STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village-Bika, P.O.Khankhana,

Distt-SBS Nagar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Court of Sh. Randhir Verma,

Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Division),

SBS Nagar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2878 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Aman Nath, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant may inspect the record on any working day and documents as pointed out by the Complainant, will be provided to him, as per Court procedure.  Complainant is advised to visit the O/o Respondent on any working day to inspect the record and point out the documents required by him. Respondent is directed to provide the documents after receipt of fee, as prescribed under the Court rules.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Gurdev Singh,
R/o Sekha Matta, Tehsil Mookerian,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Hozirpur, Distt-Hoshairpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Hozirpur, Distt-Hoshairpur.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 945 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Rajinder Singh, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Mahinder Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant.  Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

SH. Manjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Village-Monemajra, Distt-Ropar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Transport, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Transport, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 952 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since,   the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

SH. Manjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Village-Monemajra, Distt-Ropar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Service Provider, 
SCO-83, Sector-38/C,

Chandigharh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Transport, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 953 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Appellant

                         (ii) Sh. Mangal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since,   the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

SH. Manjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Village-Monemajra, Distt-Ropar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Transport, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 951 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Appellant

                         (ii) Sh. Kuldip Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since,   the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Kaur Shahi,

# 26, GTB Nagar, Ropar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Milk Plant, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o General Manager,

Milk Plant, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 943 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                        (ii) Sh.Bikram Jeet Singh, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant is absent.  She has not informed the Commission about her absence for today’s hearing.  Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Soni,

B-I-1446/4-A, Near Kali Mata Mandi,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 175 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Naresh Kumar Soni, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. R.S.Walia, Drafts Man, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit regarding details of files, shown to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raman Kumar Mahajan,

21/4/4, Gali Lajpat Rai, 

Durgiana Abadi, Amritsar.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 932 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Raman Kumar, Mahajan, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Joginder Kumar, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant.  Appellant has received the same and is satisfied with the information provided.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st   November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardial Singh,

Village-Pipal Majra,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt-Ropar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2889 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Hardial Singh, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Harpal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provide to the Complainant by post but the same has been returned back without any remarks.  Another copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

# 16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SE/DS, Suburban Circle,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Green Avenue, Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer, DS (Border Range),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd,

Zone Amritsar, Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 950 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                        (ii) Er. Ravinder Singh, Asstt. Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
PIO O/o PSPC, Ltd. Amritsar. has authorized Sh. Ravinder Singh, Assistant Engineer to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Respondent states that the information has already been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant has also informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied and wants to withdraw his appeal from the Commission.  On the request of the Appellant the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Kanta Atri,

W/o Sh. Ram Kumar,

# 736/4, Near & Opp. Guru Nanak Park,

Jail Road, Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

DIET, Gurdaspur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2190 of 2011

Present:            (i) Smt. Kanta Attri, the Complainant 


 (ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the copies of ACR for the period 2007-08 and 2008-09 to the Complainant. Regarding ACR for the period 2010-11, Respondent submits that the same has not been written so far. Respondent states that the copy of the ACR for the year 2010-11 will be given to the Complainant as soon as the same is received from Smt. Manjit Kaur Ghuman.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu,

MA LLB, Advocate, # 329,

New Courts, Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar 
CC No. 2882 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


Heard

The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 29.07.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO 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 in reply to the RTI application dated 29.07.2011 to the Complainant. 

5.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Harminder Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
6.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

2. Copy of RTI application dated 29.07.2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Alpana Deepika,

W/o Sh. Ravinder Siingh,

D/o Sh. Ajit Dogra, #1205/5,

Ubran Estate, Kurukshetra.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Gurdaspur.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 949 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. Ajit Dogra on behalf of his daughter.


(ii) Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant  has authorized Sh. Ajit Dogra to appear on her behalf. Sh. Ajit Dogra, Father of the Appellant states that information already provided is not authenticated and readable. Respondent is directed to provide authenticated and readable documents to the Appellant within one week. 

3.
Adjourned to 27.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parshotam Dass,

# 84, Ward No.3, Partap Nagar,

Hamirpur, Himachal Pardesh.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and 

Panchayat Officer, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector-62, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2887 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. P.C. Patial on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Smt. Rajvinder Kaur on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant  has authorized Sh. P.C. Patial to appear on his behalf. Complainant has sought copy of the appointment order issued in 1960 and retrenchment order issued in 1962. Respondent states that record being very old is not traceable, moreover, the sought for inforamtion relates to Development departments and now the departments is Rural Development and Panchayati Raj. After the re-organization of states many departments have been formed. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Khalia, H.No. Near Tanki No.3,

M.K.Road, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Tarsem Kumar, SO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant after getting the same from the Court file. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

R/o 2535, Sector-35/C,

Chandgiarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Councilm

Jagroan.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2892 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Abnash Chander, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for inforamtion has been given to the Complainant on 04.11.2011. He has shown the acknowledgment given in token of having received the information.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikas Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

R/o # 847/10, Shanti Nagar,

Jandu Wali Gali, Moga,

Tehsil and Distt-Moga.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2129 of 2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant 


Sh. Jatinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Jatinder Singh, Clerk appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant .He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same is taken on record.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Stinu Jain, RTI Activist,

Shree Jain Bhawan,

Street No.13, Abohar-152116.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 393 of 2011

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurdas Singh, EO, Nagar Council, Jaiton and Sh. Jagseer Singh, EO, Malout on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Sh. Gurdas Singh, EO, Nagar Council, Jaiton and Sh. Jagseer Singh, EO, Malout  states that the inforamtion was sent to the Complainant after tracing the old record but Complainant has refused to receive the same. Today, they have brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant, which is taken on record of the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend the today’s hearing.  

3.
In the hearing dated 28.07.2011, Sh. Jagseer Singh, EO and Sh. Gurdas Singh, EO were directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but they have failed to file an affidavit. Sh. Jagseer Singh, EO and Sh. Gurdas Singh, EO are again directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing in response to the order showing cause. EO , Municipal Council, Abohar or his representative  should be present on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November, 2011

CC:    1.EO, Nagar Council, Malout

           2. EO, Nagar Council, Jaiton


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

VPO-Naushaher, Majitha Road,

Amritsar.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 944 of 2011

Present : Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Neither of the parties is present today. Appellant has not informed the Commission that the inforamtion has been received by him or not. Respondent has sent a fax that he is unable to attend the today’s hearing. He has sought another date.

2.
The case is , therefore, adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu,

MA. LLB. Advocate, #329,

New Courts, Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar 
CC No. 2881 of 2011

Present : Nemo for the parties.

ORDER

The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 04.08.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO 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 in reply to the RTI application dated 04.08.2011 to the Complainant. 

5.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
6.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

3. Copy of RTI application dated 04.08.2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Raghbir Singh,

R/o Village & P.O.Jaithwal,

Tehsil & Distt-Amritsar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2904 of 2011

Present :
None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


Sh. Rajwant Singh, Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant filed application for inforamtion on 06.06.2011. Respondent states that Complainant was advised to deposit Rs. 5000/- as documentation fee vide their letter dated 16.09.2011 but Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant.
3.
As a period of more than 30 days has elapsed since the date of making the RTI application for information, no fees for the supply of information is payable. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply the information to the Complainant free of cost 

4.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rahul Gupta,

S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

R/o # 170, Gali No.6,

Mohalla Harbindpura,

Jagroan, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,

West, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Food and Supplies Controller,

Pb, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 940 of 2011

Present : (i) Sh. Rahul Gupta, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Sawinder Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that complete information has not been provided to him so far. Respondent states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies in the inforamtion provided. Complainant is advised to point out deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh Sekho

Vill. Tandi, PO Ladoya,

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer

Bhogpur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer

Jalandhar .

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 946 of 2011

Present : 
Sh. Satnam Singh, the Appellant



None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has not received the complete  information  so far. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 22.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties
Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

Note : After the hearing Mohd. Iqbal Shah, Panchayat Secretary appeared and states that Appellant has earlier sought similar information which was provided to him. He has given the copy of the acknowledgment.  Copy of the acknowledgment having received the information by the appellant  earlier be sent to the appellant alongwith the order.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind.

…………………………….Complainant.
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2002 of 2007 
Present : 
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. B.S.Rana, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week.  Respondent further states that the compensation amount of Rs. 6000/- as awarded to the Complainant by the Commission have also been paid to him.  
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 21st November , 2011

