STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Upasana Gupta,

H.No.5324/3 Modern Complex,

Mani Majra, Chandigarh (U.T.).



                …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Heath Services (ESI)

Punjab, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.



                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO.2932 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Upasana Gupta, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.



All information has been provided to the Complainant except Point Nos. 3, 4, 7 and 21. The Complainant states that as regards information about Point No.3 is concerned, none of the powers has been assigned to the Deputy Controller (FA) and these are delegated to them by the Finance Department( by the Head of the Department/Head of the Office). She is not in agreement with this and she has been advised to take up this matter with higher competent authority. 


As regards Point No.1 is concerned, she asks for final authority who has stopped her pay and allowances in the year 2004. Unsatisfactory answer has been provided on this point and the Respondent is not present today.

Information should be given to her within a period of 15 days failing which action
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will be taken as per RTI Act, 2005.

To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.

  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 10.08.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner

     
  
After the hearing in the case is over, Shri Harnek Singh, Supdt., Shri Hari Parkash, SO and Shri Sanjay Sharma, Junior Assistant, on behalf of respondent came present. Shri Hani Parkash, SO stated that complete information has been provided to her. As regards Point No.3 is concerned, I have no reason to differ with the Respondent, but as far as Point No.1 is concerned, the Respondent is directed to provide information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 10.08.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Baldev Singh,

Q. No. 2-A, Income Tax Colony,

Chhoti Barandi, Patiala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2214 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.



This case fixed for hearing today but none appeared from both sides. The Complainant has sought an adjournment but he has failed to tell whether the compensation awarded by the State Information Commission has been paid to him or not. His request for adjournment is granted.


The case is adjourned to 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance regarding payment of compensation to the Complainant.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh                                                                (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 10.08.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

S/o Sh. Jaitu Ram,

# B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.


    


                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sagnrur. 



                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2060 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Sham Lal Singla, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sushil Kumar,Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 10.6.2009, directions were given to the Respondent to provide Bank Statement of Amalgamated Funds. This information has been provided to the Complainant on 1.8.2008. The Complainant states that some of the statements provided in the earlier hearing are wrong and full of lies. He has been advised to take up this matter with higher competent authorities.



The Complainant further states that he has filed complaint on 5.9.2008 and his original application was dated 16.5.2007. He demands that penalty should be imposed upon the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act as the information has been delayed by almost 16 months and compensation should be given to him for the detriment suffered by him.


In view of above, the Judgment is reserved.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 10.08.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Mohal Lal, S/o Shri Gulzari Lal,

Vill. Bhinder Khurd,

PO: Bhinder Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.
                                                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Deaths & Births,

Ajnala, Amritsar.                                                                               ….Respondent
CC- 508 of 2009  
ORDER 
Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.

This case was last heard on 1.6.2009 when Shri Mohan Lal, Complainant and Shri Bhalinder Singh, JE-cum-APIO appeared on behalf of the Respondent. On the insistence of the Complainant that the information has been supplied after a lapse of considerable time a show case notice for imposition of penalty has been issued to the Respondent. He was also given an opportunity for personal hearing and the Respondent has failed to give reply to show cause notice and also to avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

The Respondent is given another opportunity to file reply within 15 days and also appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing if he is interested to avail the opportunity of personal hearing, failing which it will be presumed that he has no justification for delay in supply of information  and the
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orders will be passed ex parte.

The case to come up for further proceedings on 16.09.2009 at 12:30 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   


Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Mohal Lal, S/o Shri Gulzari Lal,

Vill. Bhinder Khurd,

PO: Bhinder Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.
                                                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga.                                                   ….Respondent

CC- 509 of 2009  

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.

  
 
This case was last heard on 1.6.2009 when Shri Mohan Lal, Complainant and Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretay and Shri Balbir Singh, Tax Collector appeared on behalf of the Respondent and the  Respondent was directed to make a compliance of the orders of the Commission dated 1.6.2009, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, will be initiated.

 
Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent came present, one more opportunity is given to both the parties to pursue their case.

The case to come up for further proceedings on 16.09.2009 at 12:30 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   



Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jaswinder Singh,S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

VPO: Madheke,Tehsil: Nihal Singh Wala,

District: Moga.



                                      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO.475 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Complainant in person. 

Shri Mandeep Kumar,Clerk,on behalf of the Respondent. 

Arguments heard on behalf of both the parties.
The Judgment is reserved.
  
 
Copies be sent to both the parties.

                                                                                              Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
