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

Sh. Shmasher Singh Brar,

S/o Late Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar,

Mehmuana House, Old High Court Road,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Nabha,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Govt.,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.437 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Shamsher Singh Brar, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Charanjiv, APIO, Sh. Jasbir Singh, Clerk, Sh. Anil Thakur, Clerk  and Smt. Pushpa Rani, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has been provided to the Complainant. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, no further action is required. The case is  disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Rajiv Lohat Baddi

Chamber No. 592,

District and Session Courts,

Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Pakhowal, Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1130 of  2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Hardev Singh, Clerk, Sh. S. Singh, BDPO and Sh. Avtar Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that ex-sarpanch Smt. Manjit Kaur has not handed over the charge of cash book and resolution register beyond year 2005. BDPO, Pakhowal is directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of record and action should be taken against the erring official, if need be, FIR be got registered and compliance report be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
3.
On the last date of hearing Sh. Avtar Singh, Junior Engineer has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Complainant states that Sh. Avtar Singh, Junior Engineer has not filed correct affidavit. Complainant further states that in his affidavit Sh. Avtar Singh Junior Engineer has submitted that he has supplied the information within time period to PIO, but no information has been given to him so far.

4.
Sh. Avtar Singh, Junior Engineer is directed to provide the information relating to item No. 5 of the application for information.  He should be present on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information.

 5.        Adjourned to 18.08.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ram Lubhyia,

B-34-39/37, Mai Road,

Sandhu Nagar, Near Mandal Gurudwara,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1343  of 2011

Present:                  (i) Sh. Naresh Kumar, the Complainant
 (ii) Sh. Gurminder Singh, Panchayat Secy., and Sh. Jastinder Singh,          BDPO, Nurpur Bedi. On behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 31.01.2011, but complete information has still not been provided to him.  Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent today in the Commission.  In the hearing dated 02.06.2011, Sh. Jastinder Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi was directed to show cause and was also directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause.  In today’s hearing, he has failed to submit the affidavit.  Last opportunity is given to him to submit his reply on the next date of hearing alogwith the complete information to the Complainant.
3.         Adjourned to 18.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the roder be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                    (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Nageena Singh,

S/o Sh. Mehar Singh,

Vill:-Dapar, Dera Bassi,

Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat, Lalru,

Tehsil-Derra Bassi,

SAS Nagar.

Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer,

Dera Bassi

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 986  of 2011

Present:              (i) Sh. Nageena Singh, the Complainant.
  (ii) Sh. Preet Inder Singh, BDPO and Smt. Ritu, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         In the last hearing dated 02.06.2011, Respondent has sought some time to provide the information.  But in today’s hearing, he has failed to provide the information to the Complainant.  Respondent has submitted that the sought for information could not be provided as the record is not tracable.  Sh. Arun Sharma, DDPO, Lalru is directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of file which was received in his office
on 15.03.2001 from the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and action should be taken against the erring official, if need be, FIR be got registered against the staff responsible for loss of file  and compliance report be submitted on the next date of hearing. Complainant has filed an application for information on 16.02.2011 and information was not provided as the concerned file is not traceable.  
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3.
District Development and Panchayat Office, Lalru, is directed to show cause why the Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in attending the hearings in the Commission.  Complainant could not be provided information as there is no proper mechanism in the O/o District Development and Panchayat Office, Lalru to maintence/trace the movement of files.  

4.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 18.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Sh. Arun Sharma, District Development and Panchayat Officer,Lalru.

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

Sh. Sumit Gupta, Advocate,

Chamber No.105,

Distt-Courts, Fatehgarh Sahib.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind, Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1356 of 2011

Present:               (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                            (ii) Sh. Davinder Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Nachhtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

R/o Hamidi, Tehsil-Barnala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Barnala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 979 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Darshan Singh, BDPO, Barnala on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states  that as ordered by the Commission the penalty amount of Rs. 5000/- imposed on Sh. Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary  (deemed PIO) has been deposited in the Govt. Treasury,  and the compensation amount of Rs.2000/- has also been paid to the Complainant. Complainant has informed on telephone that he has received the compensation. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sandhu,

Chief Editor, Justice News,

J-67/100, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Barnala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 987 of 2011

Present:                   (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                                (ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.

Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information. Complainant is absent.  
3.

In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   

Sd/-
                                                                                             (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Inder Kumar Sekhri,

Managing Director,

Abhinav Cotspin Ltd.,

Village-Said Mubark,

Amritsar Road,

Batala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Exercise and Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana-1

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1369 of 2011

Present:                 (i) Sh. Varinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant.
                              (ii) Sh. Maninder Deep Sidhu, ETO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized Sh. Varinder Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  He states that the sought for information has still not been provided to him.  Respondent states that she has brought the information to personally deliver it, to the Complainant today, in the Commission.  Complainant has received the information and is satisfied.

3.              In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Inder Kumar Sekhri,

Managing Director,

Abhinav Cotspin Ltd.,

Village-Said Mubark,

Amritsar Road,

Batala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Exercise and Taxation Commissioner,

Mukatsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1368 of 2011

Present:                (i) Sh. Varinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant
                             (ii) Sh. Harmeet Singh, ETI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized Sh. Varinder Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Complainant states that no information has been provided to him till date.  In the hearing dated 02.06.2011, Respondent was directed to provide the information as the information is in public interest.  Respondent states that Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court have granted stay and has restrained from disclosing the requisite information.  Respondent is directed to produce the copy of the stay order of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court against this matter on the next date of hearing.

3.             Adjourned to 18.08.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh

R/o Korewala Kalan

Moga

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1077 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Arjinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit. He should ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 09.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village-Bika, Distt-SBS Nagar,

Punjab.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Saheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, Pb.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1339 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Gurinder Singh, HC on behalf of the Respo9ndent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to provide the information regarding item no. 3 to the Complainant. Today, Sh. Gurinder Singh, HC appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that regarding item no.3, Complainant has sought similar information earlier and the same has already been provided. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In view of the foregoing, no further action is required, the case is  disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                  
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

               

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

Sh. Satpal Singh,

S/o S. Chnan Singh,

Vill-Nangla, Tehsil-Khamano,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1362 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 02.06.2011, Respondent was directed to provide complete information to the Complainant. Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Complainant has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                               

    (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

              

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Institute of Education

And Training, Jagraon (Ludhiana).

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1341 of 2011

Present:                 (i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant
                              (ii) Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Vice Principal on behalf of the Respondent.




ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information on 11.03.2011 from the PIO O/o District Institute of Education and Training, Jagraon, Ludhiana on three points but complete information has still not been provided to him.  The sought for information relates to the Principal Smt. Sudesh Bajaj and to save her skin, she has denied the information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, whereas, she was not the PIO. Complainant further states that action should be taken against the Principal for deliberately denying the information.

3.   
Sh. Lakhvinder Singh, PIO states that he was directed by the Principal not to provide the information to the Complainant. 

4.
  In this case, Sh. Lakhvinder Singh is the PIO and he was supposed to provide or deny the information under provision of the Act but Sh. Sudesh Bajaj, the Principal at her level denied the information, whereas, under the Act, she has no authority to deny the information as she was not the PIO. 

Contd…P-2
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5.
Complainant has submitted that inspite of the order of the Commission during the last hearing, complete information has not been provided to him.  Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the ifnoramtion provided to the Respondent.  PIO has agreed to provide the complete information, before the next date of hearing.  Complainant has sought compensation for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in attending the hearings in the Commission and has also wanted that under the provision of the Act, penalty should be imposed on the Principal for denying the information. 

6.
In view of the foregoing, Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, presently working as District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana 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. 

7.
Smt. Sudesh Bajaj is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Smt. Sudesh Bajaj is also directed to be personally appear on the next date of hearing.

8.
Adjourned to 02.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana.

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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

R/o Gali No.6, Subhash Nagar,

Phagwara.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Sub Division, Phagwara.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1383 of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed two applications with the PIO, O/o SP, Phagwara on 07.03.2010 and 29.01.2011 but misleading information has been given to him. On the hearing dated 13.07.2011, Respondent was directed to bring the original copy sent by the office of Nagar council, Phagwara to their office and also the receipt register vide which the said letter was received in the office of S.P.Phagwara. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show 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 Superintendent of Police , Phagwara is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2
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5.
Adjourned to 09.09.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

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

Sh. Raghbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Megar Singh,

Village-Salempur,

P.O. Samana Kalan,

Tehsil-Chamkaur Sahib,

Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Roopnagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1371 of 2011

Present:                     (i) Sh. Raghbir Singh, the Complainant
(ii)Sh. Karnail Singh, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.       In the hearing dated 13.07.2011, Respondent. Sh. Darshan Singh, Deputy Registrar was directed a show cause for the delay in providing the sought for information.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Karnail Singh, Assistant Registrar appeared on his behalf and filed an affidavit of Sh. Darshan Singh, Deputy Registrar in response to the order showing cause. Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies has submitted that concerned society i.e. Salempur Cooperative Agricultural Service Society was directed to provide the information.  However, the society has failed to send the information to the office of Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies. The Secretary of the society had written a letter to the O/o Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies, Roopnagar on 29.04.2011 that the Managing Committee has convened a meeting of the society for 10.05.2011 to resolve/decide whether the information sought by the Complainant had to be supplied or not.  After the reminder sent on 29.04.2011, Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies’ office had received information from the office of the society on 30.05.2011 and the same was furnished to the Complainant on 01.06.2011.  So, the delay has been occurred on the part of the society. 

3.    In view of the submission of the Deputy Registrar, the show cause is, hereby, dropped.  Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
4.     In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 02.08.2011

               State Information Commissioner
