STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Rakesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ram Dial,

Gandhi Nagar, Street No.1,

Kotkapura, 

Distt. – Faridkot, 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board Pb.,

Sector-68,  SAS Nagar.
 
 


        … Respondent

CC- 819/2012

ORDER

Present:   
None for the complainant.


Mr. Amar Singh, Supdtt.-APIO, for the respondent.





-----

RTI application filed on
:   04.11.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.
Complaint  filed to the 
:   27.03.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:


The complainant seeks information on candidates of  scheduled caste category who qualified the preliminary examination of Excise and Taxation  Inspectors held on 23.10.2011.


Also, he seeks photocopy of the answer sheet of roll No.2315421008 App. Ref. 32351 alongwith the marks obtained on the answer sheet / OMR sheet.

Grounds for the complaint:



No response  was received.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


The complainant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent states that  the requisite information has been  sent  to the complainant  vide  letter  dated 04.5.2012, a copy of which  has also been endorsed to the Commission.  The  same is taken on record.  A copy of the detailed information sent  has also been furnished during the course of hearing.
Decision :
-2-


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


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Lakhwinder Singh,

Late Sh. Jang Singh,

Teacher Colony, 

Near New Bus-stand,

Mor Mandi- 151509,

Distt. Bathinda. 





      
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Pb. 

SCO 95-97,

Sector-17D, Chandigarh. 




        … Respondent

CC- 821/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the  complainant.


Mr. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant,  for the respondent.





     ----

RTI application filed on
:   25.05.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.

Complaint  filed to the 
:   27.03.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:



The complainant seeks information whether the holder of three year course in physical education (BEE) is eligible for the post of DPE and also whether the DPE degree is equivalent to CP Ed.  If not, is there any
move for it.
Grounds for the complaint:



No  information has been supplied so far.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:



The complainant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent has  brought a   letter dated 10.05.2012  containing the requisite information to be handed over to the complainant in the court. As the complainant is absent, the respondent is directed  to send this information through registered post  to the  complainant today itself.  


A copy of this letter  has also been furnished  for record of the Commission.






--2-
Decision :



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


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Puran Singh,

S/o Inder Singh,

S/o Wazir Singh, 

R/o Walle Shah Hittar (Gulabba Bhani),

Tehsil & Distt – Fazilka, 



         …Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,  

Fazilka. 






         …Respondent 

CC- 824/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Puran Singh, complainant, in person.


Mr. Ranjit Singh, Clerk, for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on
:   23.08.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.

Complaint  filed to the 
:   27.03.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:



A complaint against village Sarpanch of Walleshah filed on  01.04. 2012 alleging that the Sarpanch has usurped  the village common land.   He seeks action taken report on his complaint.
Grounds for the complaint:



No  response has been received from the PIO  as yet.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


The requisite information  was sent to the complainant through  registered post.  However, the respondent has brought  a copy of the  report regarding  action taken on the complainant’s  application  and hands over  the same  to the complainant during the hearing.  Pursuant to  complaint’s  application,  SEPO, Fazilka conducted the inquiry and  its findings confirmed  that the village common land has been usurped  by some villagers.  The village panchayat has been directed  by the BDPO to  file a case in this regard.




-2-

Decision :



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


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Harbhagwan Singh,

S/o Inder Singh,

S/o Wazir Singh,

R/o Walle Shah Hittar (Gulabba Bhani)

Teh. & Distt. – Fazilka. 



 
   …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh. 



…..Respondent

CC- 825/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Representative, Mr. Puran Singh, for the complainant.


Ms  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, for the respondent.





-----

RTI application filed on
:   16.07.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.

Complaint  filed to the 
:   27.03.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:



Seeks action taken report  on a complaint  filed by villagers on 14.05.2011 against Sarpanch  Mangat Singh and others of village Walle Shaha, Tehsil Fazilka.  The complaint was regarding mis-utilization of the funds/grants.
Grounds for the complaint:



No  response was  received from the PIO.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


The respondent  has sent  a letter dated 7.5.2012 addressed to the State Information Commission mentioning therein that  Deputy  Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Ferozepur had been asked vide letter dated 28.7.2011 to conduct preliminary inquiry  on  the complaint of  the villagers.  The applicant/complainant was also informed about this.  The inquiry report is still awaited.  Says a reminder was also sent to the Inquiry Officer  to expedite the inquiry.


The respondent is directed to  supply a copy of the inquiry report,  as and when  received, to the  applicant/complainant. 





-2-

Decision :



With this, the case is disposed  of and closed.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Harbhagwan Singh,

S/o Inder Singh,

S/o Wazir Singh,

R/o Walle Shah Hittar (Gulabba Bhani)

Teh. & Distt. – Fazilka, Pb.  




  …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, 

Mohali. 







…Respondent

CC- 829/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Representative, Mr. Puran Singh, for the complainant.



Ms  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, for the respondent.






-----

RTI application filed on
:   16.07.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.

Complaint  filed to the 
:   27.03.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:



Seeks action taken report  on a complaint  filed by villagers on 14.05.2011 against Sarpanch  Mangat Singh and others of village Walle Shaha, Tehsil Fazilka.  The complaint was regarding mis-utilization of the funds/grants.

Grounds for the complaint:



No  response was  received from the PIO.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


The respondent states that  the complainant has filed two RTI applications  of even date and contents of both the applications are the same.  One is addressed to the PIO o/o  Director Rural Development and Panchayats and the  second to the Principal Secretary Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab.



The respondent  has sent  a letter dated 7.5.2012 addressed to the State Information Commission mentioning therein that  Deputy  Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Ferozepur had been asked vide letter dated 28.7.2011 to conduct preliminary inquiry  on  the complaint of  the villagers.  The applicant/complainant was also informed about this.  The inquiry report is 





--2-

still awaited.  Also a reminder was also sent to the Inquiry Officer  to expedite the inquiry.



The respondent is directed to supply a copy of the inquiry report,  as and when  received, to the  applicant/complainant. 

Decision :



With this, the case is disposed  of and closed.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Ms. Amarjit Kaur,

# 1031-II, 

DMW Rly. Colony,

Patiala.  
 




         …Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 
O/o District Education Officer (S),

Patiala. 






…Respondent
CC- 843/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the  complainant.


Mrs. Harinder Kaur,  Dy.DEO(S), for the respondent.
-----
RTI application filed on
:   17.09.2011.

PIO replied on

:   Nil.

Complaint  filed to the 
:   22.02.2012.

State  Information 

Commission
Information  sought

:



The complainant seeks information on 12 points from  D.E.O., Patiala regarding Akal Academy Reeth Kheri, Patiala.


Grounds for the complaint:



No  information has been furnished so far.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

       The complainant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.


       The  respondent submits a  copy of the letter  dated 2.1.2011  wrote by the Akal Academy to the  complainant, Mrs. Amarjit  Kaur,  mentioning therein that  the Akal  Academy, Reeth Kheri is a private  institution  and  as such, does not come under the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The same is taken on record.


The complainant is given  one final opportunity to explain, in writing,  as to  whether the said Akal Academy  is a public authority  as defined  under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.





-2-

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Ms. Rita Rani, 

C/o Dr. P.L. Garg,

1280, Ist Floor,

Sector-44B, Chandigarh. 
 
 


         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE) 

SCO 95-97, Sector-17D,
Chandigarh.
 





 
First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Director Public Instruction (SE) 

SCO 95-97, Sector-17D,
Chandigarh.
 

                                    

…Respondents

AC- 461/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Representative,  Mr. Surinder Kumar,  for the appellant.


None for the respondent.





-----

RTI application filed  on
:  04.01.2012.
PIO  replied


:  Nil

First Appeal


:  11.02.2012.

First Appellate Authority

Order



:  Nil
Second Appeal received on:  26.03.2012

Information sought :


The appellant seeks information regarding DPC meeting held in December, 2011 for promotion of masters to lecturers/headmasters in handicapped category.  Also,  she seeks  copy of file notings and correspondence concerning promotion of masters cadre teachers to  lecturers and  headmasters post under the handicapped/disability quota.
PIO’s  reply :



No information has been furnished so far.

Grounds for the Second Appeal :



Information not provided.  Nor  has the FAA passed any order.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Representative, Mr. Surinder Kumar,  appearing on behalf of the appellant, furnishes authority letter which is taken on record. 



Says no information has been received till today.





-2-



There is no appearance on behalf of the PIO-respondent

though  notice was sent  on 25.04.2012 for hearing today giving adequate time to the respondent. The Commission takes a serious notice of  defiance by the PIO-respondent.  Moreover, the RTI application is dated 04.01.2012 but the  PIO-respondent  has  not supplied the demanded information  despite  the lapse of a period  four months.  This  action  of  PIO-respondent  amounts to willful  delay  and denial of  information to the complainant.



PIO o/o DPI(SE) 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 on him/her till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his/her 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/she may take note that in case he/she does not file his/her written reply and does not avail himself/herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him/her ex parte. 



The PIO o/o DPI(S) is directed to furnish the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO is further directed to be personally present  with a copy of the information  supplied,  at the next date of hearing.

Decision  :



The case  is adjourned to  1.06.2012 (Friday) at 10.30 A.M.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 09.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

Cc:



Mr. Sawan Iqbal Singh, 



Nodal PIO,



Office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab.



SCO No. 95-96, Sector 17-D,



Chandigarh.


He  will ensure that the show-cause notice is  served upon the concerned PIO o/o DPI(SE) immediately.  He is also directed  to intimate  the name of the  concerned PIO to the Commission  well before the next date of hearing.







     (Surinder Awasthi)






               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Sh. Baldev Singh, 

S/o Bara Singh,

R/o Hedo (Dhaha),

Tehsil- Samrala,

Distt- Ludhiana- 141114 
 



         …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food Supplies Controller, 

Ludhiana

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

Director Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Pb. 

Chandigarh 






         …Respondent  


AC- 464/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
31.05.2011
PIO replied 




: 
07.10.2011 

First Appeal 



: 
24.03.2012
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
27.03.2012
Information Sought:


Ration card no 335 dated March 19/1999 Samrala, Ludhiana

In whose name the ration card has been issued.

PIO’s Reply: 

Partial information was supplied to the appellant. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Wrong information supplied by PIO. 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Baldev Singh
Respondent:  Mr. Gurmeet Singh, DFSO Samrala, Mr. Balraj Singh, Inspector & Mr. Jagroop Singh, Asstt., O/o Director Food & Supply. 


The appellant states that a wrong information was supplied to him related to ration card which he had never applied for. Also, he was misguided 










Contd…2/-

-2-

that the ration card is with the owner and the office has only D -1  form.

 
In fact, the ration card is in the name of Raman Sharma (PCS) Civil Judge Samrala. Even the D form of the said card has been supplied to the information seeker.

 
 The Respondent supplied the requisite information to the appellant. However, the appellant said that he need a ration card with another number. The Respondent states that no said ration card with that number has been issued by the department and this they confirm through an affidavit which was taken on record by the Respondent. 

Decision: 


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

closed.

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Sh. Tarsem Jindal, (Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/o Kastoor Chand,

R/o K. No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Tehsil & Distt. – Barnala, Pb. 



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner, Development, Pb. 

Punjab Civil Secretariat 

Chandigarh.  






…Respondent

CC- 835/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
23.02.2012
PIO replied 




: 
Nil 

Complaint received in SIC

Second Appeal received on 

:
02.05.2012
Information Sought:


 Seeks information regd. An office letter PAIC/pjd/trident/ac 1465 &dated Jan14/2011 on various conditions specified in the letter.

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the complaint in SIC. 

No information has been furnished so far.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Tarsem Jindal
Respondent:  Mr. Navtej Singh, APIO O/o Pb. Agro Industries. 


Respondent-APIO Punjab Agro Industries has furnished the information as per the RTI application of the complainant. Respondent Mr. Navtej Singh, APIO submitted the detailed information to the satisfaction of the complainant. Complainant is also gives in writing that he is fully satisfied with the information provided. 


Decision: 


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

closed.

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Raj Mahajan, 

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot 
 



        


 …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director of Factories Circle No. 7,

Kratar Singh Market M.C, Building,

Gill Road Ludhiana, Pb. 

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

Director of Factories,

SCO 87-88,

Sector-17D,

Chandigarh 





         

…Respondent  


AC- 472/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
18.03.2011
PIO replied 




: 
28.04.2011 

First Appeal 



: 
25.04.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
09.04.2012 
Second Appeal received on 

:
28.03.2012
Information Sought:


The information seeker wants to know of the violations of norms in factories’ in area of Circle 7, Ludhiana during F01.02.2010.  to 09.02.2011.

 
As per 81 inspection made by the office of the respondent during the mentioned period. Which the department has filed court cases.

PIO’s Reply: 

Partial information was supplied to the appellant. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory 

Order of FAA:

Information Supplied 
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Jitender Sigh Bhatti, Dy. Director of Factories, Circle-7
Respondent:  Mr. Gurmeet Singh, DFSO Samrala, Mr. Balraj Singh, Inspector & Mr. Jagroop Singh, Asstt., O/o Director Food & Supply. 


Respondent-PIO Mr. Jitender Singh, submits that First Appellate Authority has already decided the case vide order dated 09.11.2011. However, the complainant had appealed to the Commission on 28.03.2012, since the decision has already taken. The complainant is directed to go through the decision on First Appellate Authority.

 
Complainant had remained absent before the First Appellate Authority thrice. Today the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission, indicating that he is no more interested for information. 

 
The appeal of the appellant was decided by the First Appellate Authority vide order dated 09.04.2012. Also, the PIO has already responded to the appellant. 
Decision: 


Since the case has already been decided by First Appellate Authority on 9th April, 2012, the appeal cannot be entertained prior to that day. 
 
The instant case is dismissed. 


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Raj Mahajan, 

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot 
 



        


 …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director of Factories Circle No. 5,

Kratar Singh Market M.C, Building,

Gill Road Ludhiana, Pb. 

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

Director of Factories,

SCO 87-88,

Sector-17D,

Chandigarh 





        

 …Respondent  


AC- 473/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
18.03.2011
PIO replied 




: 
28.04.2011 

First Appeal 



: 
25.04.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
09.04.2012 
Second Appeal received on 

:
28.03.2012
Information Sought:


The information seeker wants to know of the violations of norms in factories’ in area of Circle 5, Ludhiana during 01.02.2010 to 09.02.2011

 
As per 219 inspection made by the office of the respondent during the mentioned period. Which the department has filed court cases.

PIO’s Reply: 

Partial information was supplied to the appellant. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory 

Order of FAA:

Information Supplied 

 



















Contd…2/-
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Parmal Singh, Dy. Director of Factories, Circle-5
Respondent:  Mr. Gurmeet Singh, DFSO Samrala, Mr. Balraj Singh, Inspector & Mr. Jagroop Singh, Asstt., O/o Director Food & Supply. 


Respondent-PIO Mr. Jitender Singh, submits that First Appellate Authority has already decided the case vide order dated 09.11.2011. However, the complainant had appealed to the Commission on 28.03.2012, since the decision has already taken. The complainant is directed to go through the decision on First Appellate Authority.

 
Complainant had remained absent before the First Appellate Authority thrice. Today the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission, indicating that he is no more interested for information. 

 
The appeal of the appellant was decided by the First Appellate Authority vide order dated 09.04.2012. Also, the PIO has already responded to the appellant. 

Decision: 


Since the case has already been decided by First Appellate Authority on 9th April, 2012, the appeal cannot be entertained prior to that day.  

 
The instant case is dismissed. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunja.com
Sh. Anil Kumar 

S/o Sh. Angrez Lal,

C/o Sukhija Helpline,

Opposite Nokia Care,

Kairon Road Malout,

Dist- Mukatsar-152107 


        


 …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o A.S.D.P.,

Sector-34A, 

Chandigarh. 

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

Director General School Education-cum-SPD,

Sarv Siksha Abhiyan,

Sector-34A,

Chandigarh. 
 





         …Respondent  


AC- 476/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
08.11.2011
PIO replied 




: 
Nil
First Appeal 



: 
20.12.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
Nil  
Second Appeal received on 

:
28.03.2012
Information Sought:


The  complainant seeks a photocopy of the list of vacant posts along with allotted stations of taxation practices under general category and photocopies of joining report of all the candidates of post taxation Practice(vocational, Masters/Mistresses whose list was displayed on website.

PIO’s Reply: 

No information has been provided. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not  received by PIO 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided 

Order of FAA:

 No order has been passed 
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Prem Singh, for the Complainant. 
Respondent:  Mr. Rakesh Thakural, for the Respondent. 


Respondent submitted that the case is not related to that department and the concerned requisite information is with  the Director Public Instruction (SE) Pb. and accordingly the RTI  application dated 08.11.2011 was transferred to DPI (SE) on 24.02.2012, after three months though the stipulated period for transfer of application u/s 6(3) is five working days. Respondent pleaded that they have not received any earlier application. However the Respondent assured the complainant that the requisite information would be supplied whom after collection the same from the DPI (SE) before the next date of hearing. Also DPI (SE) whom the RTI application has been transferred on 24.02.2012 should ensures that the requisite information is provided directly to the complainant.  

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 28.05.2012 (Monday) at 10:30 A.M.
Announced in the open court. 

 
Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Surinder Paul, Supdt. – Gr- I (Retd)

H. No. 129, 

Anand Nagar – A,

Tripri Town, 

Patiala.


  



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer PWD, B & R, 

Block – C,

Patiala.




       

           …Respondent

CC- 817/2012

ORDER 

Present: 
Mrs. Surinder Pal, Appellant in person.



Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt., for the Respondent. 


At the time of last hearing the Respondent was directed to make an other effort to locate the ACR for the said period in the office record and if it is not available, file an affidavit to this effect stating clearly the reasons for its non-availability.


Today the PIO-cum-Joint Director Administration Mr. G.S. Sahota has filed an affidavit dated 08.05.2012 stating that neither any ACR for the above said period is available in their office nor any non written certificates force coming from the record. 

 
However, the complainant is free to approach higher competent authority in this regard, if she so desired. 

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

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 10.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

