STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Vill. Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

PO Sahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141 123

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Revenue Department,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1046 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, APIO-cum-Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed during the hearing on 06.05.10, Respondent has brought the information running into 280 pages to personally deliver it to the Complainant. Copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is absent. The Complainant may collect the information from the Respondent after paying the RTI fees amounting to Rs. 560/-. In case Complainant wants information by post, in addition to this amount, he should also send the postage charges to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide all the documents to the Complainant on receipt of the requisite fee. No further action is required. 
3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Daljit Singh,

S/o Sh. Bihara Singh,

Janta Nagar W.No. 12,

H.No. 32A, Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur- 148 024

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

 Zila Parishad,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 992 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Parveen Kumar , Dy. CEO , Zila Parishad, Sangrur on behalf of 

the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 17.05.10. Complainant is absent.  He was absent on the last hearing also.  He has not informed the Commission about the reasons for his absence. Since,  information has been provided, no further action is required.
3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Romila Goyal,

C/o B. K. Goyal,

Goyal Hospital College Road,

Sunam – 148028

Sangrur

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Sunam,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 995 of 2010

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. On the last date of hearing, the Respondent has assured that whatever information had remained undelivered would be supplied as expeditiously as possible. As the Complainant is absent and nothing has been heard from him regarding the receipt of information, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o S. Chatar Singh,

House No. H-463, Phase-1,

Mohali

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Housing & Urban Development

Punjab-cum-Revisional Authority, 

Sector : 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1027 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Iqbal Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Hardaman Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided. Complainant submitted that action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information within the prescribed time.  Respondent states that the original application of the Complainant was not received in their office. It may or may not be so. I, however, do not wish to take any further action in this matter regarding the imposition of penalty upon the Respondent. However, he is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.
3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravinder Krishan,

H.No.3173, W.No.8,

New Abadi, Sarhind Mandi,

Fatehgarh Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Baba Banda Singh 

Bahadur Engg. College,

Fatehgarh Sahib
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 531 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Jaipal Singh on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Ram Singh, Admn Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant prays for more time to submit his reply. 

3.
Adjourned to 11.06.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Er. M.R.Dubey,

Kothi No.121-K,

Lane No.6. Majitha Enclave,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Nursing Registration

Council, SCO-109, Sector-40/C,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1792 of 2009

Present:
(i) Er. M.R.Dubey , the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant is present in person. None is present on behalf of the Respondent. During the hearing dated 30.04.10, penalty  of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on PIO. The Registrar, Punjab  Nursing Registration Council  was directed to recover the penalty amount from the salary of PIO-Sh. Inderjit Singh and deposit the same in the Government treasury. Since nobody has attended  the hearing, on behalf of the Respondent, it is not known whether the penalty amount has been recovered or not. Registrar, Punjab Nursing Registration Council is directed to intimate whether the amount of penalty has been recovered from the PIO- Sh. Inderjit Singh before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 11.06.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th May, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
CC: Registrar , Punjab Nursing Registration Council, SCO 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh

