 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh,

S/o Pritam Singh,

C/o Public Girls Senior Secondary School,

Barara, District: Ambala.





        …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.



         …Respondents

AC - 1228/2011

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Bhajan Singh, ASI; and Sukhdeep Singh, H.C. 

Order


Today neither the appellant nor his authorized representative is present.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 27.12.2011, the point-wise information demanded by the appellant was discussed in detail and it was observed that the information demanded by the appellant was based on the service book of Sh.  Jagjit Singh Mahna serving as Head Constable.  It was therefore, directed that whatever information is available in the service book of Sh. Jagjit Singh Mahna, HC be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing, as the same cannot be considered as personal or third party information  and same can be sought in public interest. Perusal of case file reveals that a letter no. 286/EDSB/SW dated Chandigarh, the 13.01.2012 has been received in the Commission’s office vide which the information on the basis of service book of Sh. Jagjit Singh Mahna, HC has been provided to the appellant.
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Nothing contrary to the supplied information has been heard from the appellant till date.  In view of this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012


After the hearing was over, Sh. Surinder Kumar Ahuja, advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh,

S/o Mangal Singh,

Vilalge Tiwana (Jalalabad Rural)

Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka-152024.



   …Complainant







Vs

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalalabad.




 


   …Respondent

CC - 3715/2011

Present:
Complainant Sh. Karnail Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary.

Order


Complainant Karnail Singh, vide RTI application dated 28.10.2011 addressed to the Public Information Officer-cum-BDPO, Jalalabad, sought information on four points relating to the Gram Panchayat, Tiwana (Jalalabad Rural).  On receipt of the application, BDPO transferred this application to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supply of the requisite information to the complainant, directly under intimation to him. 


Since no information was supplied to the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, vide application dated 09.12.2011 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the BDPO, stated that he has demanded Rs. 500/- from the complainant as additional fee / document charges, for supply of the information on 20.02.2012 and the same has not been deposited by him so far. However, he has brought the information to the court today. 
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After hearing both the parties and perusing the case file, it is observed that the additional fee was not asked for as per provisions of the Act, therefore, respondent PIO is directed to supply the complete information to the complainant free of cost, as per provisions of Section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005.


Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Jalalabad shall ensure that complete and correct information is provided to the complainant within a period of two weeks.


PIO-cum-BDPO, Jalalabad shall be present on the next date of hearing, if complainant is not supplied required information.


Adjourned to 27-03-2012 at 11.00 AM.



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sudarshana Devi wd/o Sh. Ramesh Kumar,

R/O Street Nol. 2/2-A,

Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Bathinda.







   …Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO No. 74-75, Bank Square, Sector-17,

Chandigarh- 160017.


 


   …Respondent

CC - 3716/2011

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: SSh. Chander Mohank, Superintendent-cum-PIO; and Paramjit Singh.

Order


Complainant, vide an RTI Application dated 02.09.2011 addressed to the Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh sought information on the status of family pension case of deceased Ramesh Kumar, Helper.  


Since no information was supplied to the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, vide application dated 13.12.2011 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Perusal of the case file shows that a letter dated 05.01.2012 has been received from the PIO wherein it has been stated that Manager (Establishment) vide letter no. PSWC/Admn/E-3/MIS.F-158/31959 dated 14.11.2011 has informed that some of the records of the Administration Branch are lying in the basement of the building and some record was destroyed therein due to leakage of water from the adjacent building of the 
Bank and file of Sh. Ramesh Kumar was included in the records already 
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destroyed.   Therefore, no information could be supplied to the complainant for non-availability of the same. 


We have perused the case file and are of the considered view that the plea taken by the PIO is not acceptable in any manner because the information being sought by the complainant relates to the family pension case of deceased Ramesh Kumar, Helper, since 14.11.2007 onwards and such record being of important nature cannot be presumed to have been destroyed in the way as mentioned by Respondent-PIO nor information sought by the complainant can be denied on such stated  grounds.


(1)
PIO/Deemd PIO is therefore directed to search the relevant record  and provide the sought information duly attested to the complainant within a period of (3) three weeks, with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record, failing which it shall be presumed that information is being denied and delayed willfully and provision of Section -20 (1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 could bd invoked;

(2)
PIO/Deemed PIO shall be present on the next date of hearing with a copy of supplied information.

(3)
An affidavit duly attested shall be filed by PIO, explaining the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information to the complainant.

It shall come up for hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh.



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012


After the hearing was over, Sh. A.S. Ahluwalia, advocate, appeared on behalf of the complainant.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Raj, 

S.C.F. No. 15, Industrial Area, Phase I,

Mohali.


             



   …Complainant







Vs

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director of Industries, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 


   …Respondent

CC - 3721/2011

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Singh, Superintendent.

Order


Today neither the complainant nor his authorized representative is present.


Complainant, vide RTI Application dated 24.10.2011 addressed to the PIO, o/o Director of Industries, Punjab, Chandigarh sought information on the following 4 points:


1.
Allotment Letter of SCF No. 4;

2.
Copy of Petition filed by the allottee in the Punjab and Haryana High Court against cancellation;

3.
Copy of withdrawal of petition by the allottee from the Punjab and Haryana High Court against cancellation;

4.
Copy of Industries Department’s decision giving relief to the allottee, following the said withdrawal of petition. 


Since no information was supplied to the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. He filed a complaint with the Commission, vide application dated 08.12.2011 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Perusal of case file reveals kthat a  letter dated 16.12.2012 has been 
                                                                                                  Contd..p/2

CC - 3721/2011                                       -2-
received from Respondent-PIO in the Commission’s office wherein it has
 been mentioned that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter Infra/SCF 15/SAS Nagar/18763 dated 30.12.2011.


Sh. Devinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that complete and correct information has already been supplied to the complainant.


Complainant vide letter dated 28.02.2012 has sought an adjournment.  In view of facts that since the complete information has already been provided, there is no justification in granting an adjournment in the matter.


The case is disposed of and closed. 



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhwinder Singh

# 514, Mohalla Bassi Khawaju,

Near Sood ENT Hospital,

Hoshiarpur- 1646001.


        



   …Complainant







Vs

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Punjab, Sector 36,

Chandigarh.




 


   …Respondent

CC - 3726/2011

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Ms. Monica Bansal, Coordinator-cum-PIO

Order


Today neither the complainant nor his authorized representative is present.


Complainant, vide RTI Application dated 02.09.2011 addressed to the PIO, o/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector 36, Chandigarh sought information on 6 points relating to the pay structure of Technicians working in the department. 


Since no information was supplied to the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, vide application dated 13.12.2011 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Ms.  Monica Bansal, Coordinator-cum-PIO states that the information sought could not be provided to the complainant earlier as no RTI applicaltion of the complainant was available in the record and she only came to know about it on receipt of notice of hearing along with a copy of the RTI application from the Commission.   She further stated that complete and correct 
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information has already been supplied to the complainant vide registered letter dated 25.01.2012.  However, perusal of case file shows that a letter dated 14.02.2012 has been received from the complainant wherein he states that the information provided to him is incomplete. 


PIO, is, therefore, directed to supply complete and correct information to the complainant within a period of two weeks.  Complainant is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing as to have the views on supplied information failing which the case shall be decided in his absence.   He is also directed to seek information on point no. 4 from the PIO of the concerned Polytechnic colleges.



It shall come up for hearing on 27.03.2012 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh.



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S. P. Goyal,

103-A, Krishna Chambers, 

59, New Marine Line, Mumbari – 40020.



      …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Small Industries Export Corporation Ltd.,

18, Himalya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh – 160017.




First Appellate Authority,
O/o Punjab Small Industries Export Corporation Ltd.,

18, Himalya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh – 160017.


       …Respondents
AC – 1205-1209/2011

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sharma.

For the respondent: S/Sh. J.S. Randhawa, GM-cum-PIO; S.P. Singh, CGM (Estates); Darshan Lal, Estate Officer; Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer; Amrik Singh, APIO; and Amarjit Singh, dealing Assistant. 

Order


All these 5 appeals have been filed by the same appellant with the same Public Authority and information sought in all the cases also pertains to Plot No. B-49, Phase 7, Ludhiana.  Therefore, all these appeals are being taken up and disposed of by this single order.  A copy of this order be placed on the files of the respective appeals.


Shri S. P. Goyal filed 5 RTI applications with the PIO of the office of PSIEC for seeking information on different issues in respect of Plot No. B-49, Phase: VII, Ludhiana and Plot No. HA-47-48, Phase: VI, Ludhiana. On getting no reksponse, he filed the first appeal with the First Appellate Authority of PSIEC vide his application dated 17.06.2011. Not satisfied with the supplied information, he filed the second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 24.11.2011.Perusal of case file reveals that appellant was also supplied information earlier by the PIO. 
However, since the appellant was not satisfied with the same, therefore, on the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.12.2011, after discussions with the Section Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent, it was felt that since the information 
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being sought by the appellant is quite voluminous, therefore Sh. J.S. Randhawa, GM-cum-PIO shall  accord personal hearing to Sh. Sahil Goyal on 18.01.2012 at 11.30 A.M. so that specific information sought  by the appellant as per original RTI application could be provided and all these five appeals were adjourned to date i.e. 28.02.2012 for hearing.


Today during hearing Sh. J.S. Randhawa, General Manager-cum-PIO stated that as the information sought by the appellant in all the five appeals filed before the Commission was relating to the plot No. B-49, Phase 7, Ludhiana, therefore, Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sharma, authorized representative of the appellant was allowed inspection of the complete file of plot No. B-49, Phase-7, Ludhiana, on 18.01.2012 and photocopies of the complete file have been delivered to him, containing 733 pages of correspondence and 99 pages of notings.  He further states that Plot No. HA-47-48, Phase: VI, Ludhiana mentioned in the RTI application has not been allotted by the Punjab Small Industries Export Corporation Ltd.  Therefore, no information relating to these plots have been provided.


We have heard both the parties and are of the considered view that complete information stands provided to appellant and we have also observed that delay in providing the requisite information to the appellant is not deliberate or intentional  as appellant has been provided information from time to time but he was not satisfied and adding supplementary application each time, despite of fact that personal hearing was accorded to appellant’s representation and photocopies of complete file relating to plot no. B-49, Phase-7, Ludhiana was given to him,  therefore, there is no desirablity to invoke the provisions of Section 20(2) or Section 19(8) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of above facts, since sought information to appellant in Appeal cases –


(i)
AC-1205/2011,


(ii)
AC-1206/2011,


(iii)
AC-1207/2011,


(iv)
AC-1208/2011; and


(v)
AC-1209/2011,

Stand provided, these appeals are disposed of.



Sd/-





sd/-
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Alankar  Arora Adovate,




---Complainant

Chamber No.407,

Yadwindera Complex,

Distt. Courts Patiala.





Vs

The Public Information Officer,



      ---Respondent Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Chhoti Baradari, Patiala.

CC No.72 of 2012
Present:-
Sh. Alankar Arora Adovate complainant in person.

Sh.Narinder Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of PIO-cum-Chairman, Improvement Trust, Patiala.

ORDER



The complainant Sh. Alankar Arora, Advocate  vide  an RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Chairman, Improvement Trust, Patiala sought certain information on five points relating to Sundernagar Vikas Scheme Patiala, for the period from October 2011 to 12.11.2011.  In response to this RTI application the PIO o/o Chairman, Improvement Trust Patiala vide letter dated 23.11.2011 replied to the complainant that since the RTI application is unsigned, no information can be provided. At this, the complainant vide letter dated 29.11.2011 informed the PIO o/o Chairman, Improvement Trust, Patiala that he may be provided the requisite information as the RTI application duly signed is being sent to him. After receipt of duly signed RTI application, PIO o/o Chairman, I.T. Patiala sought the assistance of Trust Engineer Improvement Trust, Patiala under section 5(4) of RTI Act 2005 for the supply of requisite information to the complainant. The complainant  also filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 30.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing for today was issued to both the parties.



A perusal of letter dated 1.2.2012 received in the Commission’s office under the signatures of APIO o/o Improvement Trust, Patiala reveals that the information on six points has been supplied to the complainant. The 
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writing that he is satisfied with the provided information. Hence he withdraws his complaint. 



In view of the submissions made by the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.



Sd/-






sd/-
(Ravinder Singh Nagi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Bakshish Singh s/o Sh.Inder Singh,


-         -Appellant

VPO Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura,

Distt.Patiala.










Vs

1.Public Information Officer,




--Respondents

o/o  General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

(PRTC)Patiala.

2. FAA General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

(PRTC)Patiala





AC No.1347 of 2011


Present:- Sh. Bakhshish Singh appellant in person



   Sh.Ram Murti Clerk on behalf of APIO o/o General Manger, PRTC Patiala.

ORDER



.



Sh. Bakhshish Singh appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.08.2011 addressed to the PIO –cum-DTO, Patiala sought information relating to the bus fare on four routes operating via Harpalpur rural. On receipt of this application, PIO-cum-DTO sent a reply to the appellant vide letter dated 30.08.2011 that  since the information relates to the PRTC and Punjab Roadways, therefore, the same may be obtained from them directly. The appellant filed First Appeal vide letter dated 19.11.2011 with the PIO-cum-General Manager, PRTC Patiala for seeking information in view of reply received from the DTO Patiala. Failing to get any response he filed second appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 14.11.2011 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Both the parties have been heard. The representative of the PIO states that the sought information can only be given by the Secretary, RTA, Patiala as the PRTC does not apply any buses on the routes mentioned by the appellant in his RTI application.
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In view of these facts, Secretary RTA Patiala is directed to supply correct and complete information to the appellant within a period of two weeks. The representative of the APIO shall supply the copy of RTI application to the PIO o/o Secretary, RTA Patiala for  obtaining  the requisite information and shall supply the same to the appellant.  Sh. Ramesh Bhatti,. APIO-cum-Supdt, o/o  G.M.PRTC Patiala shall appear in person on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information. 



To come up for hearing on 27.03.2012.

Cc:



To Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Patiala with the direction that necessary information may be supplied to the appellant after obtaining a copy of RTI application from the PIO o/o General Manger, PRTC, Patiala. Also APIO, o/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Patiala shall be present on next date of hearing with copy of supplied information. 



Sd/-






sd/-



(Ravinder Singh Nagi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Nisha Rani






--Complainant

# 2967,Stret No.9,

A.T.I.Road, New Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003










Vs

Public Information Officer,




--Respondents

o/o D.P.I.(Secondary Education) Punjab (Sports Wing) ,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





CC No.87 of 2012

Present:- Ms.Nisha Rani complainant in person.

Sh.Rupinder Singh Organizer, Physical Education o/o DPI (Secondary    Education) Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER


The complainant vide  an RTI application dated nil addressed to the PIO o/o Director Sports School, Physical Education Punjab sought information on six points relating to the Schools Swimming Championship held at Jalandhar from Sep. 2011 to October 2011. Failing to get any response she filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated06.01.2012 and accordingly notice of hearing for today was issued to both the parties. Sh. Rupinder Singh Organizer, Physical Education o/o DPI (Secondary Education)Punjab, Chandigarh appearing  on behalf of the PIO i.e. DPI Schools, Sports Wing Punjab hands over a copy of requisite information to the complainant in the court itself. The complainant peruses the entire information for 10-15 minutes and then states that she has not been supplied copies of Rules, Regulations, reservation, coaches, water polo games etc. She also states that no information on participants, their names, parentage etc. has been given.




In view of the above submissions of the complainant, Mrs. Pritam Kaur Sidhu,  PIO-cum-Deputy Director, Secondary Education  (Physical Education) Punjab is directed to supply the remaining  complete and correct information to the complainant within a period of two weeks with one 
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copy of the supplied information to the Commission for record. Mrs. Pritam Kaur Sidhu PIO-cum-Deputy Director, Secondary Education Punjab shall be 
present in person on the next date of hearing. It is also made clear that if complete, correct and duly authenticated information is not provided as per above given time, provisions of Section 20(1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act 2005 couold be invoked against the PIO/public authority.



To come up for hearing on 27.03.2012.

Cc:



Mrs. Pritam Kaur Sidhu, PIO-cum-Deputy Director, Secondary Education Punjab, Chandigarh for necessary action.



Sd/-






sd/-
(Ravinder Singh Nagi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Balbir Aggarwal





--Complainant

# 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurdwara Bhagwati,

Indl.Area-B,Ludhiana-141003





Vs

Public Information Officer,




--Respondents

o/o  Director Physical Education Punjab,

SCO.32, Sector 17-A,

 Chandigarh.





CC No.88 of 2012
Present:- 
Sh.Sanjay Singla on behalf of the complainant in person.

Sh.Ravinder Singh Organizer, Physical Education o/o DPI (Secondary    Education) Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER


The complainant vide an  RTI application dated 09.11.2011 addressed to PIO-cum-Director Physical Education Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh sought information on nine points relating to championship  held in 2011 at Goa. Failing to get any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his letter dated 06.01.2012. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. The representative of the PIO hands over the information to the complainant in the court itself. Complainant states that no correct and complete duly signed information has been provided till date. Sh. Ravinder Singh School Organizer appearing in another case of same nature states that he has not received any  RTI application of Sh. Balbir Aggarwal. In view of this, photo copies of RTI application filed by the complainant has been given to the representative of the PIO in the court today.



The PIO is, therefore,  directed to supply correct, complete and duly signed information to the complainant within three weeks, failing which provisions of section 20(1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the PIO/public authority.

Contd..p/2

CC No.88 of 2012



-2-


Mrs. Pritam Kaur Sidhu, PIO-cum-Deputy Director, Physical Education Punjab  o/o DPI, Secondary Education shall also  be present in person on the next date of hearing with copy of supplied information.



To come up for hearing on 27.03.2012.

Cc:



Mrs. Pritam Kaur Sidhu, PIO-cum-Deputy Director, Physical  Education Punjab, Chandigarh for necessary action.



Sd/-





     sd/-
(Ravinder Singh Nagi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Dalwara Singh Advocate,





--Complainant

s/o Late Sh. Nihal Singh,

# 2335, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.










Vs

Public Information Officer,






--Respondents

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala. 





CC No.86 of 2012

Present:- Sh.Dalwara Singh Advoate, complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent PIO, o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.
ORDER



The complainant vide his RTI application dated 23.09.2011 sought certain information from the PIO o/o Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Patiala on seven points relating to sewerage system laid in Patiala, Having not received the sought information within the stipulated time as per RTI Act 2005, the complainant filed a complaint dated 03.1.2012 with the Commission and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. None is present on behalf of the respondent PIO. However, the complainant, who is present in person, has given in writing that he shall seek the information from the Punjab Sewerage Board, Patiala and, therefore, he withdraws the appeal.



 In view of the written submissions made by the complainant, the complaint case is disposed of and closed.



Sd/-






sd/-
(Ravinder Singh Nagi )



( B.C.Thakur)


   State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
Dated 28.02.2012
