STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ram Chander Sharma,

H.No. 193 (Ground Floor),

Sector : 40A, Chandigarh

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, 
Kharar.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1029 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Ram Chander Sharma, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought some old files, today in the Commission to provide the information to the Complainant. Complainant states that this information is different from what has been provided to him earlier. Respondent states that information provided earlier is based on the register and this information provided to the Complainant is on the basis of report of Patwari as mentioned in the file/record traced now. Respondent is directed to clearly mention the facts as available in the record to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.
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: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No. 50/30-A,

Ramgali, N.W,Bagh,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt., of Pb,

Finance Deptt, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer (in Education Branch -2),

O/o Secretary Education (Schools) Pb, 

Mini Sectt. Sector 9, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133 of 2009

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


(ii) Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that approval regarding payment of compensation has been obtained and complete action will be taken before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 07.10.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Jagir Singh, VPO: Bika,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commandant, 75th Battalion,

PAP, Jalandhar Cantt.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1919 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, DSP on behalf of the Respondent 
 
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 12.08.2010, Complainant was directed to file  an affidavit stating whether the information demanded by him pertains to some allegation of corruption  and if yes, in what manner. Complainant is absent. He has filed an affidavit but he has not sought information pertaining to allegation of corruption. He has only stated in the affidavit that he should be provided information as per order of the Hon’ble Superme Court order dated 02.08.1983, writ no. 3183-84 in which Iqbal Singh, Head Constable and Gurdial Singh, Head Constable was provided some benefits. Since, the information does not relate to any allegation of corruption, the Commission has no jurisdiction.
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: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raman Kumar,

S/o Ram Lubhia, VPO Bhikhiwind

Tehsil Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Rural Medical Officer,

SHC Narli, P.O.Khalra,

Tehsil-Patti, Distt-Tarn Taran.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2195 of 2010

Present:
 Nemo for the parties
ORDER


On the last hearing dated 13.08.10, Complainant was given opportunity to appear before the Commission but today Complainant is again absent. He has not informed the Commission about the reasons for his absence. It appears that Complainant is not interested in pursuing this matter. The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amin Chand,

S/o Late Sh. Tek Chand,

R/0 205, Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commission Revenue,

And Rehabilitation and Disaster Deptt,

Pb, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commission Revenue,

And Rehabilitation and Disaster Deptt,

Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 674 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Gurmit Singh, Suptd-cum-APIO, O/o FCR, Punjab and Smt Rajwant Kaur, Tehsil Office, Ludhiana (E) on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has sought information from the PIO, O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab regarding action taken on his application dated 24.12.2009. Respondent states that the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was directed to conduct an enquiry regarding issue of schedule caste certificate in the name of Sheela Devi and Appellant has been informed accordingly.
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: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balkaran Singh Balli,
S/o Sh. Dharshan Singh,

Baba Budha Singh, Yadagar Bhavan,

Vigilance Vali Gali, Court Road,

Mansa, Punjab.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Mansa.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2544 of 2010
Present:
 (i) None  is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Chiman Lal, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Society and Sh. Balbir Singh Bhatia, Manager on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mansa regarding “The Bhai Ghanhya Trust”. Deputy Registrar has provided the information as available with him. Regarding remaining information, he has informed the Complainant to collect the information from The Bhai Ghanhya Trust. 

3.
In today’s hearing, Chief Executive Officer, The Bhai Ghanhya Trust  has submitted that Bhai Ghanhya Trust  is not covered under the RTI Act 2005. He has further submitted that trust is like a Cooperative Society registered under the Punjab Cooperative Societies Act 1961 and number of writ petitions are pending with the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court that the Cooperative Societies are not covered under RTI Act 2005. Hon’ble High Court has stayed the operation of the order of State Information Commission, Punjab to provide the information by Cooperative societies.
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: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. S.P.Kalyan, Advocate,

Enrl No. P1470/2009,

# 838, HIG, Phase-2,

 Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Govt., of Punjab,

Sports and Youth Services,

Department.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2532 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. S.P.Kalyan, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mukhtair Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.
3. 
The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. K.S.Sidhu,
S/o Sh. Randhir Singh,

237-H-Bhai Ranbir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,
O/o  General Manager,

Verka Milk Plant,

Ludhiana.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2531 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. K.S.Sidhu, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mukesh Kumar, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that his application for information was not accepted by the PIO and he was harassed by the General Manager, Ludhiana. He has posted his application for information alongwith the postal order to the Commission. Sh. Mukesh Kumar, PIO, states that he was not present in his office when the Complainant approached his office. He further states that he has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.
3.
In view of the facts stated by the PIO and reply of Sh. Ashok Gupta, Manger Accountant, no action regarding misbehaving with the RTI Applicant is proposed. However,  PIO is advised to make proper system for the receipt of RTI application in his office. PIO is also warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI Applicant. Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 24.09.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,

# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Muktsar

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o State Transport Commissioner,

             Pb, Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar, the Appellant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has not been provided complete information regarding item no. 4 & 5 of his application. Respondent has submitted that concerned clerk was borne on the cadre of office of Deputy Commissioner Office, Muktsar. Therefore,  information  may be procured from that office. Appellant states that he has already sought the information from the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar who has again forwarded his application to the DTO, Muktsar to provide this information. PIO, O/o DTO, Muktsar is directed to write to the Office of Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar to provide the information relating to item no. 4 & 5 to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission.
3.
It is observed that ADC-cum-APIO, Muktsar vide his letter No.386-387 dated 25.09.2009 has transferred the application under Section 6(3) to District Transport Officer, Muktsar whereas information relating to item No. 4 & 5 relates to his office. PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar should ensure that the sought for information is 
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provided to the Appellant within fifteen days, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated. 

4.
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: 7th Sept, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
CC: PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar

