
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o. Sh. Lal Singh, 

H. No. C - 39, Gali No. C - 3,

Officers Colony, Mangwal, 

Sangrur. 






        
   ……Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary, 

Officers Colony, Mangwal, 

Sangrur.







……….Respondent

C. C. No. 3338 of 2011 
Present :      None on behalf of the Complainant.

            Mr. Varinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 



Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 05.11.2011. The information demanded pertains to Proceeding Register of Gram Panchayat, officer Colony, Mangwal. The complaint with the Commission is dated 10-11- 2011.



The Respondent submits a letter dated 12.01.2012 written to the Complainant in which he has mentioned that the information sought is not related to the Gram Panchayat but relates to the Election Department. The Respondent should have transferred the RTI application to the concerned department under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act but he has failed to do so.


The Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 17.01.2012 of his inability to attend the proceedings and requested for an adjournment.


The Respondent is directed to collect the information from the Election Department and hand over to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible.



The case is adjourned to 14.03.2012(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)
9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Anil Kumar,

C/o. B.P. Footwear,

Arya Bazaar, 

Kartarpur, District Jalandhar. 




………..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.





…………Respondent
C. C. No. 3365 of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


             Mr. Ashok Kumar, Supdt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 26.10.2011. The information demanded pertains to promotion of Building Inspectors from 1997 to 2009 in the Town Planning Department. The complaint with the Commission is dated 03.11. 2011.



The Respondent vide his letter no. 14/242/11-4SS1/504 dated 08.02.2012 submits that no specific information has been sought by the information-seeker in his RTI application. The information sought by him is vague and hence can not be supplied.



The Complainant vide his letter dated 08.02.2012 received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2028 dated 09.02.2012 informed that he is unable  to attend  the hearing because of his ill-health.


I have gone through the response and after examining the RTI application it is apparent that information-seeker has failed to specify the information sought for by him. Therefore, the complaint is dismissed.


The Complainant is advised to file a fresh application to the concerned PIO mentioning specific information which he wants to seek from the public authority concerned.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shivrattan Singh,

# 162 - L, B.R.S. Nagar, 

Ludhiana.







………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.




………..Respondent
C. C.  No. 3425 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Anish Gautam, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


             None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 19.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to 03 points regarding vacant shops, residential plots and residential flats in scheme Sant Isher Singh Nagar and B. R. S. Nagar, Ludhiana. The complaint with the Commission is dated 03.11.2011.



The Respondent has failed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker and he is not present in today’s hearing despite having been duly served with a  notice of hearing. 



The Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information within four weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The case is adjourned to 14.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lakha Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Gopal Singh, 

Village Jawandan Kalan, 

Tehsil & District Tarn Taran. 




……….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur. 







………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3430  of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


             Mr. Hira Lal, Supdt.,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 11.10.2011. The information demanded pertains to status of application filed by him on 01.08.2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated Nil and registered at Diary No. 20162 dated 25.11.2011.


Sh. Hira Lal, Supdt. - APIO Office of Deputy Commissioner, submits  a written reply in response to the various queries raised by information-seeker as per his original RTI application dated 18.07.2011. 



The Complainant has sent a letter to the Commission which was received vide Diary no. 2045 dated 09.02.2012 alleging that his RTI application has not dealt with as per provisions of RTI Act by the PIO concerned and action must be taken against the erring officials as per RTI Act.


However, Respondent – APIO submits that information-seeker was sent a letter on 19.09.2011 in which it was made clear to him that queries raised by him were not connected with the office of D. C., Gurdaspur.


I have gone over the information supplied by the Respondent PIO and the RTI application. A copy of written-reply, submitted the Respondent-PIO in the Commission, today, is appended with this order for the Complainant. I am satisfied with the information supplied to the information-seeker.



The case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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







(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dinesh Chadha, Advocate,

V.P.O - Barwa, 

District - Roopngar- 140117. 




……. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Public Relation Department, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 



………Respondent
C. C. No. 3456 of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


             Mr. Malkiat Singh, P. R. O., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 04.10.2011. The information demanded pertains to amount spent on advertisements during the year 2007-2008. The complaint with the Commission is dated 25.11. 2011.



The RTI application was moved to Chief Secretary to Govt. Pujnab by Sh. Dinesh Chadha, Advocate, seeking information in connection with the expenditure done by Punjab Govt. on advertisement campaign during the year 2002-2011. He also sought information in connection with the details of payments made to different newspapers and electronic channels. 



The PIO, department of General Administration, transferred this RTI application to Principal Secretary, Information and Public Relations, Punjab vide letter dated 19.10.2011, which was received in the office of Principal Secretary, Information and Public Relations, Punjab on 21.10.2011.



The PIO of the office of Information and Public Relations, Punjab vide his letter no. PR(PIO)2012/29 dated 19.01.2012 submits that after receipt of RTI application in the office of Information and Public Relations, Punjab, the same was sent to Joint Director(Advertisement) vide letter no. PR(PIO)775 dated 24.10.2011 with the directions that requisite information should be supplied to the information-seeker within stipulated time.


The PIO submits that Joint Director (Advertisement) vide letter no. 










Contd…2/-
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C. C. No. 3456 of 2011 
PR(Advertisement)11/2497 dated 04.11.2011 informed the office of Information and Public Relations, Punjab about the total fee, which is required to be charged from information-seeker, for supplying him the requisite information.



 The APIO of office of Information and Public Relations, Punjab wrote a letter to Sh. Dinesh Chadha on 23.11.2011 informing him that information sought by him is consisting of 1496 pages. He also demanded that Mr. Chadha should pay Rs. 2992/- (@ Rs. 2/- per page) for getting copies of 1496 pages. He also demanded Rs. 400/- as postal charges. 


Again APIO of office of the Information and Public Relations, Punjab wrote a letter to Sh. Dinesh Chadha on 09.01.2012 demanded Rs. 3392/- from him for delivering the requisite information. The APIO also advised the Complainant that if Mr. Chadha feels that information is voluminous than he can come to his office to inspect the record and identify the information and get the copies of the same.


Sh. Malkiat Singh, APIO who appear in the Commission today submits that information connected  with the expenditure done on advertisement given to TV channels from 2002 to 2011 by Punjab Govt. Was supplied to the information-seeker on 09.01.2012.



He also submits that year-wise expenditure from 2002  to 31.10.2011 done on advertisements in certain and different newspapers (print media) by Punjab Government was also supplied to the information-seeker on 19.01.2012.



The Complainant is advised to deposit the fee as demanded by the PIO  and the PIO is directed to supply the required information after the receipt of fee from the Complainant.


Disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari, 

S/o. Late Sh. Badri Dutt, 

H No. 739, Gali No. 7, 

Near Shiv Mandir, Gurbaksh Colony,

District Patiala.





__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, (Revenue),

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.






____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3481 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari, Complainant in person.


             Mr. Pradeep Kumar, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the 



  Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 07.10.2011. The information demanded pertains to detail of ownership of one hectare land situated near Rajindra Hospital, Patiala. The complaint with the Commission is dated 22.11.2011.



The Revenue and Rehabilitation Department, Punjab Govt. vide his memo no. 16038 dated 02.12.2011 has transferred the RTI application of the Complainant to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act directing him that the requisite information must be supplied to the information-seeker within stipulated time and a copy of the same was also endorsed to Sh. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari – information-seeker.



Again the Revenue and Rehabilitation Department, Punjab faxed a letter  to D. C., Patiala vide memo no. 801 dated 19.01.2012, directing him to supply the requisite information to the RTI Applicant within two days. The D. C. was directed to inform the compliance of this letter to the department authorities accordingly. A copy of the same was also endorsed to Sh. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari. 


Also the documents placed on record shows that S. D. M., Patiala 










Contd….2/-
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C. C. No. 3481 of 2011 
transferred RTI application of information-Seeker to Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Patiala on 16.01.2012 with the directions that requisite information must be supplied to the information-seeker. A copy of the same was also endorsed to Sh. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari. 



Mr. Tiwari alleges that instead of providing requisite information he is being harassed by the Public Authority concerned and he has failed to get any response against his RTI application despite the fact that he has made several rounds to the offices of D. C., S. D. M. and Tehsildar.


The irresponsible conduct shown by Tehsildar in this case is depreciable.


Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Patiala is substituted as Respondent in this case and he is directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing. The information should be legible and duly attested.
A copy of the original RTI application is appended with this order for ready reference.



This case is adjourned to 20.03.2012 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                      State Information Commissioner                                                                                                                  

CC :



Tehsildar-cum-APIO, 


Patiala          (By Registered post)


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasjit Singh, 

Village Rampur Purkhali, 

District Roopnagar. 






………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar. 







…………Respondent
C. C. No. 3541 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Jasjit Singh, Complainant, in person.

             Mr. Gurinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 03.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking copies of Pension Distribution register of Gram Panchayat, Rampur, Block – Ropar for the period from June 2008 to Year 2011 . The complaint with the Commission is dated 28.11.2011.



The Complainant alleges that no response has been given to his RTI application by the Respondent.



The Respondent could not give any satisfactory reply for not giving information to the information-seeker and requests for an adjournment.



An opportunity is given to the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing failing which action will be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



The case is adjourned to 29.02.2012(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasjit Singh, 

Village Rampur Purkhali, 

District Roopnagar. 






………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar. 







…………Respondent

C. C. No. 3542 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Jasjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


             Mr. Gurinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 26.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to alignment of ‘Shamlat Land’ in Village Rampur, Block – Ropar on 21.04.2008. The complaint with the Commission is dated 28.11.2011.


The Respondent submits that the RTI application of the Complainant was transferred to PIO office of S. D. M., Ropar vide letter no. 1260 dated 05.09.2011 under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act. He was also served with the reminders dated 01.11.2011 and 08.12.2011 to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker.


The Complainant submits that the requisite information has not been supplied to him by S. D. M., Ropar. 


The S. D. M. Ropar is substituted as Respondent in this case and he is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. A copy of original RTI application is appended with this order for ready reference.


The case is adjourned to 29.02.2012(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner                                                                                                       
C C :



Sub Divisional Magistrate,

   


Ropar.                (by Regd. Post)

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. 
……..… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director (M), 

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A. S Nagar, Mohali.                                                           
………Respondent

A. C. No. 1133 of 2011 
Present :        Mr. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Complainant in person.

             Mr. Prabhcharan Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 12.01.2012 when the requisite information was handed over to the Appellant during the hearing. He was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


The Appellant has pointed out deficiencies vide his letter dated 09.02.2012, a copy of which has also been supplied to the Respondent by him.


Today, the Respondent - PIO comes to the Commission with the relevant record. The information-seeker inspects the record and identifies the information in the commission. The Respondent – PIO promises in writing that requisite information will be supplied to the information-seeker by 15.02.2012. A copy of same is taken on record.


As the Respondent PIO has failed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker within stipulated time as mandated by RTI Act, he is directed to supply the requisite information to the RTI Applicant free of cost by 15.02.2012.



The case is adjourned to 29.02.2012(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


       (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Sehgal,

S/o. Late Sh. Jaidev Sehgal,

H No. B-13/116, Shastri Market, 

Sharda Street, Red Road, 

Hoshiarpur. 







………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Nabha, District Patiala. 





………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3334 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Rajinder Sehgal, Complainant in person.

             None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 07.06.2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking copy of Jamabandi of Village Hakimpura, Tehsil – Nabha. The complaint with the Commission is dated 15.11.2011.


The Complainant submits that he has received no response to his RTI application from the Respondent though a period of seven months has passed.


The PIO-Tehsilder is directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing failing which action will be initiated against him as per provisions of RTI Act. He is also directed to remain present in the Commission on the next date of hearing.


He should also explain the reasons that why information has not been supplied to Applicant so far.


This case is adjourned to 15.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sadhu Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bahadur Singh,

Village Raokay Kalan, Patti Gurdas,

Tehsil Nihal Singh Wala,

District Moga.






…….. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.








……….Respondent
C. C. No. 3335 of 2011
Present :        Mr. Sadhu Singh, Complainant in person

             Mr. Krishan Dev Sharma, D. S. P., Nihal Singh Wala, on behalf of 


 the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 05.040.2011. The information demanded pertains to FIR No. 100 dated 29.11.2010, P. S. Badhni Kalan. The complaint with the Commission is dated 11.11.2011.



The Respondent produced a document in the commission today to establish the fact that Sh. Sadhu Singh – information-seeker has given them an undertaking that he would collect the requisite information from the S.H.O., Badhni Kalan on 16.06.2011. Mr. K. D. Sharma submits that Sh. Sadhu Singh did not turn up to collect the requisite information on that date.



Mr. Sharma – D.S.P. submits that the requisite information was sent to the information-seeker through registered post on 11.01.2012 and the same was received back undelivered. 



The information-seeker submits that he was away to Rajasthan for days together and hence he could not receive the registered letter.










Contd..2/-
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C. C. No. 3335 of 2011


Mr. Sharma hands over the requisite information including copy of enquiry report, FIR, copies of statements recorded during the enquiry and a copy of the document establishing the fact that the challan has been presented in this case to the information-seeker in the commission today.



An opportunity is given to the complainant to point-out deficiencies if any, in writing to the PIO and PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 14.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 

Sh. Vijay Kumar, 

Press Reporter 

H No. 8, Gali No. 5, 

Ferozepur- 152001.





__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Manager,

Ferozepur Central Co-operative Bank, 

Ferozepur. 






____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3410 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Mahesh Kumar on behalf of the Complainant.



  Mr. Vishal Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 08.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to two special increments to graduate employees. The complaint with the Commission is dated 14.11.2011.



Mr. Vishal Sharma, Advocate, claims that information sought by the RTI Applicant through his RTI application dated 08.08.2011 has already been supplied to him while disposing of his RTI application dated 23.04.2011 moved to PIO/ Deputy Registrar, Co-op. Societies, Ferozepur City.


On examination of documents placed on record and matching on RTI applications moved by information-seeker on 23.04.2011 and 08.08.2011, it emerges that information sought for in application dated 23.04.2011 is entirely different from the information sought by him in his application dated 08.08.2011.


On this, when Mr. Vishal Sharma was asked as to why action should not be initiated against the PIO concerned for denial of information to the information-seeker, he submits that an adjournment be given in this case so that he could place all relevant documents on record to establish the fact that RTI application dated 08.08.2011 of information-seeker has been dealt with as per provisions of the RTI Act.



The case is adjourned to 14.03.2012(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.








(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhdev Singh Dhindsa,

New Abadi Akalgarh,

Near Masjid, PO 9 Wing AF Stn,

Halwara, District Ludhiana. 




……. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board, 

Zonal Office, Ludhiana. 





………Respondent
C. C. No. 3460 of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


              Mr. Paramjit Singh, Environment Engineer-cum-APIO, on behalf 


  of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 07.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to queries raised in 14 points. The complaint with the Commission is dated 16.11.2011.



The Respondent submits a letter dated 09.02.2012 stating that there are two Zonal offices of the Board at Ludhiana and  no RTI application has been received in either of these offices. 


He, however, submits that a RTI application of same no. and date was received at Head Office of Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala                                        A reply of that application was made vide letter no. 38752 dated 29.09.2011 by the Public Information officer posted at Patiala.





 He also produces a copy of reply sent to the information-seeker vide letter no. 38752 dated 29.09.2011 by Head office of Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala. This is taken on record.


On examination on the documents placed on record it emerges that the information is in nature of questions and question do not ‘constitute’ information as per Section 2 (j) of RTI Act.


In view of above, the case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

H No. 333/01, Mohalla Rori, 

District Gurdaspur. 






……… Complainant 

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.







……….Respondent
C. C.No. 3461 of 2011 

Present :        Mr. Balbir Singh, the Complainant, in person.


            Mr. Jagdev Singh, A.S.I., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 06.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to status of application dated 20.06.2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated 21.11.2011.



The Respondent has brought the information to the Commission, a copy of which has been handed over to the Complainant today.



The Complainant has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information provided to him. 



The Complainant alleges that the Respondent has willfully delayed the information. The Respondent is warned to be more careful in dealing with RTI applications in future.



Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjeet Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Mahinder Singh, 

Village Chhokran, PO Mandiyan, 

Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur. 



……… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Malerkotla, District Sangrur. 




……….Respondent
C. C. No. 3462 of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


             None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 23.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to ‘Shamlat Land’ in Village Chokra, Tehsil - Malerkotla. The complaint with the Commission is dated Nil and registered at Diary No. 19999 dated 23.11.2011.



The Complainant has sent a letter to the Commission which was received vide Diary No. 1132 dated 20.01.2012 in which he has mentioned that the requisite information has been received by him on 16.01.2012 and he satisfied with the  same.


Disposed of.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manohar Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Charan Singh,

Kothi No.1, 
Opp. Radha Swami Satsang Ghar,

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 





………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 







………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3473 of 2011 

Present :        None for the Complainant.


             None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 23.06.2011. The information demanded pertains to complaint against Mr. Satnam Singh S/o Sh. Amar Singh. The complaint with the Commission is dated 21.11.2011.


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent are present in the hearing today despite having been duly served the notice of hearing.


The Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible. 


The Respondent-PIO shall remain present in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the information supplied to the Complainant. He is also directed to explain that as to why he has made inordinate delay in supplying the information to the information-seeker as per the original RTI application.


The case is adjourned to 15.03.2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

9th February, 2012                                         State Information Commissioner
