STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

Q. No. 2-A, Income Tax Colony,

Chhoti Barandi, Patiala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Amloh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2214 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None present on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.



The Respondent vide letter No.159/Bill Clerk, dated 22.10.2009 received by fax has informed that payment of compensation Rs.2000/- has been made to the Complainant through DD No.725253, dated 1.10.2009. In view of this case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:
Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, Chandigarh for information.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

President,

Kundan Bhawan,126,

Model Gram,

Ludhiana.


                                                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Government College for Women,

Near Bharat Nagar Chowk,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2206 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Saurabh Gupta on behalf of Complainant.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, Associate Professor on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 06.08.2009 that his original application dated 13.7.2009 has not been attended to.



The information sought by him is regarding “Has your office complied with the mandatory requirements of Section 4 (text closed) of The Right to Information Act 2005? If yes, please furnish the details, if no then please, furnish the reasons.”



The Respondent stated that vide their Memo No.1234, dated 31.7.2009 the Complainant has been apprised of all the difficulties being faced by the Respondent to carry out the computerization work. He asserted that huge funds and man-power is required, whereas Respondent College has not been allotted the adequate funds, as soon as the funds are provided by the Government all the record will be computerized as per provisions contained in Section 4 of RTI Act. However, the Respondent assured that if the Complainant 










Cont….p/2

-2-

requires any specific record maintained by the College he should specify it and it will be provided to him. A copy of this order is being sent to Secretary Higher Education, Punjab, Chandigarh to make strenuous efforts for providing funds to the College so as to enable them to comply with the provisions of RTI Act regarding computerization of record.


To come up on the next date of hearing on 2.12.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:

Secretary Higher Education, Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagat Ram,

S/o Sh. Kartara,

Director Postal Services,

Chandigarh,

At Vill-Chitton Post Office,

Jallowal Khanur,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Hoshiarpur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2166of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Jagat Ram Complainant in person.



Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 03.08.2009 that his original application dated 2.6.2009 has not been attended to.



The information sought by him is regarding “S.C Certificate No.950, dated 25.3.2008 issued to Mrs. Asha Rani (March 2008).

Information has been provided on 10.8.2009 but the Complainant states that there is a 40 days delay and demands penalty as per Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005. Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk came present today but it is not proper compliance towards the Commission. Since the notice of hearing specifically states “Representative not below the rank of Assistant Public Information Officer.” Therefore, the PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing. Non-supply of information by the Respondent shows a clear defiance towards the RTI Act and disrespect to the Commission. 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.25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.
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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.



To come up on the next date of hearing on 2.12.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ajay Pal Goel,

S/o Sh. Kumar Chand,

R/o Aggarwal St.No.1,

Club Road,

The & Distt-Sangrur.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2189 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Munish Raj for K.S. Chahal, Advocate on behalf of Complainant.



Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 05.08.2009 that his original application dated 28.4.2009 has not been attended to.



The information sought by him is regarding “Details of issued fitness certificates of all vehicles with effect from 01.02.2009 to 28.04.2009 and No dues Certificate (Tax clearance Certificate from 1.2.2009 to 28.4.2009) which were issued after inspection of the vehicles by the M.V.I. 



That inspite the written requests to give the detailed information the concerned information officer sent letters dated 25.5.2009 and 1.6.2009 asking the Complainant to inspect the concerned record and also assured that the Respondent would fully co-operate the Complainant for the inspection of the record, whenever the complainant visited the office then the concerned officer threatened him not to demand the information and withdraw the applications. That the Respondent intentionally did not give the information rather started to harass the Complainant.”
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A letter has been received from the PIO-cum-DTO, Sangrur, No. 1338, dated 21.10.2009. “Respectfully submitted that the undersigned assumed the charge of District Transport Officer, Sangrur last week only. The matter has been brought to my notice by APIO Yesterday. The application remained pending in my office before my taking over the charge.

It is humbly submitted that next date may kindly be granted so that matter may be looked into and the information sought for may be supplied to the applicant.”

I have considered this letter by the DTO but that still does not excuse the PIO-cum-DTO, Sangrur. The said office has not given any information since the original application was filed in the month of April 2009.  If the information is not provided within one week then at the next date of hearing the action pertaining to show cause notice will taken.











To come up on the next date of hearing on 2.12.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

28, First Floor, H.I.G Flats,

Block-A, Rajpura Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2202 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Manjinder Singh Complainant in person.



Sh. Surinder Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 05.08.2009 that his original application dated 19.6.2009 has not been attended to.



The information sought by him is regarding:-

1. Total no. of RTI Applications filed with DTO Office Ludhiana.

2. How many of these RTI applications were filed with perfroma prescribed? Also mentioned I.D nos. of these applications. 

3. How many applications were returned which were not in performa form? Also mentioned letter nos. with dates.

4. Why did you accept RTI applications with CC Nos. 1999/2008, 2986/2008 and 520/2009 which were not in performa? It it was necessary.

5. Hve you received any direction not to accept any RTI application other than performa? If yes send a copy of that order.

A letter has been sent by the DTO, Office dated 8.10.2009 which gives contradictory as well as incomplete information. The Complainant has given a letter received in the Commission on 20.10.2009 which states all the
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discrepancies and objections by Sh. Manjinder Singh. These are given to the Respondent and it is also mentioned that this is not considered a proper compliance since the Junior Assistant present is neither PIO/APIO. Notice of hearing categorically states that “Representative not below the rank of Assistant Public Information Officer”. Information should be provided within 15 days, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be issued.




To come up on the next date of hearing on 7.12.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

28, First Floor, H.I.G Flats,

Block-A, Rajpura Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2186 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Manjinder Singh Complainant in person.



Sh. Surinder Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 05.08.2009 that his original application dated 8.6.2009 has not been attended to.



The information sought by him is regarding:-

1. Total no. of driving licenses issued in each month from 1/01/2009 to 31/05/2009.

2. No. of applicants disqualified during test of competency for driving license in each month from 1/01/2009 to 31/05/2009.

3. Mention the days scheduled for conducting test for competency for driving licenses in a week.

4. How many hours are approximately spend to conduct test of competency for driving licenses in a scheduled day.

5. How much time is approximately taken to conduct one test of competency for driving licence?

6. Total no. of vehicles passed technically in each month from 1/01/2009 to 31/05/2009.
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7. Total no. of vehicles declared completely unfit as to be discarded in each month from 01/01/2009 to 31/05/2009.

8. Mention the days scheduled for conducting motor vehicles inspection in a week.

9. How many hours are approximately spend to conduct vehicles inspection in a day.

10. How much time is approximately taken to inspect one vehicle as to declare fit.

A letter has been presented dated 20.10.2009 which states that the original application has got too many points and is voluminous. I have examined points in the application and it is not voluminous and no provision of the Act restricts the points of information. The original application was filed on 8.6.2009 and a reply is being brought to the Commission on 20.10.2009 and according to me information is being upheld without any reasonable cause. Information should be provided within 15 days otherwise, disciplinary action should be taken. Non-supply of information by the Respondent shows a clear defiance towards the RTI Act and disrespect to the Commission. 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.25000/- 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. 
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To come up on the next date of hearing on 7.12.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:
Copy of the order be sent to Secretary Transport Officer to take appropriate action.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Dev Raj Sharma,

Attendant,

Government Ayurvedic Health Centre,

Kahangarh, Distt. Sangrur. 

                                      …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Ayurvedic,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2570 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.
Shri Kuldip Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Vivek Sabharwal, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

  
 
Shri Dev Raj Sharma, Complainant has written that information   sought by him is no longer needed now. A telephonic message has also been received from the Complainant that he wishes to withdraw the case which is granted.
   
   
Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill- Bholapur,PO: Ramgarh,

District: Ludhiana.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Khanna.
                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2198 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Rajinder Sharma, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 5.8.2009 that his original application dated 13.4.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Commercial and non-commercial Vehicles and all the points are co-related to each other”.


A letter has been received from Motor Vehicle Registering Authority-cum-SDM Khanna, dated 11.5.2009 stating that “ft;k nXhB ;{uBk d/D ;pzXh nkg tZb'A doyk;s ftZu ;kb 2008 dk jh fieo ehsk frnk j?. feqgk eoe/ fJj df;nk ikt/ fe fJj ;{uBk fejVh fwsh s'A fejVh fwsh sZe ukjhdh j?“. This is irrelevant that only 
year has been mentioned as 2008 and no specific date has been mentioned. In today’s hearing, Shri Rajinder Sharma states that information has been provided and the Complainant is satisfied.
 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh Saini,

Near Khadi, Bhandhar,

(G.T. Road) Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali.



                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Pharmacy Council,

Pariwar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.   (Regd.)

                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2554 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Complainant in person. 


None on behalf of Respondent.



Arguments heard on behalf of the Complainant and record on file examined.



The Judgement is reserved.


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh Saini,

Near Khadi, Bhandhar,

(G.T. Road) Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali.



                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Pharmacy Council,

Pariwar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.   (Regd.)

                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2554 of 2008

ORDER 

Points to reserve the Case.
i) In the order dated 12.8.2009, I had mentioned that I am not       satisfied with the reply given to show cause notice.

ii) Information has not been provided in the order dated 16.9.2009. Directions were given to register FIR against Shri Parveen Kumar Bhardwaj,former Registrar, Punjab State Pharmacy Council, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.
iii) Copy of this order has been sent to I.G.P. Chandigarh for  registering FIR.
iv) No response and none appeared on behalf of the Respondent today.
v) Original application is dated 2.7.2008; and
vi) Complaint filed on 6.11.2008.
vii) Show cause notice was issued on 10.6.2009.
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

# Jiwan Niwas,

Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City- 152002  



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Bathinda.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2197 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Subhash Mittal, APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar on behalf of     Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 5.8.2009 that his original application dated 19.6.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

1. “Findings of CJM, Bathinda have not been given. This part of the application should be transferred to CJM, Bathinda as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.

2. No information is there in para first and 2nd of your letter regarding my endorsement by name, dated 3.6.09, to SDM, Bathinda Shri Dalwinderjit Singh. It may be given now on 23.6.09.

3. Information given in para 3 was never asked by me. (I knew it already). I may, please, be informed in writing on 23.6.09, action taken and present status of my letters dated 26.05.2009, addressed or endorsed to SDM, Bathinda.”
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A letter was received from Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal that the information received from the Respondent is still incomplete. He has also sought exemption for personal hearing as he is occupied with some other work.


According to the Respondent, information has been provided to the Complainant on 5.8.2009 by ordinary post and 17.6.2009 by hand as per his complaint dated 29.7.2009, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 
The Complainant is not present to testify the statement given by the Respondent. Therefore, the Complainant should point out discrepancy if any in the information supplied to him by the Respondent direct to the Respondent with a copy to Commission. Respondent should complete such observation pointed out by the Complainant within 10 days from receipt thereof. If the Complainant does not point out anything contrary it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s  Total Infotech,

Opp. SBOI, Rampura Phul,

District: Bathinda.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Health & Family Welfare, 

Health-VI, Branch,Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.
   
   
                                                              ---Respondent

C.C. No.2175 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Bhupinder Kaur, PIO-Superintendent, on behalf of   Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 4.8.2009 that his original application dated 10.6.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “What is the status of my complaint dated 3.9.2008 which was forwarded to you by NHRC on 8.12.2008.”



The Respondent states that two letters dated 21.7.2009 and 24.9.2009 have been written to the Complainant as to what is the complaint dated 3.9.2008. It is not available in the record of the Department. The Respondent has further stated that no reply has been received from the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Directions have been given
Cont…p/2
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to the Complainant to reply to these letters. In case, no reply is received from him, then it seems he is not interested in pursuing the case further.
 
To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. R.S.Randhawa, Advocate,

Chamber No.90.

District Courts, Mansa.                                                                     ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.
                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2165 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Vinod Singla, Suvidha Centre, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 3.8.2009 that his original application dated 8.7.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: Copy of mutation No.3916 and questions regarding Suvidha Centre.”


According to the Respondent, information has been provided to the Complainant on all points except point Nos. 5 and 7 regarding Suvidha Centre, which are as under :-
5. “eh ;[ftXk e/Ado ftZu Beb ngbkJh eoB tkbk gqkoEh eBfiT{wo dh ;q/Dh        ftZu nkT[Adk j?? 

7.      
ed'A sZe BebK fB:ws fwsh s/ gqkgs j' ;eDrhnK. “

       
 
According to the Respondent, this information has been delivered to the Complainant by hand. 
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A letter has been received from the Complainant which states that he has not been provided the information with regard to above two points (5) and (7), but the Respondent says that the information has been provided. The Complainant is not present today. If he has any objection or if the information provided is incomplete, he should specify this to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission before the next date of hearing.
 
To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri  Sarvjit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.858, Lawyers Complex, 

New Judicial Court Pfremises, 

Ludhiana.
                                                                                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Ludhiana (West).                                                       ….Respondent

AC-538/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhajan Singh, Senior Assistant and Sukhminder Singh, Clerk   on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Sarvjit Singh, Advocate, filed his original application dated 4.4.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana (1st Appellate Authority) on 28.5.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority, he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 5.8.2009.



A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that he has received the information, but it is incomplete.



None has appeared on behalf of the Complainant, one more opportunity is granted.


To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri  Sarvjit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.858, Lawyers Complex, 

New Judicial Court Pfremises, 

Ludhiana.
                                                                                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ludhiana (W).         
 



                             ….Respondent

AC-536/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhajan Singh, Senior Assistant and Sukhminder Singh, Clerk   on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Sarvjit Singh, Advocate, filed his original application dated 4.4.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana (1st Appellate Authority) on 28.5.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority, he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 5.8.2009.



A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that he has received the information, but it is incomplete.



None has appeared on behalf of the Complainant, therefore, one more opportunity is granted to point out any discrepancies.

To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri  Sarvjit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.858, Lawyers Complex, 

New Judicial Court Pfremises, 

Ludhiana.
                                                                                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ludhiana.        

                                                             ….Respondent

AC-539/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhajan Singh, Senior Assistant and Sukhminder Singh, Clerk   on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Sarvjit Singh, Advocate, filed his original application dated 4.4.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana (1st Appellate Authority) on 28.5.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority, he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 5.8.2009.



A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that he has received the information, but it is incomplete.



None has appeared on behalf of the Complainant, therefore, one more opportunity is granted to point any discrepancies.

To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Amarjit Singh Lauhka,

General Manager (Retd),

# 2017/1, Sector: 45-C,

Chandigarh.





                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport,
Punjab, Chandigarh.
C.C. No.2159 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Ravinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 3.8.2009 that his original application dated 18.02.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:  
1. “A Committee was constituted by the Punjab Government, Transport Department; vide No. 9/40/2001-5T (2)/3478, dated 20.3.2002. This Committee held meetings on different dates. You are requested to please give attested Photostat copies of the proceedings of this committee held on (ii) 20.7.2009 and (ii) 17.12.07,

A photocopy of the notification if any issued by the Punjab Govt. for exempting the Buses of Punjab Roadways from insurance under Section 146 (3) of Motor Vehicle Act, 1988.”



Information was sent to the Complainant yesterday, i.e. 21.10.2009, the House was locked. Directions are given this information be sent again on the address given in the application, by registered post. 

Cont…p/2
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The Complainant is not present and directions are given to the Complainant to point out objections/discrepancies, if any.
 
To come up on 07.12.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.10.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

