STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Sheela Wanti / Sharanjit Kaur,

W/o Mr. Darbara Singh, 

932-B (MIG)

Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.





   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o  Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No.  2264/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mrs. Sheela Wanti / Sharanjit Kaur, appellant, in person.



Mrs. Neeru Katyal Gupta, ADC-cum-PIO, for the respondent. 


The respondent-PIO submitted a detailed response to the show cause notice dated 20.12.2013 which is taken on record. In view of her response, further proceedings on show cause notice are dropped. Also, in compliance to the Commissions’ direction, the PIO has already sent compensation of Rs. 500/-  vide  a bank draft to the appellant on 17.12.2013, through registered post though the appellant had not received as apparently it is in transit. 
 

As regards re-construction of the file, the PIO informed that the requisite task is now under taken by the GLADA and the re-construction of the file is already under process. She assured the Commission that she would walk an extra mile to ensure that the file is reconstructed and the appellant gets her red card on merits. Moreover, regarding information sought by the appellant, the PIO informed that the file containing the requisite information could not be traced despite best possible efforts.  Also, she added that the officials who dealt with the requisite file way back six years ago 
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have expired and either their help could be sought nor the could be proceeded against. The appellant was satisfied with the response of the PIO and her assurance that she would make efforts to ensure she gets her red card if she merited one.


In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 


Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Amrinder Singh

Village Badhouchi Khurd,

PO Badhouchi Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala Depot,

Patiala.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3089/2013

ORDER

Present :  
None for the parties. 


Today none appeared from the either of the parties.


The case is adjourned to 20.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.







 
…Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3731/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ashok  Chaudhary, complainant, in person  

Mr. Sukhdev Singh, ADC Gurdaspur, Mr. Jaspal Singh, Dy. Director Panchayat-cum-PIO and Mr. Balraj Sigh, DDPO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents. 


The PIO o/o of DC Gurdaspur stated that ADC has been inadvertently issued show cause notice while it should have been issued to the PIO Balraj Singh District Development and Panchayat Office DDPO) Guraspur. Therefore, the show cause notice against the PIO o/o DC Gurdaspur is dropped.

                  The original RTI application was transferred by Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab to DC, Gurdspur on 20.02.2013. The PIO in the DC office conceded this fact but stated that he had received the RTI application on 12.04.2013 through ADC (Dev.). 


The complainant stated that part of the information from Gurdaspur Block is still awaited while the information provided regarding Dorangla and Deena Nagar block was wrong and misleading.  
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The PIO Mr. Balraj Singh, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur, who himself was present during the hearing, is  hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  



The PIO is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply, 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. 



  The Commission further directs the him to be personally present on the next date  of hearing  along with  his reply to the show-cause notice. 

The  case is adjourned to  20.01.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ajaib Singh, Member Panchayat,

Village – Bakarpur, 

Tehsil & District – Ajitgarh.(Mohali).  



…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Rural Development 

and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Ajitgarh (Mohali).             
 




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3397/2013

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Ajaib Singh, complainant in person. 



None for the respondent. 


 
The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. However, through a letter diarized in the Commission on 18.12.2013 in which a nodal   RTI officer in the office of the PIO has informed the commission that he was unable to identify the branch the case is related to. The Commission is shocked at the audacity of the officer for making such an irresponsible statement which is least expected from one who is assigned to perform the job of nodal officer. The commission takes a serious note of it. 

                       In the instant case, the complainant had sent an original RTI application to Director Rural Development & Panchayat Punjab Mohali.  Today, none appeared from the PIO office showing that the PIO has no disregard for the commission or RTI Act forcing the commission to issue show cause notice to him.
        The  PIO office of Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,   is  hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why 
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 penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  



The PIO is directed to submit reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply, 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. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with the requisite information and his reply to the show-cause notice.
The case is adjourned to  16.01.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Ashok Chaudhary,

Ashok Vihar,

Ward No. 6,

Dina Nagar,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   
 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.







 
…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3729/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ashok  Chaudhary, complainant, in person  

Mr. Sukhdev Singh, ADC Gurdaspur, Mr. Jaspal Singh, Dy. Director Panchayat-cum-PIO and Mr. Balraj Sigh, DDPO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.  


In the instant case, the complainant has sought information on three points and was satisfied with the information provided on query a and b i.e roster adopted during elections to the Block and Zila Parishad of district Gurdaspur  during the year 2003, 2008 and 2013 is still awaited. 

        Inadvertently, the show cause notice was issued to Mr. Jaspal Singh ,PIO cum Deputy Director Panchayats.  Since the RTI application had already been transferred to DDPO cum PIO Balraj Singh and onus of providing the remaining information is on him, the commission drops that show cause notice as well proceedings againt Mr. Jaspal Singh and instead issues show cause notice to Mr. Balraj Singh, DDPO cum PIO.        

The  PIO Mr. Balraj Singh, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur,
 









Contd…2/- 

-2- 

Complaint Case No. 3729/2013

is  hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  



The  PIO is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply, 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. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with  his reply to the show-cause notice. 

The case is adjourned to  20.01.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bishan Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Nath,

VPO Bariana,

Distt. Hoshiarpur



   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3846/13
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bishan Singh, complainant in person. 



Mr. Sohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
18.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil  

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information regarding attendance of Swaran Singh, Panchayat Secretary working under BDPO Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO provided the information spread over 212 pages free of cost on the direction of the Commission as requisite fee was sought after mandatory period of ten days. The complainant stated that some information is still awaited regarding attendance of panchayat secretary. The representative of the respondent PIO stated that the information is not available in the record and hence cannot be provided. Since the attendance register is not available in the record, it cannot be provided. 
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In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Jagjit  Singh,

S/o Sh. Udham Singh,

H. No. 216-C, Urban Estate,

Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.





   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o  Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2261/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Jagjit Singh, appellant in person. 
Mr. K.P. Singh, Supdt. and Mr. Sanjay Lekha, Clerk on behalf of the  respondents. 



In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2013, a show cause notice had been issued to the PIO Mr. K.P. Singh who stated today that he is not PIO of the concerned  branch and instead  Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj is PIO. Therefore, Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj is being issued show cause notice instead. 
 

The PIO Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj office of  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.
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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 her 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. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO, to be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant failing which the matter will be decided ex-parte.   



The case is adjourned to 16.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Jagjit Singh

H. No. 216-C, Urban Estate,

Phase – I, Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.





   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No.  2252/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Jagjit Singh, appellant in person. 

Mr. K.P. Singh, Supdt. and Mr. Sanjay Lekha, Clerk on behalf of the  respondents.  

 

The representative of the respondent-PIO is unable to assist the commission in this case as he was totally oblivious of the facts of the case and takes a serious not of the PIO deputing such a person to appear before the commission. Keeping this in view, the respondent-PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of haring along with the original record at the next date of hearing. 
 

In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2013 a show cause notice had been issued to the PIO Mr. K.P. Singh who stated that he is not PIO of this branch and the proceeding against him in the show cause notice are dropped. Instead, a show cause notice is being issued to Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj, PIO. 

 

The PIO Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj office of  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  
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upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.

 

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 her 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. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO, to be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant failing which the matter will be decided ex-parte.   



The case is adjourned to 16.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Kapurthala.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3848/13
ORDER 
Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Vinod Sharma, Supdt.-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. .

RTI  application filed 

:
11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 

Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 The PIO had sent the information to the complainant vide office letter No 2264-65  dated 02.12.2013 and a copy of the same was endorsed to the commission which is diarized in the commission on 11.12.2013. The APIO during the hearing reiterated this fact that the information has been furnished to the complainant.
Decision:- 
  


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 









Contd…2/- 

-2-
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Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Muktsar.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3850/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 
RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 09.12.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 
 

The respondent-PIO has sent the information vide its letter no  2507-09 dated 04.12.2013 and a copy of the same was endorsed to the commission which is diarized in the commission’s office  on 09.12.2013. 
  

Since the information is supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Pathankot.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3851/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mr. Raj Deepak Gupta, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the complainant. 
RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the PIO already sent the information to the complainant vide its letter no 31068-69 dated13.12.2013 through registered post. He also supplied a copy of the same during hearing which is taken on record.
 

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 
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 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Hoshiarpur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3854/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Darshan Singh, Dy. DEO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant through its letter no a-4/2013/26984 dated 2012.2013 by registered post. Also, a copy of the same was delivered by hand and his acknowledgement was obtained and the representative of the PIO submitted a copy of the same during the hearing which was taken on record. Since nothing contrary is heard from the complainant, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. 
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Decision:-



Since the information stands provided, provided the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Bathinda.







 …Respondent
Compliant Case No. 3852/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Mr. Magi Ram, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the PIO already sent the information to the complainant vide its letter no 1829-30 dated12.12.2013 through registered post and a copy of the same is submitted during hearing which is taken on record.
 

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 
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 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ropar.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3855/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 
  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the PIO  has already sent the information to the complainant vide letter no 694 dated06.12.2013 through registered post and a copy of the same was endorsed to the commission which is diarized in the commission’s office on 10.12.2013. 
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Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Sangrur.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3853/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Shiv Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the PIO already sent the information to the complainant through its letter no 240-41  dated 17.12.2013  by hand and an acknowledgement of the same was obtained.  He also submitted a copy of the information along with the statement of the complainant that he had received the information as per his requirement. 

 










Contd…2/- 

-2-

Complaint Case No. 3853/13
 

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Sharma, Advocate,

Kishanpura Basti,

Outside Nabha Gate,

Sangrur-148001



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ferozepur.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3849/13
ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 

RTI  application filed 

:
 11.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 
Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points regarding the post of Hindi teachers in general category out of 1442 posts advertised by the DPI, Mohali. 


Information  sought:- 
 

Both the parties are absent without intimation to the Commission.
                      It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. The complainant is advised to file the first appeal before the first appellate authority instead of knocking at the door of the Commission. If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
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Complaint Case No. 3849/13


With the above observations, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasvir Singh

s/o Sh. Tarsem Singh,

Village Jalal Khera,

PO Sullar,

Distt. Patiala




   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 3827/13
ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Harvinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.



The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter dated 20.12.2013 stating that the point wise information has been provided to the complainant. Also, he provided a copy of the same to the complainant during the hearing and the complainant expressed satisfaction over the information.


 
Since the information has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Dev Raj Sharma, Advocate

3894, Anubhuti,

Opp. UCO Bank,

Durgapuri,

Ludhiana-141001





   

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2271/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 

          The appellant was expected to visit the PIO’s office at a mutually agreed date and time to inspect the records to identify the information and obtain the same as per the Commissions’ order dated 11.12.2013.

                          Also, a response to the show cause notice is awaited. The PIO Mr. Rajinder Sharma, ATP(D)-cum-PIO office of  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to file his response to the show cause notice before the  next date of hearing.

                       The PIO should 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. 



  The Commission further directs the PIO, to be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant failing which the matter will be decided ex-parte.   
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Appeal Case No. 2271/13



The case is adjourned to 22.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

