EE) Sangrur for not complying with the directions of the Commission, without any explanation whatsoever.” 


Today, S/Sh. H.S. Sandhu, Lalit Kumar, clerk; and Ms. Asha Rani, BPO-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that an attested copy of the Service Book duly attested has already been sent to Sh. Prem Nath, the applicant-complainant by registered post on 08.05.2012 and the postal receipt for the same bearing No. A934 had been presented before the Commission for its perusal.  Yet, another attested copy of the Service Book pertaining to Sh. Prem Nath, the complainant has been handed over to him in the Commission itself.  With this, complete information as per his original application now stands provided.


Detailed written submissions dated 28.03.2012 have been received from Sh. Harbans Singh Sandhu, who was posted as DEO (E) Sangrur on 25.01.2012 during the currency of the Code of Conduct due to elections to the Punjab Vidhan Sabha.  He has pleaded that as per the Circular Memo. No. 10/129-05 SE (6) dated 22.06.2006 issued by the Director Public Instruction, Punjab, Chandigarh, a copy whereof has been annexed with the submissions, every Deputy District Education Officer in the State has been designated as the PIO of the office of District Education Officer while the District Education Officer has been named as the First Appellate Authority.  He further contended that the application for information was submitted by the applicant-complainant on 22.09.2011 and initial reply to the applicant had been sent by the DEO (E) Sangrur vide communication dated 15.11.2011.  Thus, he submits that he was in no way connected with the present matter as this is a complaint case and he happened to be the First Appellate Authority only.
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Upon thorough perusal of the documents produced on record, it has come to light that due to misrepresentation of the facts on the part of the officials appearing on behalf of the respondent in this case, the directions  issued to the Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab / Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab, Chandigarh to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the DEO (EE) Sangrur for major penalty / punishment vide order dated 14.03.2012, were, in fact, based on incorrect facts brought to the notice of the Commission.


Since Sh. H.S. Sandhu joined as DEO (E) Sangrur on 25.01.2012 and that he is not the designated PIO, no penal proceedings against him are warranted.   It is further noted that Ms. Asha Rani, BPO has been looking after this case for providing the information as it was entrusted to her by the office authorities.  However, it is also not disputed that she is neither the PIO nor the APIO.  Thus she too cannot be held responsible for the delay caused in providing the information, particularly when the original service book was not traceable and a duplicate had to be prepared by procuring relevant record / service particulars of Sh. Prem Nath, the complainant from various branches / offices of the department where he remained posted during his service.   It was, in no way, a small task and was bound to take time.   Rather the office has acted quite fast and has been able to provide a copy of the service book within a short span of time. 

Thus, in view of the above discussion, the  directions given to the Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab / Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab, Chandigarh to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the DEO (EE) Sangrur for major penalty / punishment vide order dated 14.03.2012 are hereby foregone and are no longer required to be acted upon.


A copy of the order be sent to the above authorities for their information and to take suitable remedial action in the matter.


Since complete satisfactory information stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, School Education,


Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.


For necessary action.
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Subhash Chander Garg,






Advocate, # 2091, Urban Estate,

Phse-II, Patiala.






…Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





o/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondent

CC No. 1  of 2012
Order

Present:-   
Complainant Sh. Subhash Chander Garg, Advocate in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Karanbir Singh, ADTO

In the earlier hearing dated 20.03.2012, it was recorded that the requisite information had been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter no. 982/DTO/P/ dated 12.03.2012.  However, since the complainant was not present, his viewpoint on the same could not be ascertained. 


Today, Sh. Subhash Chander Garg, the complainant is present.  The information provided was duly discussed with him.  He was not clear on certain points which were elaborated during the proceedings today and he was convinced. 


Thus in view of the fact that complete information stands provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Suresh Sharma, General Secretary,

Punjab Pradesh Beopar Mandal Mootian Khan,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147 301.




    --Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

(Export) Shambhu at Mehmoodpur.
Distt. Patiala.



Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation Officer,

Punjab, Patiala.






   --Respondents

CC No. 3735 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Complainant Sh. Suresh Sharma in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. S.S. Bangar, AETC , ICC Shambhu (Exports); J.S. Waraich, ETO, Shambhu; Ms. Navdeep Bhinder, D.E.T.C.; and Ms. Manreet Rana, ETO,  Mohali.


In the earlier hearing dated 21.03.2012, it was recorded as follows: -

“However, it is observed that neither the information has been supplied despite clear directions from the Commission nor the PIOs are present.  Strict view, therefore, is taken for non-supply of the complete and correct information as well as for the absence of the PIOs.

PIO, o/o AETC, Shambhu at Mehmoodpur and the PIO, O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala are once again directed to supply complete, correct and duly attested information to the applicant within a period of two weeks, with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for records.

Both the PIOs are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying the information.  Both the PIOs will submit their affidavits explaining the reasons as to why action as proposed in the order dated 16.02.2012 under the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 be not taken against them.”
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Today, in compliance with the directions of the Commission in the order dated 21.03.2012, affidavits have been submitted by Ms. Navdeep Bhinder, Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,  Patiala Division,  Patiala (having additional charge PIO – O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab); and Sh. S.S. Bangar, AETC, ICC, Shambhu (Export) have been tendered.

Another letter bearing No. 55 dated 16.04.2012 has been received from the AETC, ICC Shambhu (Exports) addressed to Sh. Suresh Sharma intimating that the requisite information had already been forwarded to him vide office  Memo. No. 1540 dated 10.01.2012, a copy whereof has also been annexed with the letter dated 16.04.2012.


Both the parties have been heard.  Complete case file has also been perused.   The information sought by the complainant and provided by the respondent was also discussed at length with the parties.   


Upon careful perusal of the documents on record, the Commission is of the view that the information provided by the respondents vide Memo. dated 10.01.2012 is complete and correct.   However, the applicant-complainant was not clear on certain points and his doubts were duly removed during the detailed discussions today.


Further, written submissions have also been made by the respondents detailing therein the circumstances and the procedures involved which are time-consuming and hence, in the opinion of the Commission, no malafide is suspected on the part of the respondents for whatever delay has been caused in providing the information.  Thus invocation of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 is not at all warranted. 

Since the complete satisfactory information already stands provided to the complainant Sh. Suresh Sharma, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. U.S. Kohli,








# 672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.







…Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent
CC No. 14 of 2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. U.S. Kohli in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Surjit Singh, PIO, o/o Director Local Govt. Punjab; and Yadvinder Singh, Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.


Submissions of both the parties taken on record.


For pronouncement of the order, the case is adjourned to 19.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Munish Gupta s/o Sh. Sham Lal Gupta,


--Complainant
c/o Punjab Financial Corporation Employees

Welfare Association, SCO. No.95-98, 

Sector 17B, Chandigarh.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

Punjab Financial Corporation Employees

 SCO. No.95-98, Sector 17B, Chandigarh




CC No.3270 of 2011
Present:-  1. Sh.Munish Gupta complainant in person.


2. Sh. Vikas Mohan Gupta, Advocate, along with Sh. S.C.Sharma,  respondent PIO
 ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e.03.04.2012 Ms. Sonam Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO handed over a copy of the information to the complainant in the Commission itself. However, the case was adjourned for today as to enable the complainant to go through the provided information. The provided information has been discussed today in the present of the PIO, Sh. S.C.Sharma and the complainant, Sh. Munish Gupta. It is observed that complete and correct information, as available on record, has been provided. Also no deliberate or intentional delay on the part of Respondent PIO in providing the information to the complainant is observed.



With these observations, the case is disposed of and closed.







Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jaspal Singh s/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

       --Complainant
r/o Talwandi Akaliya, P.O. Makha,

Distt. Mansa.






Vs
The Public Information Officer,



        ---Respondent

o/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.



CC No.3742 of 2011
Present:-  None.
 ORDER



A telephonic message has been received from the PIO-cum-DTO, Mansa that complete and relevant information was provided to the complainant and a copy of the same has been deposited at the Reception counter of the Commission at S.NO.7231 dated 08.05.2012. Also a fax message dated 10.05.2012 has been received today from the PIO-cum-DTO Mansa under his signatures reiterating his earlier stand. He has also regretted for delay in providing information due to Vidhan Sabha election work- load during the previous months.



It is observed that delay occurred in providing information is neither willful nor deliberate. Since now information stands provided, case is disposed of and closed.











Sd/-








( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10.05.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hira Singh s/o Shri Sulakhan Singh,

Vill. Raipur Khurd, Block Jabowal,

Block Tarsikka, 
Distt. Amritsar.           
                                    

…Complainant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,
O/o.Block Development & ]

Panchayat Officer,Tarsikka, 
District Amritsar.                                           
                   …Respondent.          

CC No. 649/12 

Order

Present:
Sh.Hira Singh complainant in person.



Sh.Palwinder Singh, Supdt. o/o PIO-cum- BDPO, Tarsika.


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.04.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Block Tarsikka, Distt. Amritsar sought certain information relating to measurements of certain development works which were to be done by Junior Engineer for the works executed during the tenure of Mrs. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch, Village Raipur Khurd, Block Tarsikka,  Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar, He also made a similar application to DC, Amritsar vide letter dated 31.05.2011 and also wrote to DDPO, Amritsar vide letter dated 07.09.2011 for seeking the said information.  The RTI application sent by the complainant to the DDPO, Amritsar and Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar was transferred to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Tarsikka for supplying the requisite information to the complainant directly.



The case file has been perused.  Both the parties have been heard. It is observed that a letter No.621 dated 27.04.2012 under the signatures of PIO-cum-BDPO, Tarsikka has been received in the Commission wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No.332 dated 23.05.2011 wherein it has been 
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clearly mentioned that no development works were executed in the village during the tenure of Mrs. Satnam Kaur Sarpanch for want of proper coram. Therefore, no measurement as such has been done by the Junior Engineer. Moreover, the record is with the senior officers for an inquiry against the Panchayat.



Since the information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hira Singh s/o Shri Sulakhan Singh,

Vill. Raipur Khurd, Block Jabowal,

Block Tarsikka, 
Distt. Amritsar.           
                                    

…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &
 Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                      


…Respondent
CC No. 645/12 

Order

Present:

Sh.Hira Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Asstt. o/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayts Punjab on behalf of the respondent PIO.
The complainant vide an RTI application dated 04.05.2011 addressed to the Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab sought information pertaining to the inquiry regarding executions of certain development works in village Raipur, PO Jabowal, Block Tarsikka, Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar. The Deputy Director Rural Development vide letter dated 06.06.2011 addressed to the Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad Amritsar directed him to conduct an inquiry in the complaint made by Sh.Pargat Singh Panch and others against Mrs. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch within a period of one month so that the complainant could be sent the  requisite information sought by him under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. A copy of the said letter was also endorsed to the complainant. Further the complainant was also informed of the latest position pertaining to information sought by him vide letter NO.4672 dated 25.08.2011 and No.4978 dated 26.09.2011. Still dissatisfied with the provided information, the complainant made a complaint with the Commission received in it on 06.03.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

A copy of letter NO.5664 dated 07.05.2012 received in the Commission has been endorsed to the complainant wherein it has been mentioned that his complaint has been entrusted to Deputy Chief Executive 
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Officer, Zila Parishad Amritsar for preliminary inquiry on 06.06.2011 followed by reminders dated 21.2.2012 and 04.05.2012. But so far no inquiry report has been received. 

It is observed that the information as exists on record has been provided, the  case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. U.S. Kohli,








# 672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.







…Complainant





Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent
CC No. 12 of 2012

Order

Present:
1. Sh. U.S.Kohli complainant in person.

2.Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj,Joint Commissioner, Mun.Corpn.,Jalandhar-    cum-PIO;

3. Sh.Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Technical) (B&R)-cum-APIO, Mun.Corpn.Jalandhar



On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.04.2012, Sh. D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was  directed to supply point-wise complete, correct and duly  attested RTI information free of cost to the complainant under registered cover within fifteen days. He was also directed to be present in person and to explain his conduct and to furnish a self-attested affidavit explaining the reasons for delay for non-supply of information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant.



In compliance with the above order of the Commission, Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical)-cum-APIO has filed a self attested affidavit expressing regrets about his inability for non-supply of information to the complainant within the stipulated period due to the fact that his staff was busy in connection with Vidhan Sabha elections and Censes duties and other important affairs and that there is acute shortage of staff. He has requested for grant of some more time to supply the requisite information. The complainant, who is present in person, did not object to the above version of the APIO in supplying the information.



In view of the above submissions, Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar is directed to supply the point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant within two 
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weeks free of cost either by hand or through courier.  A complete set of supplied information may be given to the Commission for its record.



To come up for hearing on 19.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. U.S. Kohli,








# 672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.







…Complainant





Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent
CC No. 13 of 2012

Order

Present:
1. Sh. U.S.Kohli complainant in person.

2.Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner, Mun.Corpn.,Jalandhar-cum-PIO;

3. Sh.Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Technical) (B&R)-cum-APIO,   Mun.Corpn.Jalandhar;

4.Sh.B.R.Goyal, Dy. Controllerl, Local Audit, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.04.2012, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and Sh. Bhola Ram Goyal, Deputy Controller, Local Audit o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar were directed to supply complete, correct, and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within fifteen days under registered cover. It was also directed that both the officers shall furnish separate-separate self-attested affidavits explaining reasons for delay in supply of information and for as to why action against them/public authority be not taken as per section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act 2005. They were also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing.

In compliance with the above order of the Commission, Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Tech) Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and Sh. Bhola Ram Goyal, Deputy Director, Local Audit, Mun.Corportaion Jalandhar have appeared in person. Both  of them have filed their respective affidavits and have also stated that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 03.05.2012. The complainant states that he although he has received the information but it is partially incorrect. The PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation  
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Jalandhar is, therefore, directed to provide correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant within two weeks free of cost either by hand or through courier.

To come up for hearing on 19.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit Singh,







s/o Sh.Rakha Singh,

# 584, Guru Harkrishan Nagar,

Disposal Road, near Walia School,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.




…Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,




o/o Principal, Govt. Sr. Secondary School,

Dhamot, Distt. Ludhiana.




…Respondent

CC No. 354 of 2012

Order

Present:
1. Mrs. Manjinder Kaur Gill, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec.School, Damot, Distt.Ludhiana along with Sh.Darshan Singh, Lecturer (Economics) on behalf of the respondent PIO.


None is present on behalf of the complainant.



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 18.04.2012 Ms. Manjinder Kaur Gill, Offg. Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Damot, Distt. Ludhiana was directed to provide the complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant free of cost within a period of 15 days in respect of his RTI application dated 25.05.2011. Today, Ms. Manjinder Kaur Gill, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec.School, Damot, Distt. Ludhiana, who is present in person states that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 12.12.2011. She also furnishes an affidavit wherein it has been mentioned that the complete and correct information has been provided to the complainant and no further information is available in the office record.




Since the complainant is not present today, he is afforded one more opportunity of being heard concerning the provided information. He is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing, failing which the case shall be disposed of and closed in his absence.



To come up for hearing on 19.06.2012.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anshu Chaudhary,

No. 1449, Sector 40-B,

Chandigarh.







…Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o State Transport Commissioner,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


State Transport Commissioner,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

AC No. 205/12
Order

Present:
1. Sh. Anshu Chaudhry appellant in person.



Sh. J.S.Brar, Dy.State Transport Commissioner Punjab-cum-PIO.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 26.04.2012 the appellant had informed that he has been provided partial information. He was, therefore, directed to file his written point-wise observations/discrepancies in the information, if any,  to the Respondent within a week’s time so that the respondent PIO may remove the discrepancies and provide the remaining information. Sh. J.S.Brar, Dy.State Transport Commissioner-cum-PIO,  who is present today, states that complete information has been provided vide letter dated 07.05.2012. The appellant states that though he is satisfied with the provided information yet he may be allowed the liberty to file a fresh application if he was not satisfied with the provided information.



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








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 10.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
