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

Sh. H.B.S. Hundal,

# 3402/71,  Mohali (Punjab)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Faridkot

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1718 of 2012

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


(ii) Er. Jaspreet Singh, SDO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
18.02.2012

PIO replied


:
12.07.2012

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
23.11.2012

Information sought: 
Seeks information on five points relating to the works and expenditure incurred by office eof SE, PWD (B&R), Faridkot

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


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. Copy of the information is taken on record. Complainant is advised to collect the information from the Commission office. 
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Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, 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.

Decision: 

Adjourned to 11.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Parnami,

S/o Sh. Madan Lal,

r/o Juneja Gali, Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1807 of 2012

Present
( i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


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

ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
18.82012

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
07.12.2012
Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding the colony constructed on Fazilka Abohar Road, Opp. Satia Motor, Village Rampura
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Appellant has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend the hearing in the Commission. The perusal of the file shows that the appellant has filed his RTI application with the PIO, O/o BDA, Bathinda on 22.10.2012. The application of the applicant was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Nagar council, Fazilka  vide Memo. no. 1410 dated 26.12.2012 after the lapse of more than four months. 
Contd…P-2
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As a period of more than 10 days has elapsed since the date of making the application for information, The Respondent is, therefore, directed to collect the information from Nagar Council, Fazilka and provide it to the Appellant before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission.

Decision:

 Adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Gen, Secy,

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulupr, Tehsil Jagraon,

Ludhiana - 142035

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Engineer Electrical Wing,

PWD (B&R), Punjab, Patiala 

First Appellate Authority 
O/o Chief Engineer Electrical Wing,

PWD (B&R), Punjab, Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1709 of 2012

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


      (ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh SDE (E) on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
10.08.2012

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
22.11.2012

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Respondent states that some information has been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Appellant is advised that he should be present on the next date of hearing because rest of the information will be given to him on his appearance in the Commission. 
Contd…:P-2
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Decision


Adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

Note : Sh. Iqbal Singh, Appellant appeared before the Commission after the hearing was  over. He was read out the above order. He states that he has received information regarding point no. 1. The case stands adjourned on 22.02.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. 

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

Sh. Dharminder Singh Randhawa,

House No. 1164, Sector 43B,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to GOP,

PWD B&R, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3810 of 2012
Present
( i) Sh. Dharminder Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Tej Pal singh Virk, JE alongwith Sh. Tilak Raj, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
01.10.2012

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
05.12.2012

Information sought: 
Seeks information on three points Road Transport and Highways from Kharar to Kurali pertaining to the period 2008 to 30.09.2012

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Complainant states that he has sought information on 3 point. He further states that he has received the information pertaining to point no. 2. Regarding the information pertaining to point no. 1 and 3, Respondent has sought some more time. Some more time be given to the Respondent to provide the complete information to the Complainant.

Contd..P-2
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Decision


On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 12.02.2012 (at 11.00 AM)( for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Gurdiljit Singh,

S/o Parmjit Singh

Village Gobindpura

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3693 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Gurdiljit Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Harkirat Singh, Naib Tehsildar  alongwith Sh. Amit Kumar, O/o ADC, Mansa on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
13.10.2012

PIO replied


:
09.11.2012

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
23.11.2012

Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding the appointments under the Piona Power Plant from the families of effected farmers in Village Gobindpura, Tehsil Budhalada, Distt. Mansa 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him. Remaining information has been given to the complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.
Contd…P-2
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Decision

In view of the fact that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Arun Dutta,

S/o Sh. Ramesh Chander Dutta,

Ward No. 8, Near Durga Mandir,

Balachaur (SBS Nagar) - 144521

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3668 of 2012
Present
( i) Sh. Arun Dutta, the Complainant 


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

ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
13.06.2012

PIO replied


:
16.09.2012

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
22.11.2012

Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding the promotion of S.Os in Nagar Councils/Corporations/Nagar Panchayats pertaining to the period 01.01.2010 to 31.03.2012
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. Regarding remaining information, Complainant is advised to file a fresh complaint with the concerned department regarding genuiness of the information.


Contd…P-2

-2-

Decision:


Since, the information has already been supplied by the Respondent, the case is, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Charanvir Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 416, Yadvindra Complex

District Courts, Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Electrical Division No. 1, 

Punjab PWD B&R, Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3660 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Er. Jaswinder Singh, SDE, O/o PWD B&R on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
17.10.2012

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State


Information Commission on 
:
21.11.2012

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Complainant has authorized Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Advocate  to appear on his behalf. Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Advocate  appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that  Charanvir Singh has not filed this application in the Commission. Moreover, he has received the same information in another case. 

Decision


The case is, therefore, disposed of as not maintainable. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal,

s/o Sh. Ruldu Singh Dhaliwal

c/o Mistri Mohinder Singh

Sant Attar Singh Nagar

Near Police Line & B/s Malwa School,

Sangrur – 148 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing

Corporation Ltd., Sangrur  

 





           …………………………..Respondent

CC No.  691 of 2012

Present
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Complainant is absent for the third consecutive hearing. Today, Respondent has sent a fax that he is unable to attend the hearing and has sought another date. On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 26.02.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Smt. Murti Devi,

#33159, St No.1,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Bathinda
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2132 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2. 
Vide order dated 18.12.2012, Respondent-PIO was asked to show cause  as to why action be not taken against him for not providing the information in time and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant  for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay in supplying the information.  Pursuant to this, Sh. Ashok Kumar, Junior Assistant has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause on behalf of the PIO.  

3.
Insofar as the supply of information in the instant case is concerned, it has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant

4.
On going through the contents of the reply filed by the Tehsildar, Bathinda and scrutiny of the materials on record, I am of the view that no case for imposition of penalty upon the Respondent or for the award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) RTI Act 2005 to the Complainant is made out. I, therefore, decline to impose any penalty upon the Respondent or award any compensation to the Complainant.  
5.
In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





 Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh 

S/o Teja Singh

r/o Village Mander, PO Kulrian,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Malerkotla,

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Patiala.

.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1139 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Mohinder Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Jagjit Singh, Clerk, O/o BDPO, Budhlada  on behalf of the  Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
The perusal of the file indicates that there is a mistake  in the designation of Sh. Jagjit Singh, the Respondent  in the last orders i.e. 18.12.2012 issued by the Commission. Instead of “Clerk “, the order describes it as “BDPO” in the designation of the Respondent.  The description of the Respondent in the instant appeal, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly.

Contd…P-2
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3.
During the hearing dated 18.12.2012, Sh. Jagjit Singh was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Today, Sh. Jagjit Singh, Clerk, O/o BDPO, Budhlada appeared and states that the sought for information has been given to the Appellant. Appellant states that he wants the copy of survey of BPL after the year 2002. Respondent states that no survey of BPL has been done after the year 2002. Today, Respondent has given in writing to the Appellant that no survey of BPL has been done after the year 2002. Appellant is satisfied with the information.

4.
In view of the fact that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Prem Kumar,

s/o Sh. Prabh Dayal,

r/o Dhikhan Wala Mohalla, 

Talwandi Saboo,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3472 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Prem Kumar, the Complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far by the Respondent. During the hearing held on 18.12.2012, Respondent was absent  and ADC, Bathinda was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information. But, today again neither the ADC Bathinda nor his representative is present to attend the hearing, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.

3.
In view of the foregoing, ADC- Bathinda is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
ADC- Bathinda is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. ADC- Bathinda is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Ram Sharan Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40C,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Chief Admn Officer,

PUDA, Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan , Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Punjab
Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1140 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Ram Sharan Dass, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Seema Sharma, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing held on  18.12.2012, Respondent was directed to provide the information regarding point nos. 5 and 7. Today, Smt. Seema Sharma , Clerk appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that the information regarding point nos. 5 and 7 has been sent to the Appellant. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent. All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Appellant. Respondent is directed to provide the information to the appellant pertaining to file nos. 33, 68, 83 and 125 before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission 

3.
Adjourned to 26.02.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  759 of 2012

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. P.K.Chibber, Deputy D.A. on behalf of  the Respondent no. 2 and Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent  no. 1.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. He further states that the remaining information cannot be provided to the Appellant under Section 8(e) (g) and (j). Respondent has submitted the order passed by Hon’ble Justice Sh. K.S. Radhakrishnan and Hon’ble Justice  Sh. Dipak Misra of Hon’ble Supreme Court in CWP No.4082/2010 in Special Leave Petition (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012 which has given direction that if any information sought, is not related to public activity or larger public interest may not be provided. Appellant is absent. One opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission. 
3.
Adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  


Sd/-

                                                                        (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, Ward No. 5,

Maur Mandi – 151 509,

Distt. Bathinda 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1779 of 2012

Present
( i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO alongwith Sh. Jatinder Kumar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing held on 18.12.2012, Respondent was directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing. Today, Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO alongwith Sh. Jatinder Kumar appearing on behalf of the Respondent and has sought another date. Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Complainant is absent for third consecutive time. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
On the request of the Respondent the case is adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Jeewan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Parkash Chand 

Shop No. 39, New Grain Market,

Mansa

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1452 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Jeewan Kumar, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Makesh Juneja, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the hearing held on 13.12.2012,  Respondent was directed to provide the following information:-


“(i) Certified copy of the rent deed submitted by M/s. H.S. Commission.

(ii) Bring the original office record to show on which basis, shops have been allotted and cancelled. 


(iii) Certified copy of the Govt., instructions for the allotment of the shops”.
 3.
Today, Sh. Makesh Juneja, PIO appeared and states that the above-said information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant states that he has received the information. The Appellant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

Contd…P-2
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4.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of District Transport Office, Amritsar. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. I have taken a lenient view and not imposing any penalty, but the PIO is warned to be careful in future.
5.
As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of, in view of the fact that complete information stands provided. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Kulwant Rai,

Ward No. 14, Gopal Bhawan Road,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur – 148 021

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur 
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3165 of 2012

Present :
( i) Sh. Pawan Kumar, the Appellant



(ii) None is appeared on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that he filed his RTI application with the PIO, O/o DEO (S), Sangrur on 30.04.2012 but no information has been given to him after the lapse of more than eight months. Respondent is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. He was not present even on the last date of hearing, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.

3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o DEO (S), Sangrur is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO, O/o DEO (S), Sangrur is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o DEO (S), Sangrur is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 26.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                          
 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Kaithal Road, Khanori Mandi,

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Phase VII, SAS Nagar,

Mohali
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3139 of 2012

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


(ii) Smt. Pavitter Pal Kaur, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that Complainant was advised to deposit Rs. 73/- as documentation fee. Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 22.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

# 2346/1, Gali Mirja, 

Opp. State Bank of India,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S),

Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3155  of 2012

Present
Nemo for the parties 

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.12.2012, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. It appears that Complainant is not interested in pursuing this matter. 
2.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 








Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Phuman Singh,

R/o Village & PO Reond Kalan,

Tehsil Budhalada, Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3125  of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Sunny Singla, Advocate on behalf of the complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the hearing dated 13.12.2012, Respondent was directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. Today, Sh. Sunny Singla, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far regarding the deficiencies pointed out. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    Respondent is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 11.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. Copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant be sent to the Respondent alongwith the order.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Ramkishan Singh,

Village Gobindpura,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3167 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Harkirat Singh, Naib Tehsildar  on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 
Sh. Harkirat Singh, Naib Tehsildar  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 fact that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

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

Sh. Joginder Singh (SDE Retd.,)

House No. MIG 531,

Housing Board Colony,

Urban Estate Phase-I,

Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to GOP,

PWD B&R, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3694 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Om Parkash , Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
21.09.2012

PIO replied


:
NIL
Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
23.11.2012

Information sought: 

Seeks information regarding screening  which exists 

from the year 1980 to 2005

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has demanded the information related to Er. Ashok Kumar Nayyar, Er. Gurdev Singh, Er. Sohan Lal Gupta, Er. Charanjeet Singh Bains, Er. Jaswinder Singh and Er. Tek Singh. He further states that he has received the information except Er. Sohan Lal Gupta. Respondent is directed to provide the information related to Er. Sohan Lal Gupta before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission.
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Decision


Adjourned to 11.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  








Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 22nd January, 2013

