STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Jain,

R/o Gali No. 18, Parinda,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ground Floor, Mini Secretariat,

Bathinda – 151 001 

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 455 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Madan Lal, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Amrit Lal Garg, APIO, O/o DFSC on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit and has also submitted photographs as proof that the boards have been installed by the gas agencies. Appellant has submitted C.D as proof that the boards have not been installed by some of gas agencies so far. Respondent is again directed to visit all the gas agencies to verify that boards are installed at the premises of all the gas agencies at a place visible to all the customers. This should be done by 15th February, 2009. Appellant may visit the gas agencies  to confirm that correct information has been provided to him.

3.
Adjourned to 13.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.L. Malhotra,

Chief Editor,

Punjab –Da-Shisha Newspaper, 

Punjabi Anand Puri Noorwala Road, 

Gurdware Wali Gali,

Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant 

V/s.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. General Manager.,

Punjab Roadways,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2756 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. K.L.Malhotra, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Naginder Singh, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information is to be supplied by the Director State Transport. Application of the Complainant has been forwarded to the Director State Transport to supply the information. Respondent further submits copy of the letter of the Director State Transport addressed to the Complainant that he should deposit Rs. 48/-  as fee for 24 pages of information so that the sought for  information be sent to him.

3.
Complainant states that he has not received any such letter from the Director State Transport, he has also sent a reminder to the Director State Transport on 01.10.08 to provide the information but no reply has been received from the Director State Transport. Complainant further states that the information is not being provided deliberately by the 

Contd….P-2

-2-

PIO O/o Director State Transport. He prays that record of PIO O/o DST be called in the Commission to verify the mode by which the said letter vide which he has been asked to deposit the money. 

4.
The sought for information is to be provided by PIO O/o Director State Transport Pb, Chandigarh. PIO, O/o Director State Transport is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith dispatch register in order to verify the dispatch of letter no. 1304 dated 21.08.08 to Sh. K.L.Malhotra.

5.
Adjourned to 13.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
CC:-
Public Information Officer O/o Director State Transport Pb, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Lal,

Assistant Registrar Coop. Societies (Retd.),

H.No. 1044, Phase 3B2, 

Mohali
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Registrar Cooperative Societies,

17 Buys Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 465 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Lal, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Navinder Kaur, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the copies of the noting vide which representation of the Appellant was rejected is supplied to the Appellant in the Commission today. Appellant is not satisfied with the documents provided. Respondent has suggested that Appellant should inspect the file in their office and any documents pointed out by him will be given to him. Respondent and Appellant have mutually agreed to inspect the file on 26.02.09 in the office of the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide copies of all the information/ documents as pointed out by the Appellant after the inspection. 
3.
Adjourned to 13.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohan Singh,

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

R/o Backside, Sadar Khana, 

Faridkot.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1593 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Mohan Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, District Transport Officer, Faridkot and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk, O/o RTA on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, DTO Faridkot appeared personally and states that efforts are being made to locate the file to ascertain the ownership of the truck No.PUU-9099 and has requested that some more time be given to trace old files,. Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk appeared on behalf of the Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot, states that as per their record no goods carriage permit has been issued either in the name of Sh. Gulshan Rai or in the name of Sh. Lakhwinder Singh in respect of vehicle No.PUU-9099.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parmod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hem Raj,

W.No. 12 Dr.  Kashmirrwali,

Gali, Sardulgarh, Distt-Mansa.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2272 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, PIO was directed to file an affidavit why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005. In today’s hearing, PIO has filed an affidavit submitting that examination form of the student had not been received from Learning centre of Mansa. The information sought was not with held intentionally but the sought for information was at that time not born/exist in the record (about the notification of declaration of his result). On the basis of the explanation submitted by the PIO, RTI proceeding under Section 20 of the RTI Act is dropped. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

         (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate,

Corner  Seat, First Line,

Opp. Bachat Bhawan, New Courts,

Ludhiana 

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Pb. Mandi Board,

Sec : 17-C, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2383 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh, on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Chander Shekhar, Chief Librarian-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that information running into 6000 pages was supplied to the Complainant on the last hearing, Complainant has pointed out deficiencies. Information having 1800 pages are again handed over to the Complainant in the Commission today in respect to the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  H.B.Malhotra,

Kothi No. 569,

Phase -2,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Principal Secy. Finance Pb.,
Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2752 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh.H.B.Malhotra, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Vivek Swami, Senior Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has not received information regarding point no. 5, 6 7 and 8. Sh. Vivek Swami, Senior Law Officer appearing on behalf of the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary, Finance states that Complainant has asked for reasons and as per RTI Act Respondent is not bound to provide the reasons or create information. Respondent is directed to submit written arguments in support of his contention with a copy to the Complainant.

3.
Adjourned to 13.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Bachan Singh,

Gali No. 6, Subhash Nagar, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer
Nagar Council, Phagwara,
Distt. Kapurthala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2295 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Joginder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harneek Singh, Assistant-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has filed application for information to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Phagwara on 23.01.2008. Complete information was supplied to him on 16.01.2009, after a delay of 8 months. Respondent states that some of the information was supplied earlier vide their letter no. 269/ME dated 07.08.2008. 

3.
Complainant states that he has received the information only after he made a complaint to the Commission. He prays that he should be compensated for the expenditure incurred in visiting the Commission.

4.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause by filing an affidavit why Complainant should not be awarded compensation for the expenditure incurred in attending the proceedings before the Commission at Chandigarh for obtaining information from Nagar Council, Phagwara. He should also submit why complete information was not provided to the Complainant earlier.
5.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Akesh Kumar,

# 2440, Gali No. 2,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Backside Rambagh Road,

Barnala

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Barnala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2755 of 2008

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


(ii) Dr. Suresh Kumar, PIO the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information had already been handed over to the Complainant on 05.11.2008. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pawitter Singh,

S/o S. Gurdev Singh,

# Are Wali Gali,

Near Bus Stand,

Muktsar -  152 026

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Health & Family Welfare Pb.,
Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34A,
Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2754 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Pawitter Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Late Shri Sunder Dass,

H.No. 2299, Sector44-C,

Chandigarh 
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Punjabi University,

Patiala 


………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  469 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. J.S. Rana, Advocate for the Appellant



(ii)Sh. S.S.Khera, Registrar, O/o Punjabi University, Patiala and Mr. 


      Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that vide his letter no. 220/RTI cell dated 29.01.09 information comprising of 1118 pages has been again  sent to the Appellant.  Respondent further states that Appellant has been intimated that certain information sought by the Appellant was not provided being exempt under sections 8(g), 8(j), 2 (n). Sh. S.S. Khera, Registrar , Punjabi University, Patiala  appeared personally and requested that he  be exempted from personal appearance in future as the Complainant has already been informed about the reasons for hiding /blackening certain portions of  the documents. It has also been submitted that this hiding/blackening of these portions was done for the reason that these contained information purely of personal nature, to wit addresses and telephone numbers etc.

3.
Appellant is directed to submit, in writing, his response to letter no. 220/RTI cell dated 29.01.09 of Respondent before the next date of hearing.  Registrar, Punjabi 
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University, Patiala is exempted from appearing personally before the Commission on the future dates of hearing unless otherwise ordered.
4.
Adjourned to 13.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th Feb, 2009
