STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parshotam Betab,

S/o Sh. Kesho Ram,

C/o Distt. Courts,

Faridkot

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot












 
  ………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3983 of 2009, 

& CC No. 3982 of 2009

Alongwith

CC No. 3990 of 2009 
Present:
(i) Sh. Rahul Chhatwal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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


Heard
2.
Information sought by the Complainant from the DTO, Ferozepur, Secy., RTA, Ferozepur & DTO, Faridkot is similar, so all the cases are clubbed. Sh. Piara Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Secy., RTA, Ferozepur states that this information is to be provided by the DTO, Faridkot and he had been asked to provide this information to the Complainant. DTO, Faridkot vide order dated 27.08.2009 has provided incomplete information to the Complainant. DTO, Faridkot is directed to provide complete information as sought by the Complainant in his application for information before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  

3.
Adjourned to 18.02.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.
                                      Sd/-         
                                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Sukhwinder S.Saini,
Advocate,

# 50 ,1st Floor,

Distt. Judicial Court Complex,

Roop Nagar

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Tehsildar,
Registrar Hindu Marriages,

Mohali
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  4066 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Pankaj Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Charanjit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
Tehsildar Mohali has authorized Sh. Charanjit Singh, Clerk to appear on his behalf.  Complainant has authorized Sh. Pankaj SIkka to appear on his behalf. Respondent states that due to shifting of office record, the file is not traceable. He has sought some more time to provide the information.
3.
Respondent is directed to provide information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. In case the record is not traceable, Respondent should conduct an enquiry and fix the responsibility of the staff responsible for the loss of record and Commission be informed in this regard.

3.
Adjourned to 18.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  R.D. Chander,
General Secretary,

Social Welfare Guild,
3/6-A, Central Town,

Jalandhar

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Registrar,
Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO : 109, Sector : 40- C,

Chandigarh 
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  4064 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Vijay Kumar on behalf of  the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Inderjit Singh, Suptd-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.       Complainant has authorized Sh. Vijay Kumar to appear on his behalf. Complainant states that he has not been provided information for item No. j  on his application for information. He further states that information already provided is incomplete and not readable. Respondent is directed to ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.      Adjourned to 26.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.    


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Puri, Clerk,

O/o Secretary Bhakra Beas Management Board,

Sector : 19, Chandigarh

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director, 

PRTC, Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3951 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Ranjit Puri, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, General Manager, the PIO 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has sought information about Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Driver as there is a family dispute among the parties. Complainant has not been able to prove any public interest involved in seeking the information. Moreover, Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Driver had already retired and Complainant has not justified the public interest involved in seeking the information as stated by the Respondent.

3.
In view of the above facts and information being third party, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Puri, Clerk,

O/o Secretary Bhakra Beas Management Board,

Sector : 19, Chandigarh

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director, 

PRTC, Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3945 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ranjit Puri, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, General Manager, the PIO 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has sought information about  Manjinder Singh S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh, as there is a family dispute among the parties. Complainant has not been able to prove any public interest involved in seeking the information. Moreover, services of Sh. Manjinder Singh was provided by the contractor Sh. Gurdev Singh and the same was terminated on 09.07.2008. 

3.       In view of the above facts and information being third party, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         Sd/-                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Vikas Kuthiala,
S/o Sh. Kuldip Kuthiala,

105, Sector : 27-A,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Baba Banda Singh Bahadur
Engineering College,

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

CC No.  4070  of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Vikas Kuthalia, the Complainant

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


Heard
2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the office of Principal Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Engineering College, Fatehgarh Sahib. Respondent vide his letter dated 01.12.09 has informed that Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Engineering College is a self-financing private institute run by Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Education Trust, Fatehgarh Sahib  and it is not covered under the RTI Act 2005.  Complainant is advised to file his reply to justify that the College is a public authority as per provision of the RTI Act before the next date of hearing alongwith the copy to the Respondent-PIO.
3.
Adjourned to 18.02.10 (at 2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Naresh Sharma,
S/o Sh. Amar Nath Shastri,

Shakati Nagar, St. No. 5,

Barnala - 148101

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Secretary,
Transport (Punjab),
Mini Sectt., Sector : 9,

Chandigarh                                                              ………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  3978 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Naresh Sharma, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. M.S.Bhasin, Suptd O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. Manjit Singh, Suptd appearing on behalf of the Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala states that Secy., Transport, Pb vide his order dated 22.01.2010 has directed Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala to appear on his behalf.

3.
Complainant states that he had sought information from the C.M, Punjab regarding implementation of various orders of the Govt. as mentioned in his application. Copy of the application of the Complainant alongwith copy of the circular regarding which action taken by Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala is sought by the Complainant is handed over to the Respondent O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala today in the Commission.
4.
PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala is directed to intimate the Complainant regarding implementation of the Govt. order by the Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala on the next date of hearing. 
5.
Adjourned to 18.02.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

          Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Darshana Devi,
W/o Om Parkash, C/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul – 151 103,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  3782 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Ranjiv Goyal, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Mulakh Raj, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard
2.
Complainant sought information vide his letter dated 28.10.2009 received in the office of Respondent on 03.11.2009 on fourteen points. Respondent provided information vide letter dated 02.12.2009 for the points relating to his office. For the remaining information, Complainant was asked to seek information from different Civil Surgeons in the state. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. She has submitted that incorrect GPF statement has been provided to her. She has also submitted that from the information supplied, it is observed that concerned branch is not serious about his duties under the RTI Act 2005. 
3.
Respondent states that there are some discrepancies in the GPF statement provided to the Complainant but the final payment made is correct. The information as available in the record has been provided and information relating to the question asked by the Complainant does not exist in the record. There is no willful delay. Information as 
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available with the Respondent has been provided and for the remaining information, Complainant is advised to file another application with the concerned PIO. However, the Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. No further action is required.  

4.
The case is closed and disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
  (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Sham Sunder Jindal,

H.No. 15/16, Street No.3,

Ferozpur Cantt.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur


        &

2.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Faridkot Division,

Faridkot 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1403 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent has informed the Commission that as directed by the Commission compensation had been paid to the Complainant.  No further action is required.

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



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali-160055.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Commissioner Revenue,

Civil Sectt., Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3655 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Kulwant Singh, Clerk, O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura & Sh. Harsh Kumar, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that perusal of the dispatch register of the year 1991 shows that letter No. 3842 dated 20.03.91 to the Tehsidar, Rajpura was issued by this office.  The information in this regard has been sent on 25.01.10 to the Complainant. Regarding information relating to item no. 1, regarding receipt of letter no. 2568 /3(;) dated 04.02.91 written by Tehsildar (Revenue) , Rajpura to the FCR(Punjab) is not traceable.  However, the efforts are being made to trace the old record. He further states that Tehsildar, Rajpura has also been asked to trace the record and provide the copy of the letter sought by the Complainant. Representative of the Tehsildar, Rajpura is also present for today’s hearing. He is  also  directed to trace the letter sought by the Complainant mentioned above in his office and sought for information be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
PIO, O/o FCR is directed to ensure that sought for information is made available to the Complainant before the next date of hearing by his office or by the office of Tehsildar, Rajpura.       
Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Adjourned to 19.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardip Singh, Maj. (Retd.),

Gurleh Palace, VPO Sarhali Kalan,

Tehsil & District : Tarn Taran - 143410
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Education (Pb.), (School),

Mini Sectt. Sector : 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3504 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sodhi, Suptd. & Smt. Bachan Kaur, Sr. Asstt. O/o DPI (S) on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sodhi, Suptd., O/o DPI(S), Punjab states that he has been directed by the office of Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education (Pb.), (school)  to appear on their behalf.  He further states that APIO O/o Secretary Education (School) vide his letter dated 06.01.10 has asked the Complainant to deposit the requisite fee for providing the information. It is observed that Respondent has demanded the fee after the mandatory period as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. Respondent is directed to provide the information free of cost before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 (1) will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 19.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijender Singh,

WZ-218-219,

Street No. 14A/7, SHAD Nagar,

Palam Colony, New Delhi- 45
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Deptt,

Finance Personall-1,

Punjab Civil Sectt., 

Floor No.7, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Principal Resident Commissioner,


Punjab House, Copernicus Marg,


New Delhi-110001.

(3)
Public Information Officer


O/o Finance Dept.


Pension Policy and Coordination Branch,


Main Sectt, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3371 of 2009

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

(ii) Smt. Veena, Sr. Assistant , Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO-cum-Suptd, & Sh. Harnek Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of Respondent No. 1
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent appearing on behalf of the Finance Department (Pension Policy and Coordination Branch, Finance Department) states that information relating to item No. 1 & 2 has been sent to the Complainant whereas information for item No. 3, 4 & 5 is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Principal Resident Commissioner, Punjab House, New Delhi. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative O/o Punjab House, New Delhi is present for today’s hearing. PIO O/o Principal Resident Commissioner, Punjab House, New Delhi is directed to provide information for item No. 3, 4 & 5 to the Complainant and should be personally present on the next date of hearing failing which action under 20 (1) of the RTI Act will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 18.02.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties





Sd/-
  (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijender Singh,

WZ-218-219,

Street No. 14A/7, SHAD Nagar,

Palam Colony, New Delhi- 45
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Deptt,

Finance Personall-1,

Punjab Civil Sectt., 

Floor No.7, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3370 of 2009
Present:
Sh. Vijender Singh, the Complainant in person
ORDER

This case was taken up today on the request made by the Complainant. Perusal of the file discloses that the case was erroneously dismissed for non prosecution on 15.01.2010.  Initially the   case was listed for 17.12.09 for hearing. On 17.12.09, the case was adjourned to 28.01.10 after giving a direction to the Respondent to provide the information as per the demand of the Complainant.  However, through some mistake in the office, the case was shown in the list for 15.01.10 and was dismissed for non prosecution.  
2.
It is clear from the foregoing that the dismissal of the case on 15.01.10 in the absence of the parties is on account of an inadvertent mistake.  I, therefore, recall the order dated 15.01.10 and restore the case to its original number. The Complainant 
states that the Respondent has provided the information with reference to the third pay commission whereas his demand was with reference to the second pay commission. I, therefore, direct the Respondent to give information to the Complainant as per his RTI application.  The information which the Respondent should provide is as under:-
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“Copy of notification by which the scales of Air Conditioner mechanic and Pump operator at Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi were clubbed at the time of implementation of second pay commission.” 

3.
Adjourned to 18.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o Karam Singh,

Vill. Kangroor, Tehsil Nawanshahr,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Banga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3562 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Harjit Singh, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(1) will be initiated against the Respondent. 

3.
Adjourned to 19.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Santosh Kumari,

H.No.2650, W No.12,

Opp., Dusshera Ground,

Kharar-140301, Distt-Mohali.

             …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Headmistress Arya Kanya,

Vidhyalya, Kharar.

……………………………..Respondent
AC No. 346 of 2008
Present:
(i) Smt. Santosh Kumari, the Appellant

(ii) Smt. Harpreet Kaur, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard


2.
Appellant states that she has received the compensation of Rs. 5000/- today in the Commission. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulvinder Singh Saini,

H.No. HL-216,

Phase-1, SAS, Nagar,

Mohali.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o S.K.R College of 

Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra, Kharar,

Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1483 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kulvinder Singh Saini, the Complainant

(ii) Dr. Bhupinder Singh, Principal O/o SKR College of Physical Education Kharar and Sh. Dev Raj. Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 19.11.2009 Secy., Education, Pb was directed to enquire into the alleged misuse of government grant by the College authorities by instituting an enquiry and was directed to inform the Commission of any action taken by his office in this regard.  In today’s hearing , Respondent states that enquiry officer has submitted the enquiry report and further action will be taken as per rules.  No further action is required. The case is  disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharamvir Khosla,

C/o Dharmshala Thakur Dass,

Bazaar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur 
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3311 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Dharamvir Khosla, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harjit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.
In response to the direction of the Commission dated 01.12.09, Respondent had neither provided the information nor submitted the reply in response to showing cause as to why Complainant be not compensated for the detriment suffered by him. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information and file his reply before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 11.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dewan Singh Jaggi,

# 136/10, Central Town,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 691 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Dewan Singh Jaggi, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Dharam Pal, Asstt. Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that action as per rules had been taken and the Complainant has been information accordingly. Complainant sates that Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar only demolished part of the illegal construction and wrong information was given  to him that unauthorized construction  had been demolished. Complainant further states that action should be taken against PIO for furnishing wrong information. Respondent sates that concerned  person who has provided incomplete information has died. The case was re-opened at the request of Complainant now information has been provided. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Sharn Dass,

# 2849, Sector-40/C,

Chandgiarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DRME, Pb,

SCO-87, Sector-40, 

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 648 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ram Sharan Dass, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Didar Singh, Suptd. on  behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 19.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Kataria,

S/o Sh. Khushi Ram,

Gandhi Nagar, Gali No. 2,

Rampura Phul, Bathinda

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4048 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Raj Kumar Kataria, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.
Respondent is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent –PIO to be personally present on the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 19.02.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
