STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi,

H. No. 17, Gulmohar Avenue,

Dhakoli, NAC Zirakpur,

Distt. Mohali.




  
     

_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

PWD (B&R) Deptt.,

Mini Secretariat, Sec-9, 

Chandigarh.








_______ Respondent

CC No. 2124 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 30.01.2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manmohan Garg,

S/o Sh. Sat Pal Garg,

H.No.  447, Gali No. 1,

Mohalla Kishan Pura,

Moga-142001.


 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.




                                       __________ Respondent

CC No. 2648 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Manmohan Garg, complainant in person. 


ii)
Sub Inspector Sri Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In his reply to the show cause notice for the imposition of the penalty prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act, the respondent has submitted in his written statement dated 28.02.2009 that the information required by the complainant was sent to him through registered post on 29.09.2008 and a copy of the concerned register in which the relevant entry has been made regarding this registration has been sent for the perusal of the Commission.  Although the complainant states that he did not receive this letter, it was also not received back undelivered.  Another copy of the information was sent to the complainant and also delivered to him personally on 21.02.2009 and the complainant states that he had received the information on that date. 

The requirement of the RTI Act having been fulfilled in this case and the orders of the court having also been complied with, the notice issued to the respondent vide the Court’s orders dated 05.02.2009 is hereby dropped. 

The only question which remains to be settled is the deliberate lapse on the part of the official, who was deputed to attend the Court on 08.01.2009 and 05.02.2009.    The representative   of the    respondent  present before us states that 
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S. I. Kuljinder Singh, In-charge of the Economic Offences Wing, Moga, had been deputed to appear before the Commission but he did not obey these orders and sent a Head Constable instead, who was unable to reach the Court on time and delivered a copy of the information which had been sent to the complainant to the Reader of the Court, after the hearing was over. As regards the hearing on 05.02.2009, I am informed that the respondent went unrepresented because it had been assumed by him that the In-charge of the E.O. Wing aforementioned, Sub Inspector Kuljinder Singh, will continue to attend all the hearings of this case, which he did not do and on this particular date he also did not depute any other official to attend the hearing. 

The respondent has submitted in his statement that departmental action is being initiated against Sub Inspector, Kuljinder Singh. This case is accordingly adjourned to 10.00 AM on 09.04.2009, by which date it is expected that departmental action against SI Kuljinder Singh will have been completed and the respondent will be in a position to inform the Court about the results thereof. 


It would be necessary only for the respondent to attend the Court on the next date of hearing. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Lucky Kumar,

s/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

W. No. 16, Near Ganga Oil Mill,

Jawaharke Road, City Mansa – 151505


___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 3043 of 2008

Present:        i)   
 Sri Vaneet Goel, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
 Sri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except the names of the individual students who have passed the examination or have been issued detailed-marks cards, but it is not necessary or desirable to provide these details to the complainant. 

The respondent has informed the complainant that the results of 17 students has not been declared because their examination fee has not been received by the University. The complainant states that the demand drafts were issued in the name of the University for the fees of these students and the concerned bank has also confirmed that the bank drafts had been en-cashed by the University. The details of the drafts have been given by the complainant to the respondent in the Court today. The respondent has made a commitment that he will check this up and in case the money has been credited in the University account, the results of the remaining 17 students will also be declared.


Disposed of.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

s/o Ganga Singh,

H. No. 22042, Gali No. 10/3-A,

Power House Road, Bathinda.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.  


__________ Respondent

CC No. 09 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 DSP Sh.  Surinder Pal Singh, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 19.02.2009, the respondent has made a written submission that no complaint against S. Jaswant Singh made by
 S. Sukhwinder Singh and S. Nachhattar Singh dated 01.08.2008 has been found to have been received in the records of the Police Post, Civil Lines, Bathinda .

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

s/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

Ward No. 1, Teh. Munak,

District Sangrur, Punjab.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat,

Teh. Munak, District Sangrur.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1189 of 2008

Present:        i)   
 Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,   complainant. in person
ii)     
 Sh   Pawan Gupta, Accountant –cum--PIO, 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent submits that the information required by the complainant was sent to him by post (UPC) on 23.05.2008,  but the complainant has apparently not received it. A copy of the required information has been delivered to the complainant in the Court today. 

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nem Chand Jain,

H. No. 24, Maheshpur,

Sector 21, Panchkula.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Municipal Town Planner, Punjab,

Sector 18, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1272 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Sri Harinder Singh Bajwa, Distt. Town Planner, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent on 05.09.2008.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

# 1054/21, Gali No. 3,

Balsingh Nagar, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

 Shri K.S.Kahlon, 
Law Officer-cum-    




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1300 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.

ii)     
 None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 16.04.2008 but he states that he has not received any response from the PIO. On his making a complaint, notices for today’s hearing were issued by the Commission on 18.02.2009 but the PIO has ignored the same and has not attended the hearing either personally or through  the concerned APIO. I conclude that prima facie no response has been given to the complainant to his application for information dated 16.04.2008 by the PIO, malafidely and without reasonable cause. 

In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Shri K.S.Kahlon, PIO-cum-Law Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  to show cause at 10 AM on 16.04.2008, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sh. Jasbir Singh dated 16.04.2008, should not be imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give a suitable response to the application for information of the complainant and make available to him copies of all notings and correspondence which exist in the records of the 
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Municipal Corporation on the subject of grant of ACP benefits to the complainant. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 16.04.2009 for further consideration and orders. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab

A copy is forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,  Local Government Department,  Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh for information and necessary action.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Vanita, Steno-typist,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Samana, 

District Patiala,




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt Development and Panchayat Officer,  

 Patiala, 


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1328 of 2008

Present:        i)   
 Sri Rakesh Mittal, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
 None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was made by the complainant to the APIO, Sh. Jasbir Singh, BDPO, Samana, who did not take any action on it or has not given any response to the complainant. The complainant states that Sh. Jasbir Singh ,BDPO, has since been transferred from the post of BDPO, Samana, and has been succeeded by Sh. Baljit Singh Sohi. In the above circumstances, a copy of the application dated 08.05.2009 of the complainant, Ms. Vanita, Steno-typists is sent to the District Development and Panchayats Officer-cum-PIO, Patiala, with the direction to give the required information to the complainant within 30 days of the date of the receipt of these orders, the period prescribed under the RTI Act. 


Considerable delay has already been caused by this APIO S. Jasbir Singh and it is expected that the PIO will strictly comply with the orders of the Court. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 16.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. Since the entire delay in this case has caused by the APIO S. Jasbir Singh, I also direct that the information should be provided to the complainant free of cost.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Bhojia Cooperative Labour & Construction Society Ltd.

C/o Amritsar Cooperative Labour Union Ltd.

Albert Road, 
Amritsar.                           




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executrive Engineer,

 Jandiala Division,UBDC, 
Amritsar.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1448 of 2008

Present:      None  
.

ORDER


The complainant has written to the Commission to state that he no longer requires the information that he applied for and he has withdrawn his complaint. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Amarjit Kaur,

H. No. 7-G,

Sarabha Nagar, 
Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1467 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Sri Subhash Gupta, Asstt. Trust Engineer,-cum- PIO.
ORDER


Heard.

The  attested copies of the two documents required by the complainant, for which she has applied, have been brought by the respondent to the Court. The same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders for her information. 

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
Encl----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ravi Chatrath,

Chatrath Building,

Pipli Sahib Road, Putlighar,

Amritsar.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1513 of 2008

Present:        None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Vill. – Tharaj, Teh.  Baghapurana,

District Moga, Punjab.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Baghapurana,

District Moga, Punjab.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1524 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Sri Manmeet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has stated in his complaint dated 11.07.2008 that he has not received any reply from the PIO to his application for information, but the respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of his letter No. 255 dated 21.04.2008 vide which the details of the information required by the complainant has been sent to him by post (UPC). Apparently this letter was not received by the complainant since there is no mention of it in his complaint and a copy thereof may, therefore, be sent to him along with these orders for his information. 

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
Encls---1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

VPO-Bhoa, Teh. Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur, Punjab.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Pathankot.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1546 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sunil Kumar, complainant in person
ii)     
Sri Prem Singh, Accountant ,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him except for the  copies of the nomination papers of the candidates for elections of the Gram Panchayat,  which have been sealed under the law and can be opened only under the orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1571 of 2008

Present:        None.

ORDER

The applicant has requested for an adjournment on account of a personal injury.  The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on  16-4-2009.  The application for information in this case seeks to know the action taken by the Ludhiana Improvement Trust,  for the recovery of the penalty of Rs. 25000/-,  imposed by the Commission in CC-1340/2007 on Sri Harinder Singh, Superintendent, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  It is the PIO, office of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, who is the concerned PIO for providing the required information and not the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Local Government Department, Chandigarh, to whom the application has been made.


In the above circumstances, the PIO, Ludhiana Improvement Trust, is substituted as the respondent in this case. A copy each of the complaint of the complainant dated  14-7-2008 and the application for information dated 5-6-2008 is sent to the substituted respondent namely the PIO, office of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, with the direction to give the required information to the complainant within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.
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Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance.
It would be necessary for the PIO, Ludhiana Improvement Trust or the concerned APIO to be present in the Court on that date along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab


A copy is forwarded to PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Local Govt. Department, Chandigarh for information with reference to memo. No. 1666 dated 18.02.2009 of the Commission.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th March, 2009





 Punjab
