STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chander Shekhar

S/o Sh. Santi Saroop

R/o # B- 2135, Mohalla Jattan Wala

Old Rajpura, Distt. Patiala (Punjab)

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o Reader Courts of Additional Civil Judge

   Senior Division, Rajpura

   Distt. Patiala 

2. Public Information Officer

    Tehsildar, Rajpura

3. Public Information Officer

    O/o District Superintendent of Police,

    Rajpura
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2553 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Chander Shekhar, the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Omparkash, Steno to Tehsildar, Rajpura and  Sh. Surinder Singh Mandal, Patwari, Rajpura on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 15.11.2011, PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing. Today, Respondent has filed the reply, which is taken on record.

3.
Sh. Om Parkash, Steno to Tehsildar, Rajpura appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that the copy of Intkal no. 1684 and Will dated 20.08.2011 executed by Bhagirithi Devi will be provided to the Complainant after depositing the requisite fees by the Complainant. Respondent is directed to provide the Intkal no. 1684 and copy of the Will dated 20.08.2011 to the Complainant on receipt of the requisite fee. 
4.
In the hearing dated 15.11.2011, Sh. Sushil Kumar was directed to provide the copy of the order of the competent authority to destroy the record. But today he has authorized. Sh. Surinder Singh Mandal, Patwari to appear on his behalf. He is unable to explain the things, therefore, Sh. Sushil Kumar O/o Reader Courts is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010

Present:-       Nemo for the parties.
ORDER
In the hearing dated 15.11.2011, Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb was directed to recover the penalty amount from the salary of PIO, Dr. Karanjit Singh, Deputy Director, deemed PIOs Sh. Kesar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant. Today, it is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present. Even on the last date of hearing neither of them was present.  Last opportunity is given to Dr. J.P.Singh, Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab to recover the penalty amount, in case recovery is not made Dr. J.P.Singh, Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab should be personally present on the next date of hearing to explain the reason for not deducting the penalty amount from the salary of the officer/officials responsible for the delay in providing the information.
2
Adjourned to 03.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December, 2011

CC:  Dr. J.P.Singh, Director Health and Family Welfare (PB.), Sector 34A- Plot No.5, Parivar  Kalyan Bhawan, Chandigarh - 160023

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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 15.11.2011, BDPO , Nurpur Bedi and Sh. Gurminder Singh, Panchayat Secretary was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Today, it is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present. Even on the last date of hearing neither of them was present.  Last opportunity is given to Sh. Naiter Singh, BDPO and Sh. Gurminder Singh, Panchayat Secretary to appear before the Commission failing which penalty will be imposed on both of them for non- compliance the order of the Commission. 

3.
Complainant states that he has also given the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent vide letter dated 17.11.2011. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 27.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh Sebhan,

S/o Kartar Singh,

Vill-Tandi, P,O.Laroya,

Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1542 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Sewa Singh, BDPO, Mehatpur on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Sh. Sewa Singh, BDPO, Mehatpur has submitted for review the penalty order, as he was not the PIO at the time information was sought.  He states that all the applications of the Complainant were prior to the period he has joined as BDPO, Bhogpur.  He further states that applications of the Complainant were transferred to the concerned Panchayat Secy.,/Panchayat to provide the information.  Sh. Sewa Singh, BDPO should produce the record vide which all the applications of the Complainant were transferred to the concerned Panchayat Secy.,/Panchayat for providing the information before his joining as BDPO, Bhogpur on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

CC:-
Sh. Sewa Singh, O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mehatpur, Distt.Jalandhar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Magli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh

CC No. 3177 of 2011
Present:-       Nemo for the parties
ORDER


The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO, O/o DTO, Patiala . On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
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4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application to the Complainant. 

5
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –S. Gurbax Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
6
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December  , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

2. Copy of RTI application 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa,

Mohalla Mago Da Bagh,

P.O.Talwara, Distt.Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mini Sectt., Hoshiarpur.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3204 of 2011

Present:-        (i) Sh. Onkar singh Khalsa, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Madan Lal, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied.
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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa,

Mohalla Mago Da Bagh,

P.O.Talwara, Distt.Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Sectt., Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Zone-II, Jalanhdar Cantt.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1121 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the same 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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa,

Mohalla Mago Da Bagh,

P.O.Talwara, Distt.Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Sectt., Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Zone-II, Jalanhdar Cantt.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1120 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh.Onkar Singh Khalsa, the Appellant

           (ii) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.
 
Order

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the same 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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa,

Mohalla Mago Da Bagh,

P.O.Talwara, Distt.Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Sectt., Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Zone-II, Jalanhdar Cantt.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1119 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the same 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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Magli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3246 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. N.S.Brar, DTO on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information was denied as it relates to third party.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant, as it is in the public interest.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Magli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh

CC No. 3178 of 2011

Present:-       Nemo for the parties
ORDER

The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO, O/o DTO, Jalandhar. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the 
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information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application to the Complainant.
5
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –S. Gurbax Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
6
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December  , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

3. Copy of RTI application 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Magli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Tarn Taran.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3186 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Baldev Randhawa, MVI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

Secretary, Lok Education,

Primary K-Block,

Guru Har Shaye, Distt-Ferozepur.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Child Development and Project Officer,

Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2653 of 2011

Present:-        (i) Sh. Kulwant Singh alongwith his advocate Sh. Yogesh Kumar Aneja


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

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 18.05.2011, but no information has been given to him so far. In the initial notice there is a mistake in the address of the Respondent. Therefore, fresh notice has been issued to both the parties for today’s hearing. Today, it is observed neither the PIO nor his representative is present to attend the hearing. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO 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. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
PIO  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.

5.
Adjourned to 27.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village.Bholapur,

P/O. Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Barnala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1122 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Respondent states that due to some reason, they could not supplied the sought for inforamtion to the Appellant.  Respondent further states that some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Appellant.  Appellant is absent.  
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is, therefore, adjourned to 23.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village.Bholapur,

P/O. Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1124 of 2011

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


(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 Appellant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Appellant in token of having received the information.  Appellant is absent.
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)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village.Bholapur,

P/O. Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1128 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, ADTO on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.

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



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 8th December , 2011

