STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 554 of 2013 
Date of decision: 12.03.2013 
Sh. Tarsem Jindal, (Neeli Chattri Wala).

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, 

R/o #306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala.


            ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Barnala





……………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Basant Singh, Superintendant –cum-APIO office of Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala. (98149-09427 )
ORDER
1.
 Vide his application dated 03.12.2012, the complainant had sought the  information about one Sh. Baljit Kumar, ME of the office of Improvement Trust, Barnala. On not getting the information he filed complaint on 22.01.2013 in the Commission. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.03.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Basant Singh, Superintendant –cum-APIO office of Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala states that the reply to the complainant qua his application for seeking information has already been sent vide letter no. 162 dated 01.02.2013. He further submits that the complainant has not specified the date and contents of the appeal under RTI Act. In absence of details of an application, information cannot be provided to the complainant. He submits copy of reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. In the end, he submits that since it is not clear as on which application and what information is required to be provided to the complainant, the instant case may be disposed of. 
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5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the application dated 03.12.2012 of the complainant is unspecific and vague. It is not clear as to what information is required to be provided to the complainant. The PIO had written by registered post to the information seeker vide letter no.162 dated 01.02.2013 stating that the PIO is responsible for providing the information and Baljit Kumar, ME  is not authorized to provide the information. Moreover, it is not deciphered from the application of the complainant that what information needs to be provided. There is no reference of application number and date and also the subject matter has not been mentioned specifically. With these observations, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 558 of 2013 

Sh. Ram Kumar,

S/o Sh. Channan Ram, 

R/o Near Andarla Dera, 

Village Tappa, 

Distt. Barnala-148108.


           ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tappa, Distt. Barnala.



……………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present. 

ORDER
1.
 Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from either about reason of absence. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 565 of 2013
Sh. Hardev Singh Galwatti, 

R/o Near  SDM Kothi,

Nabha Distt. Patiala-147201.           

………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Nabha.  





……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Hardev Singh Galwatti complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Kashmir Singh, Patwari Halqa Nabha. 

ORDER
1.
 The complainant states that the requisite information has yet not been provided to him that is why he had to come to the Commission in complaint. He further states that the revenue staff has harassed him and it was duty of the PIO to provide him timely information.  

2.
Sh. Kashmir Singh, Patwari Halqa Nabha on behalf of the PIO seeks an adjournment to provide requisite information to the complainant. 

3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the case is adjourned for further hearing on 08.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 256 of 2013 
Sh. Manjit Singh S/o Sh. Kuldip Singh

C/o Superintendent, Model Jail,

Burail, Chandigarh.





………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.



       (Regd.Post)
2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.

 


            ……………..……………Respondents

Present:
None present. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant is presently lodged in Model Jail Burail, Chandigarh. He has moved it through Superintendant of the said jail as second appeal in the Commission on 23.01.2013. The Notice of hearing was issued to the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. Neither the PIO is present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. The PIO is hereby directed to be present at next date of hearing and explain the facts of the case as to why he has not attended the hearing today and also why reply to the Notice of the Commission has not been tendered by him. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 11.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the Deputy Commissioner (By name), Patiala and to the parties by registered post. 

       


 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
CC: 
The Deputy Commissioner (By name)
Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 255 of 2013 

Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Tarlok Singh

R/o Sunam Road, Bigarwal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.






………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager, Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation Ltd, 

Mehila Road, Sangrur. 

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Managing Director, Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation, 

Chandigarh. 



            ……………..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh appellant in person assisted by Sh. Maghar Singh. 
For the respondent: Smt. Santosh Sharma, Executive-2 office of District Manager, Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur and Sh. Anupam Singla Advocate on behalf of FAA. 
ORDER
1.
During the hearing of the case when respondent no.1 stated that the information as available on record bearing reference no. PAFCS/13/2164 dated 11.03.2013 has been brought in the Commission for providing it to the appellant but the appellant refused to accept the same because the information was not as per desire and demand of the latter. On asking, the appellant stated that the information brought by the respondent was not acceptable to him and he mentioned that the case be transferred to some other Bench as he does not expect justice from this Bench. In wake of statement of the appellant it shall be befitting if this case is transferred to some other Bench of the State Information Commission, Punjab. 

2.
The case be sent to Deputy Registrar to please take further necessary action.  

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 245 of 2013 
Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh 

R/o Village Jalal Khera, Tehsil & Distt. Patiala. 


………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala. 

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner, Patiala Division, 

Patiala. 




     ……………..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh appellant in person.
None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the requisite information has yet not been provided to him. He further submits that he is a handicapped person and is being harassed by the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala who is not providing him the requisite information. In the end, he requests that the PIO be penalized for delay in providing the information in view of relevant provisions of the RTI Act. 

2.
None present on behalf of the respondent. The PIO is hereby directed to attend next date of hearing in the Commission and explained the facts of the case, failing which action against him under RTI Act shall be initiated for not providing the information. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 579 of 2013
Date of decision: 12.03.2013 
Sh. Aditya Kumar Sood S/o Sh. Lekh Raj Bowry, 

R/o  H. No. 161, Ward No. 10, 

Timber Market Lakker Mandi, 

Doraha-141421.



    ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner Punjab, 

SCO-47-48, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh. 




……………..……………Respondent 

Present:
Sh. Aditya Kumar Sood in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Satnam Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Ludhiana Circle -6 and Smt. Meena Kumari, Labour Inspector, Grade-1, Khanna. 
ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 29.10.2012 the complainant had sought information regarding the issuing of Recovery Certificates from the PIO office of Labour Commission, Punjab. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 23.01.2013. 

2.
The Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.03.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant is present in the Commission and tenders written statement that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Sh. Satnam Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Ludhiana Circle -6 and Smt. Meena Kumari, Labour Inspector, Grade-1, Khanna are present at today’s hearing. The respondents submit reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 254 dated 08.03.2013 which is taken on record. The respondents further submit that since complete information has been provided to the complainant the case may please be disposed of. 
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5.
After hearing the parties and perusing the record it is observed that the complete information has been provided by PIO to the satisfaction of the complainant. It is further observed that no action is now required in this case. Therefore, the instant complaint is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
         COMPLAINT CASE NO. 581 of 2013 

Date of decision: 12.03.2013 
Legal Awareness Group (Rgd.)

Office # 455, Adarsh Colony, Bhadson Road, 

Patiala, Through Navkiran Singh Sodhi.

………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner,

Patiala. 





……………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala and Sh. Gurpreet Singh Labour Inspector Grade-II, Nabha. 
ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 20.12.2012 the complainant had sought information on 6 points pertaining to labourer and beggars from the PIO office of Assistant Labour Commission, Patiala. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 23.01.2013. 

2.
The Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.03.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant is neither present in the Commission at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala and Sh. Gurpreet Singh Labour Inspector Grade-II, Nabha are present in the Commission. The PIO submits reply to the Notice of the Commission bearing no. 1098 dated 08.03.2013 which is taken on record. The PIO further submits that on application dated 20.12.2012 the information seeker was intimated vide no.4805 dated 31.12.2012 that the sought for 












Cont…p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 581 of 2013
information is comprised of 83 pages for which assessed fee is Rs.166/- which be deposited. Thereafter, vide letter no. 421 dated 25.01.2013, a reminder was sent to the information seeker. On receiving Notice from the Commission another reminder was sent to the complainant vide no.547 dated 11.02.2013 asking him to deposit the assessed fee. Lastly, another reminder vide letter no.969 dated 01.03.2013 has been sent to the information seeker by hand asking him to deposit the assessed fee of Rs.166/- for obtaining information. He further submits that the information seeker has been contacted on his mobile also and briefed about depositing the assessed fee. He further submits that the information cannot be provided unless the requisite fee is deposited. In the end, he requests that since the complainant has not deposited the assessed fee the information sought for cannot be provided and therefore, the instant case may be disposed of. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the reply to the Notice submitted by him it is observed that the sought for information comprises of 83 pages for which the fee has been assessed at Rs.166/- and the complainant had duly been informed about it by PIO vide four letters dated 31.12.2012, 25.01.2013, 11.02.2013 and 01.03.2013. The contention of the PIO that the said information cannot be provided without deposit of assessed fee is tenable and as such, the case is closed and disposed of.   

6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

 
      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 599 of 2013 
Smt. Harinder Kaur (Sectional Officer)

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO No. 149-52,

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh. 



………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur. 





……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Smt. Harinder Kaur complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh, Patwari Longowal-D. (94786-26378)

ORDER
1.
 The complainant states that the certified copies of registered will no. 26/3 dated 24.05.2001 on the basis of which mutation no.9583/D dated 29.01.2013 and registered will no. 21/3 dated 04.04.2001 on the basis of which mutation no. 10176/D were sanctioned are yet to be provided.   

2.
Sh. Baldev Singh, Patwari Longowal-D states that the copies of the registered wills dated 24.05.2001 and 04.04.2001 shall be provided to the complainant for which a short adjournment may please be given. 

3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the case is adjourned for further hearing on 17.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            

      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
          SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054





                         Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1198 of 2012
Dr. Sohan Lal Jain

R/o 136-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town,

Patiala-147001 
     
           
          



      …Appellant

Vs

1 Public Information Officer,

O/o State Information Commission, Punjab 

Chandigarh.

 2.   First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Information Commission, Punjab 

Chandigarh.
3.    Public Information Officer,





O/o Civil Surgeon

Mansa.






              
 …Respondents






Present:
Dr. Sohan Lal Jain appellant in person. (94179-39487) 
For the respondent: Dr. Avtar Singh, Medical Officer and along with Sh. Parminder Singh, Computer Operator(9872820140)office of Civil Surgeon, Mansa  and Sh. Romesh Kumar PIO –cum- Section officer, office of State Information Commission, Punjab Chandigarh. 

ORDER

1. Dr. Sohan Lal Jain appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that though the deficiency pointed out on 11.02.2013 has been removed but original record in regard to the deficiency removed has not been provided for inspection to him. He further submits that the compensation be given to him for visiting the Commission a number of times.   

2.
Dr. Avtar Singh, Medical Officer, office of Civil Surgeon, Mansa is present in the Commission and submits that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant has been removed. However, he regrets that the complete original record has not been brought for the inspection of the appellant as the same is lying in the custody of Civil Surgeon Mansa. He also states that he has not been in receipt of academic allowance for the 
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year 2008-09 because only one person is entitled to get it and this allowance was being obtained by Dr. Asha Kiran. He seeks a short adjournment for bringing the record for inspection in the Commission. 

3.
The PIO office of Civil Surgeon Mansa is cautioned to be careful in future while implementing the RTI Act in letter and spirit. He is further directed to bring the original record for inspection in the Commission on next date of hearing after procuring it from office of SMO, Civil Hospital, Mansa or from the PIO office of Civil Surgeon Mansa wherever it is lying at present. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.03.2013 at 2:00 P.M.  
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
       Complaint Case No.  1742 of 2012
Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate

R/o # 397, 2nd Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula         
                



     
 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Continental Institute of Engineering &

Technology, Jalvehra, NH-1,

Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab



          


  …Respondent


Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent; Sh. Amit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Sh. Raman Walia Advocate for the respondent.   

ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. Sh. Amit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Sh. Raman Walia Advocate for the respondent attends the hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


      Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013.


               
       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2745 of 2012
Sh. Sardvinder Goyal, Advocate,

R/o # 397,2nd Floor, Sector-9, Panchkula



 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar Adesh University, 

Bathinda-Barnala Road,

Bathinda.





          
   

 …Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. D.K. Raheja Advocate for the respondent.
( 94649-70200)
 ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. Sh. D.K. Raheja Advocate for the respondent attends the hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


      Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013.


               
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No.3055 of 2012
Sh. Santokh Singh Makkar,

R/o # 1844, Urban Vihar, Dugri.

Phase-1, Ludhiana.-141013





 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

      (Regd.Post)
O/o DPI (SE), PSEB Complex Phase -8, 

Mohali.  

                        
   



 …Respondent

Present:
Sh. Santokh Singh Makkar complainant in person. 


None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
Sh. Santokh Singh Makkar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. He states that the requisite information has yet not been provided to him. 

2.
None is present on behalf of the respondent. 

3.
The instant complaint has been filed in the Commission on 03.10.2012. During the three hearings of the Commission the observation is that the DPI(SE), is trying to pass the buck to the DEO (S), Ludhiana and thereby dilly-dallying the matter. Resultantly, the information seeker, an aged person, is not getting the information which should have been provided to him when he filed his application dated 12.06.2012 under Section 6 of RTI Act with the PIO office of DPI(SE). The Commission is pained to observe the responsibility on part of the PIO who is taking the matter lightly and the spirit of RTI Act is lost in limbo. The PIO is hereby directed to appear in person at next date of hearing and failing which action against him shall be initiated under relevant provisions of RTI Act. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M.    
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4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to DPI(SE) (By name) and to the parties by registered post.








 
      Sd/-
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2013

               

         State Information Commissioner
CC: 
DPI (SE) (By name)


PSEB Complex Phase-8,


Mohali.
