STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. G.A. Kumar,

# 3, Street No-1, Sidhu Colony,

Bhadson Road,

Patiala-147004.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o S DM,

 Rajpura..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  948 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh.G.A. Kumar, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for information on 16.02.09.  Information was provided on 27.05.09 after a period of more than three months. He further states that action should be taken as per provision of the Act against the Respondent for not providing the information in time. Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to go through the information provided and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO/APIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit explaining as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005  and why penalty @ 250/- each day till the complete information furnished be not imposed on him..

4.
Adjourned to 07.07.09(11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardev Singh, Senior Assistant,

Office Director Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 951 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd-APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Copy of the same has taken on record. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Buljit Singh, Medical Officer,

ESI, Hospital,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt-  Fatehgarh Sahib.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Minister for Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  954 of 2009
Present:
(i) Dr. Baljit Singh, the Complainant  



(ii) Sh. Sanjay Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

 3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Chand,

S/o Sh. Ram Krishan,

C/o Prem Biri wala,

Railway Road, Dhuri,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt- Sangrur.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Dhuri.

.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1004 of 2009

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


(ii) Sh. Gobindpal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant has sent a request that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has requested that the case may be decided in his absence. Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. He further states that Complainant sought information on three points. Information for item No. 1 and 2 has been given to the Complainant and for item No. 3, the information is not available in their office record. Since, the information as available in the record stands supplied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shashi Bhushan Nagpal,

# 3094, Sector-23/D,

 Chandigarh-160023.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan , Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Punjab
Mohali..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1008 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Smt. Jaswinder Nagra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 16.04.09, 15.05.09 and 29.04.09. Complainant is absent.  He is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.  

3.
Adjourned to 09.07.09(11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Himanshu Gupta,

Secretary, Lubhiana (Urban),

All India Human Rights Association,

82/H, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, F.G. Market
Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1007 of 2009

Present:
(i) Mr. G.L.Garg, on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Inderpal Singh, Junior Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant has filed two applications with the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana dated 16.02.2009 and 06.03.2009. Respondent has provided information to the Complainant today in the Commission, except point No. (i) & (ii) of the application dated 06.03.2009. Complainant states that he was provided information after a period of more than three month, action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.

3.       In view of the foregoing, PIO/APIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith affidavit explaining as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant and why penalty @ 250/- each day till the complete information furnished be not imposed on him. He should file an affidavit in this regard and also submit why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed to provide the information before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 07.07.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 





Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh,

S/o Puran Singh,

Vill- Bath Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt-Tarn Taran.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  944 of 2009

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


(ii) Sh. Amritpal Singh, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that Complainant has sought information about enquiry report conducted by DDPO Tarn Taran and forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran. Respondent states that Complainant has been informed that inquiry report is yet to be finalized. He further states that copy of the inquiry report will be provided only after it is finalized. Since the inquiry has not been finalized and Complainant has been informed of this fact. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 10th  June, 2009
