STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Tejinder Kaur Dhaliwal,

Through GPA / Daughter:

Ms. Jagwinder Kaur Dhillon,

No. 36, Sector 2,

Chandigarh-160001.





        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.




  …Respondents
AC - 396/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. K.V.S. Dhillon 
For the Respondent: Surinder Kumar Passi, Supdt. cum APIO O/o FCR (98557-711845)

 

Today Sh. K.V.S. Dhillon, appearing on behalf of the complainant, submitted that information to his satisfaction has received by him. 



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.     



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt.

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1166/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded: 
“Sh. Radesh Kalra, AGM is present from the office of PMIDC is present and states that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant vide their letter dated 2nd June, 2011 through courier.  The receipt issued by the Courier Company shall be produced by Sh. Kalra in the next hearing.  However, Sh. Khaira states that he has not received the same.   A copy of the same has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.  After perusal of the same, complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided.  However, he laments that in response to his application dated 15.02.2011, the information has been provided today only and thus the same has been delayed.  He prays for imposition of penalty on the respondent for the same.”



A show cause notice was issued to Sh. Ashok Kumar, PIO in the said order dated 07.06.2011.   



Today, no one is present on behalf of the Respondent nor has any reply to the show cause notice has been submitted.


One more opportunity is granted to the Respondent PIO to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, well before the next date fixed, failing which it shall be construed that he has nothing to state in the matter and the Commission shall proceed further accordingly. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt.

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1168/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 09.06.2011, it was recorded as under:-
“Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, present on behalf of the respondent, states that the PIO concerned is on leave; and seeks an adjournment, which is granted.

Complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.”

 

Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, copy of a letter dated 06.07.2011 addressed by the respondent to the complainant has been received wherein it is stated that report under Section 25 of the RTI Act, 2005 is under preparation and shall be provided to him as soon as it is complete.  


Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.

 

For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-64476)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

H. No. 1258, Sector 15-B,

Chandigarh







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 626/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the Respondent: Ms. Sarabjeet Kaur, Asstt. (95011-33233)



In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Today, information on point no. 3 pertaining to 8 years has been brought in the court.  Respondent states that it was sent through the messenger on 28.04.2011; however, the complainant has refused to take delivery of the same.  Respondent present is not aware of the earlier order wherein it was noticed that information on point no. 7 had been declined by the respondent stating that it pertained to third party.  He further states that he has recently joined and the dealing hand is on leave and hence seeks an adjournment, which is granted.  

Both the complainant and the respondent shall make respective written submissions as to how the information on point no. 7 is / is not of public interest before the next date fixed.

Information on point no. 3 brought to the court is directed to be mailed to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission.   However, the respondent submits that they do not keep postage stamps in the office but will ensure that this information is posted, as directed.”



It was further recorded in the same hearing: -

“Both the complainant and the respondent shall make respective written submissions as to how the information on point no. 7 is / is not of public interest before the next date fixed.”



Respondent present submitted that the PIO is away on sports duties and hence was not able to appear in the court.   She further submitted that the information sought is purely personal and no larger public interest is involved.  










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-



It is relevant to cast a glance at the information sought under point no. 7, which reads as under: -

“7.
Personal files of female officials employed with the sports Committee Branch including their age, caste, educational qualifications.  Attested copies be provided.”



I have discussed the matter at length and am of the view that no specific information about a particular official has been sought and the information sought is not covered under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 which reads as under: -





“8 
(1)
 Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any citizen,—
 
 
(a) …………….



(b) …………….




Provided further that those matters which come under the exemptions specified in this section shall not be disclosed; 

 
 

(j)
information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual unless the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer or the appellate authority, as the case may be, is satisfied that the larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information.”



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(92165-20280)

Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

Street No. 1, Ward No. 2,

Gobind Nagari

Malout-152107 ((Distt. Muktsar)




  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 644/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. S.K. Bajaj in person. 
For the Respondent: Ms. Madhu Sharma, Supdt. (98157-41367) alongwith Sh. Manjit Inder Singh, Asstt. 



In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, it was recorded:

“Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission and the complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.” 



Complainant Sh. S.K. Bajaj has given a statement regarding discrepancies about the information which are as under:-

“I beg to state that I have applied separate RTI application to all DEO’s and DIET Principal. But nobody is interested to reply. While I came to know from reliable sources there are many teacher of concern board and council in Punjab. DPI (E) says that DEO has already sent information but it is wrong. DEO (E) Muktsar is telling a lie. I can prove it on the next date.”


I have gone through all the points with the complainant & the respondent and am of the view that complete information as per the original application stands provided.    However, the complainant was still dissatisfied.
 

If the Complainant feels that wrong and incorrect information has been provided, he can challenge the same before the higher competent authority.









Contd……….2/-

-:2:-



Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.     



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajay Kumar Tyagi 

H. No. 500-A, Street No 8,

New Town,

Moga-142001






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




  …Respondents
AC - 394/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. A.K. Tyagi in person. 



For the Respondent: Ms. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-I (98148-03293)



In the earlier hearing dated 09.06.2011, it was recorded: 
“Respondent is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   He is directed to disclose reasons for non-availability of the information with his office and provide specific information to the appellant as per his original application dated 30.08.2010 within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.

The PIO is directed to appear personally in the next hearing and explain the matter.”

 

Today Ms. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-I is present on behalf of the respondent.   She informed the Commission that when the case was last taken up for hearing on 09.06.2011, she was not the designated PIO and that the notice of adjournment posting the case to another date had also not been received in their office.   She, however, submitted a statement duly signed by the complainant expressing his satisfaction over the information provided.   
 
Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.     



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Surjit Kaur,

House No. 292,

Nagar Sudhar Trust Colony,

Scheme No. 5,

Gurdaspur







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1160/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the Respondent: Sh. Ravinder Dogra, Sr. Asstt. (94639-15558)



In the earlier hearing dated 09.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant as per her original application dated 05.02.2011, under intimation to the Commission.

Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to her satisfaction.”



Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing and same is the position today. 



Sh. Ravinder Dogra, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the Respondent submitted that no notice of hearing had been received by them.  He has also made the following written submissions:
“It is submitted that the information sought by the applicant-complainant is not in larger public interest and a reply to this effect had been sent to her.   Earlier also, she had filed an appeal being AC No. 130/11 which was also dismissed by the ld. SIC Sh. P.K. Verma vide his order dated 03.03.2011.”



As per the statement of the respondent, an identical request from the applicant-complainant has already been dismissed by the Commission.

 

Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby Dismissed.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hira Singh

VPO Mukandpur,

Distt. Nawanshahr.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges)

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1171/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 


In the earlier hearing dated 09.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Complainant submits that no information has been received by him so far.

Respondent is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant as per her original application dated 05.03.2010, under intimation to the Commission.

Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.”



No one put in appearance on behalf of the respondent in the earlier hearing and same is the position today.



Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



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



Complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, the PIO is directed to appear in person and explain the matter. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kulwant Rai Goyal

Advocate,

District Courts,

Barnala







        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt.

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt.

Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh



  …Respondents
AC - 529/11
Order

Present: 
For the Appellant: Sh. Krishan Chand Bansal, (98155-32063)
For the Respondent: Ms. Gurinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (99882-15330)



Vide application dated 17.12.2010, Sh. Kulwant Rai Goyal sought the following information from the office of Director, Local Bodies, Punjab, Chandigarh: 



“Regarding seniority of water supply supervisors and rules etc.

1.
A copy of the waiting list pertaining to water supply supervisors;

2.
Till date, has any water supply supervisor been given any promotion?  If yes, a photocopy of the same be provided.

3.
Whether channel for promotion from the post of water supply supervisor is Operation & Maintenance wing or is it some other channel?    If any water supply supervisor has been promoted through this or other channel or if a seniority list has been prepared for the purpose, a photocopy of the same be provided.

4.
Are there any rules or any act governing the promotions of water supply supervisors prevalent?  A copy of the same be supplied.  Otherwise, this point be clarified.”



As no response was received, the first appeal was preferred with the First Appellate Authority i.e. office of Principal Secretary Local Govt., Punjab, Chandigarh on 02.02.2011.   Sh. Goyal further submitted that vide communication No. AS-3-DLB-(52-Barnala)/2011/10571 dated 29.03.2011,










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-

the First Appellate Authority informed him as under: -

“1.
Be obtained from the Municipal Council / Municipal Corporation concerned as the post of water supply supervisor is 

2.
The relevant period of the information and the name of Municipal Council / Municipal Corporation has not been disclosed.   Stating your requirements, the information be obtained from the PIO of the concerned Municipal Council / Municipal Corporation.

3.
This point pertains to Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board; hence this information be procured from the said department.

4.
It has not been specified whether the information sought relates to any Municipal Council / Municipal Corporation or to the Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board.   Hence such non-specific information cannot be provided.”



Not satisfied with the response, Sh. Goyal has filed the present second appeal before the Commission on 08.06.2011.  



Ms. Gurinder Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted the following:

“It is stated that as per directions of the Hon’ble Commission, upon submission of complete request along with relevant annexures by the complainant, his case for granting benefit of service rendered by him in the BBMB shall be taken up and decided on merits, as and when received.


The complainant expresses his dissatisfaction, although in the opinion of this Court, the relevant information stands provided.  

 

In case any further query is to be made, the appellant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 

 
Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.     



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99144-34722)

Sh. Hukam Chand Thareja

P.O. Box 10, 

Phillaur (Jalandhar)






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Medical Education & Research,

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 3744/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Dr. A.S. Thind, PIO. 


In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- was imposed on the respondent PIO and it was directed to be deposited with the State Treasury under the relevant head.



Dr. Thind submitted that he has paid the amount to the cashier in his office for onward transmission to the Govt. Treasury.  The cashier in the respondent department Sh. Dheeraj Joshi was contacted over the telephone who confirmed that he has already received the amount from the PIO and the same shall be deposited with the Treasury in a day or two and a copy of the receipted challan shall be submitted to the Commission for records.



Complete information as per the original application already stands provided. 



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98151-33678)

Sh. Suresh Kumar

s/o Sh. Chiranji Lal

Village Kulrian,

Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Kulrian,

Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa-151501.





    …Respondent

CC- 820/11
Order

Present:
For the Complainant: H.S. Rathee


None for the Respondent. 



In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -
“Both the complainant and the respondent are levelling allegations and counter-allegations against each other.  They have been informed that only matters concerning information are under the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence, in future, they should desist from making any such statements during the hearing in the Commission.

Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.”



No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.  No information has so far been provided by the respondent. 


Therefore, PIO Sh. Jagtar Singh is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



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










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-



Complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94172-21460)

Sh. Som Lal (Retd. S.S. Master)

VPO Thopia,

Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Nawanshahr - 144521




  … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Headmaster, 

Lt. Gen. B.C. Memorial Govt. High School,

Mehandipur (Balachaur)

Distt. Nawanshahr.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Office of the Distt. Education Officer (SE)


Moga.






             …Respondents
CC- 826/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Som Lal in person.
For the respondents: Sh. Sucha Singh, Officiating Headmaster ; (98785-33977) and Sh. Des Raj, clerk, from the office of DEO (SE) Moga.



On the written assurance given by the respondent that necessary steps shall be taken within a month’s time, the complainant felt satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98761-88782)

Sh. Sachin Jain

s/o Late Sh. Tarsem Jain,

372-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.







        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o S.D.P. Sr. Secondary School,

Hazoori Road,

Ludhiana. 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ludhiana






  …Respondents

AC- 254/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the Respondent: Sh. Jasveer Singh, Officiating Principal O/o S.D.P. Sr. Secondary School (94630-00194) and Sh. Tarsem Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o DEO (SE) (98554-42475)



In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Respondent Sh. Javir Singh submits that information has been sent to the appellant by ordinary post, on 30.05.2011.   He also tendered a photocopy of the letter dated 30.05.2011, bearing Ref. No. 441/SDP/C/2011.

Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received.   When contacted over the telephone, he informed that he has not received the letter dated 30.05.2011 sent by the respondent. 

Respondent is directed to send another copy of the information to the appellant by registered post.

Sh. Jasvir Singh submitted that for any other information also, the appellant is welcome to their office and all cooperation shall be extended to him.”

 

Today Respondent stated that information had already been sent by registered post on 27.06.2011.



Appellant is not present today.  However, when contacted over the telephone, he informed that complete information to his satisfaction stood provided. 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.      



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Diwan Chand

C/o Sh. Hardyal Mal Diwan Chand,

Dhir Market,

Gidderbaha (Distt. Bathinda)




        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

Gidderabaha (Distt. Bathinda) 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Punjab, Bathinda





  …Respondents
AC- 264/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Sh. Diwan Chand in person.
For the Respondent: Charanjeet Pal, Jr. Court Clerk. (94634-31548)



In the earlier hearing dated 08.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent is directed either to make valid submissions quoting relevant sections of the Act; or else, the information sought be provided to the complainant as per his original application.

In the next hearing, the PIO - Executive Officer Sh. Jagjit Singh Dhaliwal is directed to appear in person and explain the matter.

Information should also be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



In compliance of the directions of the Commission, complete relevant information as per the original application stands provided to the complainant. 



It has been stated by the respondent present that since Sh. Jagjit Singh, EO-cum-PIO has been posted out, he could not appear in the court today.



It is pointed out that the PIO is not absolved of his responsibility on being posted out.   However, taking a lenient view this time, his absence from today’s hearing is excused.



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98151-72836)

Ms. Neelam

w/o Sh. Baljit Singh,

Village Attal Garh,

P.O. Bassi Daulat Khan,

Hoshiarpur. – 146111.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

MGSM Senior Sec. School,

Kartarpur (Distt. Jalandhar) 




    …Respondent
CC- 1035/11
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 


For the Respondent: Ravi Gakhar, Advocate (97807-37313)



A written request on behalf of complainant has been received by Sh. S.M. Bhanot seeking an adjournment for three months since she is in the family way. 



A request for adjournment has also been made on behalf of the respondent. 


Acceding to the request of the parties, the case is posted to 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber, for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97793-98315)

Sh. Tarsem Singh

H. No. 221, Ward No. 11,

Opp. Railway Station,

Mansa-151505.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa







    …Respondent
CC- 1698/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Tarsem Singh in person.


For the Respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Kanugo 



This complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Tarsem Chand on 08.06.2011 when no information was provided to him in response to his original application dated 14.03.2011.  He had sought the following information: -

“1.
By which order has Sh. Roop Chand son of Sh. Johri Mal has been shown to be the owner of land comprising Killa No. 146//15/2 in the Jamabandi for the year 1983-84?    Vide mutation no. 12636, Roop Chand son of Johri Mal has purchased 12/39 share out of 27/39 share, land measuring 0 Kanal 12 Marla and entries with respect to the same are reflected in the Jamabandi for the year 1978-79.  However, in the Jamabandi for the year 1983-84, there is a clear cutting in Killa No. 146//15/1 and it has been changed / altered to No. 146//15/2.
2.
I, Tarsem Chand, GPA holder, submitted applications dated 25.06.2002; 20.02.2003; 14.07.2003 and 05.09.2003 in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa reporting the said cutting / alteration in the Jamabandi.   Please provide me a copy of the decision taken on the same.”


Vide communication dated 18.03.2011, PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa informed Sh. Tarsem Chand that they are collecting the information from the branch concerned and upon receipt, the same will be provided.  However, no information has been provided so far. 



Sh. Tarsem Singh states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent vide communication dated 09.09.2011.     He has also submitted shortcomings in the information.   A copy of this letter from the complainant be sent to the respondent along with the order, for doing the needful.










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-

 

No one is present on behalf of the Respondent.  When contacted over the telephone, the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa assured the Court that he would look into the matter and ensure that complete satisfactory information is provided to the applicant-complainant, shortly. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

