STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. J.S.Paul,

Lt. Col Retd.,

President Punjab Leather Federation,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 446 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. J.S.Paul, the Appellant.
                         (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
In today’s hearing, Appellant has pointed out the deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent.  Respondent has agreed that the information as discussed today in the Commission will be provided to him, before the next date of hearing.  Respondent is directed to provide the same to the Appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

S.C.Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o XEN, (P.W. Division),

Panchayati Raj,

Zila Parishad Complex,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1423 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Bant Singh, XEN (PR), Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought information on four points vide his application dated 28.03.2011.  On not receiving the information, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.05.2011.  The notice of hearing was issued for 21.07.2011, neither the PIO nor his representative was present.   Respondent was directed to show cause.  In response to the order showing, Respondent has submitted that as this is the first case, in which information was sought under the RTI Act.  He has submitted that he will be careful in future, while dealing with the RTI application. 

3.
 It is observed that, Respondent has not taken the RTI applications very seriously and his reply was also not satisfactory.  
4.
It is also observed that Complainant has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings before the Commission.  

5.
In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Complainant is suitably compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Complainant had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, we award a sum of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand Only) to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act as compensation.  It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by office of XEN (P.W. Division), Panchayati Raj, Zila Parishad complex, Ludhiana to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request and there is too much delay on the part of the Respondent. The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Sh. Bant Singh, XEN, (PR), Ludhiana. However, a lenient view is taken, a penalty of Rs. 1000/- (Rs. One thousand only) is imposed on Sh. Bant Singh, XEN, (PR), Ludhiana. This amount shall be paid by Sh. Bant Singh, XEN, (PR), Ludhiana as his personal liability. The Superintending Engineer, PWD, Panchayati Raj, Zila Parishad, Ludhaina shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Sh. Bant Singh, XEN, (PR), Ludhiana and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.
6.
Adjourned on 16.12.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1831 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the complete information has been sent to the Complainant  through registered post. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satbir Pal

# 1512, Phase 3-b-2,

Mohali - 160059

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal 

Shivalik Public School,

Ropar (Punjab)

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2347 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Satbir Pal, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, TGT Maths on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, both the parties has submitted their replies i.e Shivalik Public School is a public authority or not.  Arguments heard.  Judgment is reserved. 
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surdeep Singh

S/o S. Sadhu Singh

VPO Manupur

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secy.,

School Education, E-7 Branch,

Pb, Mini Sectt, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1828 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Surdeep Singh, the Complainant
 (ii) Sh. Jatinder Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o Secy., Education and Sh. Bachittar Singh, Suptd. O/o DPI (SE), Pb on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him. Respondent states that the information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant but Complainant has asked to answer his queries.  Complainant is advised to file fresh application seeking specific information.  Since, information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagat Singh, S/o Vadawa Singh

Vill. Bhulpur

Tehsil Sultanpur Lodhi

Kapurthala

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1066 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties. 

ORDER


In the hearing dated 23.09.2011, Sh. Jashanjit Singh, presently working as Tehsildar, Batala was directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not complying with the order regarding payment of compensation.  
2.
Respondent has sent a reply on 10.10.2011 stating that the compensation amounting to Rs. 2000/- was awarded on 27.07.2011 and he had left the charge as Tehsildar, Sultanpur Lodhi on 22.07.2011. Respondent has also sent a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant that he had received the compensation amounting to Rs. 2000/- , the same has been taken on record.
3.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Narinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

Village-Khanpoor, P.O.Dyal Pur,

Tehsil-Philaur, Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar 

Public Information Officer,

District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2222 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 04.04.2011, but still no information has been provided to him.  Complainant further states that he has received the registered letter of blank papers which has been sent by the Respondent.  In the last hearing, Respondent was directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post but Respondent has failed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Respondent is again directed to bring the sought for information on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

VPO-Jarg, Tehsil-Payal,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (elementary),

Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2226 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Bahadur Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 29.09.2011, Complainant was asked to point out deficiencies in the inforamtion provided to the Respondent within one week. Today , Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.

3.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surjit Singh

S/o S. Gokul singh

Vill and PO Jarog

Tehsil Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana - 141415

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(Primary)

Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2331 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

 (ii) Sh. Bahadur Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant within two days under intimation to the Commission.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Krishan Lal,

S/o Sh. Das Ram,

R/o # B-3/43,

Ghati Valmiki,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1852 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Krishan Lal, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit that the sought for information is not tracable as the record being very old.  Complainant is advised to visit the O/o Respondent on any working day to trace the old record.  Respondent is directed to allow the Complainant for inspection of the old record, so the sought for information be given to him.
3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vijay Kumar Goyal,

S/o Sh. Harbalas Goyal

R/o Ward No. 10, Dhand Mohalla,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1893 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gagan Uppal , Inspector and APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit submitting that Complainant had filed an application on 21.04.2011, and information was provided on 28.07.2011 through registered post.  There was no Executive Officer in Municipal Council, Ahemdgarh and Complainant has filed 18 applications seeking voluminous information.  He has expressed regret for the delay and has promised to take corrective measures so that the information requests can be processed in future without delay.
3.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped., no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raman Deep Singh

S/o Harbans singh

R/o 274-Basant Avenue,

Ludhaina 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1735 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Navdeep Singh on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing dated 23.09.2011, Complainant was asked to point out deficiencies in the information provided in writing to the Respondent within one week, but Complainant has failed to do so.  Last opportunity is given to the Complainant to point out the deficiencies to the Respondent in writing within one week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the discrepancies in the information provided are made good before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 02.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Poonam Gupta

W/o Sh. Chanchal Gupta

Talwandi Road, Raikot- 141 109

Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana - 2

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2372 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. 22.09.2011, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. It is, therefore, not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. The case is, therefore, dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mookand Lal

1/6, Central Town,

Jalandhar 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager

Punjab Roadways,

Roopnagar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2363  of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Mookand Lal, the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Palminder Singh, ACF on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sohan Lal,

S/o Sh. Hukum Chand,

V & P.O. Garcha,

Distt-SBS Nagar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, SBS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1864 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Sohan Lal, the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Roop Chand, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission,  Respondent has filed an affidavit submitting that services of the Complainant was terminated in 1980 and Court has also decided this case against the Complainant on 18.09.1993. 
3.
In view of the above facts, submitted by the Respondent, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  However, Respondent is directed that an enquiry should be conducted against the erring officials/officers responsible for the loss of record and action should be taken against them as per service rules.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.H.C.Gupta,

H.No.622/8,

Indira Colony, 

Kurukshetra. 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Auditor,

Co-operative Society, Pb,

SCO-175-187, Sector-34/A,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate authority,

O/o Chief Auditor,

Co-operative Society, Pb,

SCO-175-187, Sector-34/A,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 882of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Raj Kaushik, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.

                         (ii)Sh. Paramjit Kaur, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Raj Kaushik, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 18.05.2011, but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Appellant as discussed today in the Commission, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Naresh Sahigal,

All Indian Hinu Welfare Committee,

R/o Kotakpura, Distt-Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Secy.,

Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.2770 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. B.S. Parmar, PIO the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 12.10.2011 but he has not pointed out deficiencies in the inforamtion provided so far. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sandeep Kumar,

S/o Sh. Bodh Raj,

Krishna Gali No.4,

Ward No.11, Dhariwal.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Dhariwal,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.2732 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Sandeep Kumar, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, Inspector  on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Inderjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Onkar Singh,

Village-Mange Ke, 

P.O.Alampur Bakka,

Via Bulath, Distt-Jalandhar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Kartarpur, Distt-Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2802of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Inderjit Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii)Sh. Jaswinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information with the PIO on 07.05.2011, but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal,

Neeli Chattri Wala,

S/o Sh. Kastur Chand,

R/o K.No.306, Aastha Colony,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2785 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 


(ii) Sh. Surinderjit Singh , APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Surinderjit Singh , APIO appeared and states that this inforamtion is to be provided by Improvement Trust, Barnala and application of the Complainant has been transferred to the concerned department. He further states that the Complainant has been  informed accordingly on 25.10.2011. Complainant is advised to file separate application with the concerned department.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal,

Neeli Chattri Wala,

S/o Sh. Kastur Chand,

R/o K.No.306, Aastha Colony,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2784 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Surinderjit Singh , APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Surinderjit Singh , APIO appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been taken on record.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar,

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh, Khattkar,

Village & P.O.Chonkiman,

Tehsil Jargaon, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh..

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.2765 of 2011

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o DPI (SE), PB,

SCO:95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.
Present:        (i) Sh. Paramjit Singh, the Complainant.

                     (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.    
ORDER

                Heard

The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 30.07.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 30.07.2011 to the Complainant. 

5.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Paramjit Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
6.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 1st November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

2. Copy of RTI application dated 30.07.2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Singla, 

Secy., Education Reform Cmmittee,

B-325, Sangrur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2772of 2011
Present:            (i) Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Jatinderpal Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 12.08.2011, but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that the information as available in the record has been sent to the Complainant by post.  Another copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljit Singh,

S/o Sh. Malkeet Singh,

VPO-Maksudra, Tehsil-Payal,

Distt-Ludhiana. 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Pb, Forest Complex, Sector-68, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2805 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Baljit Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Smt. Kaushlaya Devi, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 26.06.2011 but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent has sought another date to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Respondent is directed that last opportunity is given to her, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.’
3.
Adjourned to 02.12.2011 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rampal, Lab Assistant,

Govt. Industrial Development

Chap Chap Center, Eng.

B-6, Industrial Area, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce,

Pb, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce,

Pb, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 868 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Sohan Singh, Suptd and Smt. Manjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant Complainant is absent. He has not informed the commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mohinder Kumar,

#1071, Street No. 2,

Tripuri Town,

Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy., Personnel,

IAS Branch, Pb, Govt., Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.2514 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(i) Sh. Shingare Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 18.10.2011 and again on 20.10.2011 through registered post but he has not pointed out deficiencies in the inforamtion provided so far. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd  November, 2011


