STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S.Ajaib Singh,

S/O S.Arjan Singh,

Village Burj Rathi-151508

Tehsil & District Mansa.



         …Complainant

Versus

PIO, O/O District Transport Officer, Bathinda.

         ….Respondent

CC No. 1448/12

Present:

Shri Ajaib Singh, complainant.







Shri Raman Kumar, S.O, Office of District Transport Officer, 

                                Bathinda, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that response of the Public Authority regarding the complaint has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1408 dated 6.12.2012. The complainant is satisfied with the reply of the respondent. In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed. 







( Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012     
      State Information Commissioner.

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

Kothi No. 593, Phase-2, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






      




   






…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Government ITI (Women),

Radiala, Teh. Kharar.










….Respondent

CC No 1036 of 2012 

Present:

Shri Dalip Singh Juneja on behalf of Smt.Surinder Kaur-

                                complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

The PIO is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. Neither the PIO nor any representative of the respondent Public Authority appeared for hearing on 12.7.2012, 5.9.2012 and 25.10.2012. The PIO is hereby summoned to be present at the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for his absence and also for not making any written submission regarding the complaint. This is a last opportunity to the PIO failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrant of the PIO in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. 



To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 

Dated: 8.11.2012.

  
            (Narinderjit Singh)





           State Information Commissioner

cc: 
The Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector-36, Chandigarh with the direction that the presence of PIO, Government ITI (Women), Radiala, Teh. Kharar may be ensured in this Commission at the next date of hearing on 11.12.2012. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. J.S.Paul  Lt. Col.(Retd.)

Managing Director

Paulbro Leathers Pvt. Ltd., 

11, Leather Complex, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.                                                                                             …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

0/0 Chairman, Punjab Effluent Treatment Society for Tanneries,


 (PETS), c/o Chairman PETS-cum-Director of Industries & Commerce, 

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh




     …Respondent

AC No.748/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the appellant.




None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent and the complainant are not present and no intimation regarding their absence has been received. The PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 




To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







      (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012


      State Information Commissioner.

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjeev Kumar

Son of Late Sh. Jasmer Singh,

H.No. 306-A, Village Maloya,

U.T. Chandigarh.






….Appellant
Versus

1. PIO, Office of Controller of Stores, Punjab,

    Design Institute Building, Sector 10/C,

    Chandigarh.

 2. FAA-Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

    17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.                        ….Respondents

AC No. 762/12 

Present:

 None on behalf of the appellant.




Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o Controller of 

                                Stores, Punjab on behalf of respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him through registered post. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. In view of the submission of the respondent regarding supply of the information, the case is disposed of and closed.







(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.12.2012                         State Information Commissioner

.

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana.




      




   




                

                  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga, Punjab.









          
        ….Respondent

CC No. 1326/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri Gurtej Singh, District Transport Officer, Moga, on behalf 

                                of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the original application of the complainant seeking information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 has not been received in his office. The respondent further submits that he has already written a letter dated 2.11.2012 to the complainant regarding non-availability of the application. In order to avoid multiple proceedings under Sections 19 and 18 of the RTI Act, viz., appeals and complaints, this case is remitted to PIO, District Transport Officer, Moga, (along with copy of complaint and RTI-request), with the following directions:

                     (i) 
The PIO should furnish a reply to the complainant within two weeks of receipt of this order.

                     (ii) 
The PIO should invariably indicate to the complainant the name and address of the 1st Appellate Authority, before whom he can file first-appeal, if any.

(iii)
In case the complainant is not satisfied with the reply received from PIO, he, under section 19(1) of the RTI Act, may within the time prescribed, file his first-appeal before the Appellate Authority (AA).

(iv) 
On receipt of the first appeal from the petitioner as per the above directions, AA should dispose of the appeal within the period stipulated in the RTI Act.

(v)
 In case the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of First Appellate Authority, he is at liberty to file a second appeal afresh before the Commission, under Section 19(3), along with complaint u/s 18, if any.

                         The complaint is disposed of with above directions. 
Dated: 8.11.2012




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34,, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh, 

#57, Kewal Vihar, 

PO Model Town, 

Jalandhar-144003.






                

     








    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Kewal Vihar Cooperative

Maintenance Society Ltd.,

Jalandhar-144003.









          
   ….Respondent

CC No. 1328/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent has sent a letter dated 30.8.2012 motioning that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied. The respondent has also sent a letter dated 22.8.2012 from the complainant regarding receipt of the information. In view of this submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







( Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:8.11.2012                          State Information Commissioner.

.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.K.Sayal, Accounts Officer (Retd.), 

Member RTI Activists Fed.Punjab, 

Syal Street, 

Sirhind-140406, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib.

   







                  

  








            …Complainant

Versus

PIO, O/O Municipal Council, 

Sirhind, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib.

         ….Respondent

CC No. 144212 

Present:
Shri N.K.Syal-complainant.



Shri Davinder Singh, Junior Assistant, M.C.Sirhind on behalf of the 

                      respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant confirms having received the information. In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed. 






             (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:8.11.2012                          State Information Commissioner.

.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.K.Sayal, Accounts Officer (Retd.), 

Member RTI Activists Fed.Punjab, 

Syal Street, 

Sirhind-140406, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib.




                  

  








            …Complainant

Versus

PIO, O/O Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

   ….Respondent

CC No. 1461/12 
Present:
Shri N.K.Syal-complainant.


Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistant, Office of Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




At the last date of hearing on 1.8.2012 the complainant has pointed out that information provided to him is not complete. The complainant states that he has pointed out the deficiencies in the information provided to him vide his letter dated 4.9.2012. A copy of this letter has also been sent to this Commission. The complainant now states that he has received letter No. 14030 dated 26.10.2012 mentioning that the letter dated 4.9.2012 is not legible.  The respondent was asked to show copy of the complaint on the basis of which he has written the letter dated 26.10.2012 but the respondent failed to produce that letter. The representative of the respondent Public Authority is not clear about the matter. The PIO, Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain his position regarding the above letter and also submit his written response regarding the complaint. 



The complainant further states that he is facing harassment and detriment for obtaining the information for which he should be compensated. The PIO is also directed to explain his position regarding the demand of compensation by the complainant. To come up on 6.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

Dated: 8.11.2012



                  ( Narinderjit Singh )





                      State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kumar, 

House No. 180, Daler Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.






           …Complainant

Versus

PIO, O/O District Transport Officer,

Patiala.







….Respondent

CC No. 1470/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri Sukhvinder Kumar, ADTO, Patiala, on behalf of the 

                                 respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The complainant was also absence on the last two hearings on 1.8.2012 and 20.9.2012. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012                 State Information Commissioner.

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Pal Singh

 S/o Shri Jarnail Singh,

Vill. Khanpur, PO Dialpur, 

Teh. & Block Phillaur, 

Distt. Jalandhar.







                

     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.









          
   ….Respondent

CC No. 1353/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Pirthipal Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, 

                                Khanpur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The complainant was also absence on last two dates of hearing i.e. 1.8.2012 and 20.9.2012. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 







(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagjit Singh s/o Sh. Hardyal Singh,

Vill. Mehrana, Distt. Tarn Taran.


      




   






                             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal, UCI, ITC, Suranassi,

Distt. Jalandhar.





                   ….Respondent

CC No.1048/ 2012 

Present: -

None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sandeep Raj, Principal, UCI, ITC, Suranassi on behalf   of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kumar, 

House No. 180, Daler Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana. 






           …Complainant
Versus

PIO, O/O District Transport Officer,

Moga.







….Respondent

CC No. 1472/ 2012 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri Gurtej Singh, District Transport Officer, Moga, on behalf 

                                of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the original application of the complainant seeking information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 has not been received in his office. The respondent further submits that he has already written a letter dated 2.11.2012 to the complainant regarding non-availability of the application. In order to avoid multiple proceedings under Sections 19 and 18 of the RTI Act, viz., appeals and complaints, this case is remitted to PIO, District Transport Officer,Moga, (along with copy of complaint and RTI-request), with the following directions:

                     (i) 
The PIO should furnish a reply to the complainant within two weeks of receipt of this order.

                     (ii) 
The PIO should invariably indicate to the complainant  the name and address of the 1st Appellate Authority, before whom he can file first-appeal, if any.

(iii)
In case the complainant is not satisfied with the reply received from PIO, he, under section 19(1) of the RTI Act, may within the time prescribed, file his first-appeal before the Appellate Authority (AA).

(iv) 
On receipt of the first appeal from the petitioner as per the above directions, AA should dispose of the appeal within the period stipulated in the RTI Act.

(v)
 In case the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of First Appellate Authority, he is at liberty to file a second appeal afresh before the Commission, under Section 19(3), along with complaint u/s 18, if any.

                         The complaint is disposed of with above directions. 
Dated: 8.11.2012




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34,, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Mahajan,

C/O New India Assurance Company

80, Court Road,

Amritsar. 






           …Complainant
Versus

PIO, O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







….Respondent

CC No. 1445/ 2012 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.







Shri Harwinder Singh, Clerk, Office of DTO, Amritsar 

                                 on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The complainant was also absent on the last two hearings on 1.8.2012 and 20.9.2012. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 8.11.2012                 State Information Commissioner.

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ranjit Singh, # 2314.

Phase XI, SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      




   



               …Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nadala, Distt. Kapurthala.









    ….Respondent

CC No.564/12 

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Yusuf Masih, Panchayat Secretary, Nadala, on behalf of 

                                 the respondent.

ORDER 


The representative of the respondent Public Authority is not clear of the subject matter of the complaint. At the last date of haring on 25.10.2012, PIO, BDPO, Nadala, District Kapurthala was directed to be personally present to explain the matter regarding the complaint but the PIO is not present. The PIO is hereby summoned to be present at the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for his absence and also for not making any written submission regarding the complaint. This is a last opportunity to the PIO failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrant of the PIO in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. 



To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 

Dated: 8.11.2012.

  
            (Narinderjit Singh)





           State Information Commissioner

                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Kuldeep Kumar Sharma, 

Panch, Gram Panchayat,

Rampur Maler,

Block Thana Tehsil Dasuya,

District Hoshiarpur.

     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  District Development & Panchayat Officer,           

Hoshiarpur.





  
     ….Respondent

CC No. 1690 of 2012 

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar on behalf Shri Kuldeep Kumar Sharma-

                      complainant.



 None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The respondent is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The PIO, DDPO, Hoshiarpur is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

Dated: 8.11.2012.

  
            (Narinderjit Singh)





           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bishambar Dass, Chairman,

A.I.Freedom Fighters Association,

New Building, Old Shahpur Road, Pathankot 145001


      




   







                  

  



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer,

Division No.1 Police Station

Pathankot.










   ….Respondent

CC No. 1439/12 

Present:

Dr.Bachhittar Singh on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Baljit Singh, Head Constable, Office SHO, Division No. 

                                1, Pathankot on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER




The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant was sent to him but the complainant refused to receive the same. The respondent further submits that the complainant has not preferred any appeal to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Senior Superintendent of Police, Pathankot. 




In view of the submission of the respondent, the complaint is remitted to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Pathankot, First Appellate Authority to take further action as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 8.11.2012.

  
            (Narinderjit Singh)





           State Information Commissioner

