STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

603/6, Mini Sectt. 

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1012 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Puran Chand, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that sought for information has not been provided to him rather he has received letter from department that his application for information is not available in their office.  Respondent states that sought for information has already sent to the Complainant through registered post. Copy of the information provided is again given to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Sh. Puran Chand, Senior Assistant appeared without any authorization letter. PIO is directed to appear personally alongwith the remaining information on next date of hearing. He should also bring dispatch register to confirm the fact that information has been sent to the Complainant through registered post. 

3.
Adjourned to 06.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1011 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. S.S.Bhatia, MD, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that misleading and wrong information has been provided by the Respondent. He further stats that sought for information is available in the office. Respondent is not intentionally furnishing the information. Respondent states that sought for information is not available in the O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, this information is with the Govt. Respondent is directed to provide the information as  available in their office to the Complainant within one week. He should forward the application of the Complainant to the concerned authorities to provide remaining information before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 06.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Bodies, (Pb.), 

131-132, J. Bldg., Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1014 of 2009

Present:
(i)  Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant



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

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that sought for information has not been provided to him.  Respondent states that Complainant has been informed vide their letter No. 1701 dated 01.06.09 that the information about Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra, Planning Officer for point No. 1 to 3 is third party and cannot be provided. Information for point No. 4 & 5 relates to Nagar Nigam, Ludhiana, so Complainant should collect this information from Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. It is observed that sought for information relating to Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra regarding his promotion as planning officer is in public domain. Respondent is directed to provide information for item No. 1 & 3 to the Complainant. For point No. 4 and 5, Respondent should collect the sought for information from the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and provide it to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to provide information to the Complainant through registered post. He is also directed to bring the dispatch register on the next date of hearing to confirm that the letter No. 1700 dated 01.06.09 has been sent through registered post. 

3.
Adjourned to 06.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh.Surjit Singh,

H.No. 26/334,

Adarsh Colony,

Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Bodies, (Pb.), 

131-132, J. Bldg., Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1016 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Surmakh Singh, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states  that Complainant has been asked to deposit the requisite fee so that sought for information be sent to him. Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant free of cost as the fee has not been demanded within the prescribed time under the RTI Act 2005. 

3.
Adjourned to 06.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Mohit Sharma,

C/o Universal Computer Center,

Power House Road, Bathinda

Distt. Bathinda (Pb.) 
…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Bathinda

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  927 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Vinay Jindal, District Drug Inspector on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 02.04.09. Complainant has not pointed out any observations.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information. No further action is required.

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

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Smt. Amardeep Kaur,

D/o Avtar Singh Bajwa

R/o 5/212, Mohalla Rodupura,

Gali Doctor Fakirchand Wali,

Tarn Taran,

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  966 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Bhajan Singh, Father-in-Law of the Complainant


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. No further action is required. 

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

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Smt. Amardeep Kaur,

D/o Avtar Singh Bajwa

R/o 5/212, Mohalla Rodupura,

Gali Doctor Fakirchand Wali,

Tarn Taran,

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  967 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Bhajan Singh, Father-in-Law of the Complainant


(ii) Sh.Balbeer Singh, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant sought information from the Secretary Education to provide the copy of the order passed on the application dated 04.02.2009. Secretary Education forwarded her application to DPI vide his letter no. 472 dated 05.03.2009 to provide the information. Respondent states that application of the Complainant seeking information is not available in his office. Complainant has produced the letter of the DPI showing that her application was dealt by the DPI and it is available in their office.

3.
It is observed that APIO has come un-prepared. PIO is directed to provide the information to the Complainant before the next date o hearing. He should procure the same from the O/o Secretary Education in case the sought for information is not available in his office.

4.
Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Gurpal Singh Brar,

S/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh Brar,

H.No. 21470, Power House Road,

Gali No. 6/4, Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  975 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Gurpal Singh Brar, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Tejwant Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered on 01.06.2009. Copy of the same has been handed over to the Complainant today, in the Commission. Complainant states that information furnished is incomplete. He further states that he has sought this information on 16.02.2008. Incomplete information has been given to him after delay of more than three months. He prayed that action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information within prescribed time. He should also be compensated for the harassment suffered by him. PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing, showing cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not provided the information in time. He should also submit as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him.

3.
Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Smt. Balwant Kaur,

W/o Charan Singh,

Near Ram Asharam, Bhawanigarh,

Distt. Sangrur - 148026.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1027  of 2009

Present:
(i) Smt. Balwant Kaur, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd-APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant today, in the Commission. He further states that information relating to period 1988 & 89 is not available in their office. He should be given some more time to trace the old record. Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Complainant is advised to go through the information provided and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Gurnam Singh

S/o Sh. Bagh Singh,

Vill. Dangdehra, Tehsil Derabassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar, Mohali 

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  BDPO,

Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1002 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurnam Singh, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Ritu, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that some of the information has been provided to the Complainant. Respondent has requested for some more time to trace the old record to provide the remaining information. Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad,

S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

VPO- Raiya, W.No-10,

Tehsil-Baba Bakala,

Distt-Amritsar.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer -

O/o District Food & Supply Officer,

Amrisar.

……………………………..Respondent

MR-43/2009 

in

CC No. 2201 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Gautam Thapar, Advocate on behalf of the Applicant



(ii) Sh. Cherry Bhatia, Inspector, Grade-2, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
On the request of the Applicant that he could not attend the last hearing due to ill health of his old aged mother, the case is re-opened.

4.
In today’s hearing, Applicant states that he is a social worker. He wants information about B.P.L card holder. He wants to know whether all the genuine persons are issued BPL cards, if the information is not provided the public at large will suffer irreparable loss.

5.
Respondent states that sought for information will be given to the Applicant, if directed by the Commission. The only reason for with holding the information was that the Applicant is a history sheeter and his name is registered in the police record.

6.
Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Applicant before the next date of hearing as the sought for information can not be denied to him as per RTI Act 2005.

7.
Adjourned to 06.07.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Accountants Officer (Retd),

Sayal Street, Sirhind.

Pin-140406.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Pb, CHD

……………………………..Respondent

MR-44/2009 

In

CC No. 2031 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. N.K, Sayal , the Complainant


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that enquiry report was received by the Respondent from enquiry office on 15.12.08. This fact was not disclosed in the hearing on 19.12.08.  Respondent states that this fact was not in his notice. Respondent further states that copy of the enquiry report will be provided to the Complainant within three weeks. Respondent is directed to furnish the copy of the latest inquiry report free of cost to the Complainant within three weeks.

3.
 Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties..

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

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

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

Sh. Bhajan Singh,

S/o Master Butta Singh,

V& PO-Harsi Pind,

Via- Budhi Pind,

Distt- Hoshiarpur.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Hoshiarpur

……………………………..Respondent

MR-45/2009

in

AC No. 539 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant



(ii) Dr. K.J.Bhagga, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the office record has been checked, the utilization certificate dispatch by SMO vide letter no. 288 dated 21.04.1999 had not been received in their office. To support his contention, he has submitted certified letter mentioning receipt No. of all the letters received from SMO from 22.04.1999 to 18.05.1999. He further states that Assistant controller (F&A) vide his letter dated 18.05.2009 has informed that SMO, Tanda, was asked to give details of cheque amounting to Rs. 2.0 Lacs (Two Lacs Only) issued by the CMO, as grant given to Gram Panchayat under Community Award Scheme, Hoshiarpur but no reply had been given by SMO, Tanda. There is no record in their office, to confirm the fact that cheque of Rs. 2.0 Lacs (Two Lacs Only) was issued by the CMO office. He further states that since there is no record in their office in this regard, sought for information cannot be provided. Applicant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. 

3.
In view of the above facts, no further action is required, the complaint is disposed of. Copies of the  order be sent to the parties.

                    


 Sd/-                         
     (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th  June, 2009
