STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrit Pal Brar,

Member Grievance Committee & Convener PCRF,

# 2958, Ajit Road, Street No.3, Bathinda.

 ----------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer (Secondary),
Bathinda.

           ----------------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 323 of 2006
ORDER
Complainant has expressed satisfaction with the information supplied to him. The matter is disposed of accordingly.
Chandigarh
 







(Rajan Kashyap)

Dated: 05.09.2006
    
   
      

        Chief Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.S.Saini, President,

Border Districts & Punjab Allied Industries Association,

H.O. 1527-1529, New Golden Avenue,

Head Water Works Road, Amritsar.






----------------------------------------Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

Chandigarh.







-----------------------------------------Respondent

CC. No. 15 of 2005

ORDER



In this case, the Commission had received copies of three requests made by the Complainant to the Punjab Financial Corporation for supply of certain information. The office of the Chief Information Commissioner vide its letter dated 
28th January, 2006 advised the Managing Director of the PFC to take suitable action for furnishing the information to the Complainant as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Thereafter, the Commission received a letter dated 09.02.2006 from the PFC stating that ‘the requested information has since been dispatched 
to Sh. K.S.Saini today vide four registered letter nos. PFC/RTI/2006/2957, 2958, 2959 & 2960.’ 



The office of the Commission, vide its letter dated 18th February, 2006 sent a copy of the communication dated 09.02.06 received from the Respondent to the Complainant.



Even though a period of more than 6 months has elapsed since the aforementioned letter dated 18th February, 2006 was written to the Complainant by the office of the Commission, no response thereto has been received by the Commission from the Complainant. In the circumstances, it appears that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him by the Respondent.



In view of the foregoing, no further action is required and the case is disposed of.

Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated:
 4th September, 2006


  State Information Commission, Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Aqbal Singh Saran,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh Saran,

Vill Bhullana, P.O. Bariana,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Punjab).








 ----------------------------------------Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

State Regional Transport Authority, Punjab,

Jalandhar.







-----------------------------------------Respondent

CC. No. 09 of 2005

ORDER



Vide letter dated 27.12.2005, the applicant had complained that the Respondent had failed to supply information demanded by him through his application dated 30.11.2005 made to the Respondent. The office of the Chief Information Commissioner vide its letter dated 2nd /6th January, 2006 sought the response of the Respondent. Pursuant to it the Secretary, State Regional Transport Authority sent a letter dated 18th January, 2006 to the Commission stating that though the request of the Complainant seeking information was not within the ambit of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the information sought by him had been supplied. The office of the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab thereupon vide its communication dated 
27th January, 2006 sent a copy of the response received from the Respondent to the Complainant. The Complainant was also asked to intimate the Commission within a week whether in view of the reply by the Respondent, he still wanted to pursue his complaint further.



Even though a period of more than 7 months has elapsed since the aforementioned letter dated 27th January, 2006 was written to the Complainant by the office of the Commission, no response thereto has been received by the Commission from the Complainant. In the circumstances, it appears that the Complainant is satisfied with the material supplied to him.



In view of the foregoing, the Complaint is dismissed for non prosecution. File be consigned to record.

Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated:
 4th September, 2006


  State Information Commission, Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mahant Swami Jitendra Dass,

Mandir Doombh, Near Mohindra College,

Patiala 147 001 (Punjab).









 ----------------------------------------Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Improvement Trust, Patiala.







-----------------------------------------Respondent

CC. No. 16 of 2005

ORDER



Copy of an application dated 28.12.2005 addressed by the Complainant to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Patiala was sent by him to the State Information Commission, Punjab. In this application, the request made by the Complainant to the Improvement Trust is that the Trust should drop notices issued under Sections 36 & 38 of the Punjab Town Improvement Act, 1922. Perusal of this application does not by itself disclose anything concerning the infraction of the Right to Information Act, 2005. However, in the endorsement forwarding the copy to the Chief Information Commissioner, it is mentioned that the Complainant had requested the Improvement Trust vide his letter dated 5th October, 2005 to supply certain information to him. A letter was, therefore, sent by the office of the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on 
11th January, 2006 asking the Complainant to send a copy of the letter dated 
5th October, 2005 allegedly written by him to the Improvement Trust, Patiala to enable the Commission to take appropriate action in the matter.



Even though a period of more than 7 months has elapsed since the aforementioned letter dated 11th January, 2006 was written to the Complainant by the office of the Commission, no response thereto has been received by the Commission from the Complainant. In the circumstances, it appears that the Complainant is not serious in pursuing this complaint.



In view of the foregoing, the Complaint is dismissed for non prosecution. File be consigned to record.

Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated:
 4th September, 2006


  State Information Commission, Punjab

