STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Jasvir Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

Village-Korewalal Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt-Moga.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2498 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Impinder Singh, Adv. On behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) SH. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, DTO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information in time.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, DTO has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  Complainant states that still information has not been provided to him.  Respondent states that application of the Complainant is not been available in his office.  Copy of the RTI application of the Complainant is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission to provide the information to the Complainant as sought by him in his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2208 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE 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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor,

S/o SH. Om Parkash,

R/o K-67, 4th Lane,

Majitha Enclave,

Near-24, No Phatak,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Block-C,

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1182 of 2011]

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Arvind Sharma, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  He was absent on the last hearing also.  It is presumed that he does not want to pursue his case further more.  The case is, therefore, dismissed for non-prosecution.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan

126, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana (Punjab) 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1924 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Application seeking information, in the instant case, was made on 16.05.2011 seeking the following information from the Respondent:-

(i) Please provide the list/data (whether in the form of list or in the form of notices issued or in any other format) exists with the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana regarding the violators schedule of clauses of various schemes/building by-laws. This information is required from 01 January 2000 to till date.
(ii) As per the records of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana whether the violations as being talked about in point no. 1 exist as on date of the application or violations stands rectified.
(iii) Please provide the details/data of action taken against the violators (available with Improvement Trust, Ludhiana in any shape/material) as asked in question no.1 ? This inforamtion is required from 01 January 2000 to till date.
3.
  As the desired information was not supplied, the instant complaint was filed on 22.06.2011 before the Commission and the notice was issued to the parties for 25.08.2011. In the hearing dated 25.08.2011,  complainant stated that no information had been supplied to him so far, therefore, show cause was issued to the Respondent. 
4.
In the hearing dated 29.09.2011, neither the Respondent had provided the information to the Complainant nor he has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Sh. Harpal Singh, Clerk appeared and stated that. Sh. Z.R.Khan, was the EO at the time information was sought. 
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5.
Complainant alleges that Sh. Harpal Singh, clerk who has attended the last two hearings and marked the attendance as a clerk, is not a clerk , he is peon of the office. Sh. Harpal Singh has represented Ludhiana Improvement Trust in the five different cases and has marked his attendance as Clerk in 33 hearings. 

6.
Commission has taken a very serious view of this action of the PIO by sending a peon to attend the hearings in the Commission. This shows that PIO is not taking RTI Act seriously and has scant regard for the RTI Act. This type of action will put the whole system un-workable. This act of the PIO needs to be depreciated . 
7.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. It is also observed that Complainant has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings before the Commission.  

7.
In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Complainant is suitably compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Complainant had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand Only) to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act as compensation.  It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by office of Improvement Trust, Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

8.
As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request and there is too much delay on the part of the Respondent. The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Sh. Z.R.Khan, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana (PIO at the time information sought by the complainant).  A penalty of Rs. 25000/- (Rs. Twenty five thousand only) is imposed on Sh. Z.R.Khan, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. This amount shall be paid by Sh. Z.R.Khan, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana as his personal liability. The Director, Local Govt. Pb shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Sh. Z.R.Khan, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.
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9.
Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

10.
Adjourned on 16.12.2011 (at 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: 11th  November, 2011


CC:-
Director, Local Govt. Pb, 131-32, J.Building, Sector 17/C, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurnaib Singh Brar,

# 20, St No.2, New Haridera Nagar,

Feridkot.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Manager,

Ferozepur Cantt. Primary Coop. Agriculture,

Development Bank Ltd.

Ferozepur Cantt.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2382 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh.Gurnaib Singh Brar, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Complainant further states that he has written the letter to Manager, Ferozepur Cantt. Primary Coop. Agriculture Development Bank Ltd., Ferozepur Cantt to intimate him the documentation fee but Respondent has failed to intimate the documentation fee. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to intimate the complainant about the documentation fee failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.  Complainant is also advised to contact the Respondent regarding documentation fee. 
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


CC: After the hearing Sahib Ram, Assistant Manager appeared and  has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Since, Complainant has left the Commission, Respondent is directed to inform the Complainant about the fee and as soon as the fee is deposited, sought for information be sent to the Complainant.  






  Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arshdeep Singh Virk,

Virk House, South City Road,

Ayali Khurd, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1378 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS, DTO and Sh. Surinder Kumar Chugh, Jr. Assistant, O/o DTO, Bathinda , Sh. Amandeep Bansal, SDM, Sangrur the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 02.09.2011, Sh. Amandeep Bansal, SDM, Sangrur (PIO at the time information sought by the complainant), was directed to show cause in response to the order showing cause. Sh. Amandeep Bansal, SDM, Sangrur has sent an affidavit  vide dated 13.10.2011 in response to the order showing cause.
3.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 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: 11th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh, Reporter,

# 3/3, Paramjit Nagar,

Mundian Khurd,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

 Faridkot

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1574 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Harjinder Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 29.01.2011, but after the lapse of nine months, no information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has failed to provide the information within the stipulated as prescribed under the Act.  
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Nachattar Singh Brar, DTO-cum-PIO O/o District Transport Officer, Faridkot is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission alongwith the written replies.

4.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Sharma,

S/o Sh, Mohar Lal,

R/o # 651, Dashmesh Nagar,

Near Truck Union, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1626 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Harpreet Sharma, the Complainant
                         (ii)Sh. Bachittar Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 02.05.2011, but after the lapse of five months, complete information has not been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought some of the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.   One more opportunity is given to Sh. Bachittar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Sawan Iqbal, PIO to file their replies and provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 06.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

Motor Vehicle Inspector,

O/o District Transport Office,

Moga.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2481 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Gurbax Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Rabinder Singh, MVI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the Act.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Rabinder Singh, MVI appearing on behalf of the Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record.  The show cause is, hereby, dropped.  Respondent states tat he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied with the information provided.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. A.P.Singh,

Flat No. 202, Block -D,

Ivory Tower, Sector-70, 

Mohali – 160 071.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 786 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Narinder Singh Dalaun on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.
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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli,

P/o Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Marfet Distt. Transport Officer,

Distt-Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2349 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Gurbax Singh, the Complainant

                         (ii) Sh. Rabinder Singh, MVI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the Act.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Rabinder Singh, MVI appearing on behalf of the Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record.  The show cause is, hereby, dropped.  Respondent states tat he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied with the information provided.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

Assistant Public Relation Officer,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd),

# 5, St. No.2, Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 542 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Neither the PIO nor the Complainant is present for today’s hearing.  Respondent has informed the Commission vide their letter dated 30.09.2011, that the amount of Rs. 2000/- has been deducted from the salary of Sh. Amit Kumar, Junior Engineer O/o E.O.,. MC, Rajpura and the same has been deposited in the Govt. Treasury.    
2.
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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sneh Prabha,

D/o Satish Chander,

H.No.3230, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to Government of Pb,

Department of Education,

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE), PB,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.467 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Aman Sharma, Adv. On behalf of the Appellant
                         (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information in time.  In today’s hearing, neither the PIO is present nor has submitted any reply in response to the order showing cause.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file his written reply and provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  \
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o Chamkaur Singh

R/o Vill. Mullanpur Dakha,

Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Panchayat

Mullanpur Dakha

Distt. Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director

Urban Local Bodies, 

Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority

Ferozepur Road, Ludhaina
…………………………..Respondent

AC No 554 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Balbir Singh, the Appellant
                         (ii)None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO O/o GLADA for not providing the inforamtion within the time as prescribed under the Act.  Neither the PIO is present, nor he filed his written reply in response to the order showing cause.  Respondent has sent a telephonically message that he has not received the order of Commission dated 23.09.2011.  He has sought another date to file his written reply in response to the order showing.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO O/o GLADA to file his written reply and provide the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

S/o Sh. Baldeep Singh,

R/o # 265, Ward No.9,

Chandigarh Road, Kurali,

Tehsil-Kharar, Distt-MOhali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1766 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Harpreet Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Jatinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Application seeking information, in the instant case, was made on 27.08.2010, seeking the following information from the Respondent:-

“(i) That on the basis of which documents the Registration Certificate was issued by this office to the registered owner of vehicle No. PB-08 BC 3388 namely Sh. Rajiv Pal Verma resident of Nehru Garden Colony, Jalandhar.”
3.
 As the desired information was not supplied, the instant complaint was filed on 13.06.2011, before the Commission and the notice was issued to the parties for 12.08.2011. In the hearing dated 12.08.2011, Complainant stated that no information had been supplied to him so far, therefore, PIO was directed to show cause. 

4.
In the hearing dated 23.09.2011, neither the Respondent had provided the information to the Complainant nor she has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Smt. Babita Rani was the DTO-cum-PIO, Jalandhar at the time information was sought. 
5.
Today, Sh. Jatinder Singh, Clark appearing on behalf of the PIO states that he is not aware about the facts of the case and wants another date.  It shows that PIO is not taking RTI Act seriously. Inspite of  three hearings information has not been provided to the Complainant. She has not even bothered to file reply to the show cause for delay in providing the inforamtion sent through registered post.
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6.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. It is also observed that Complainant has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings before the Commission.  

7.
In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Complainant is suitably compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Complainant had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand Only) to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act as compensation.  It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by office of District Transport Officer, Jalandhar, to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

8.
As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request and there is too much delay on the part of the Respondent. The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Smt. Babita Rani, District Transport Officer, Jalandhar (PIO at the time information sought by the complainant).  A penalty of Rs. 25000/- (Rs. Twenty five thousand only) is imposed on Smt. Babita Rani, District Transport Officer, Jalandhar. This amount shall be paid by Smt. Babita Rani, District Transport Officer, Jalandhar as her personal liability. Director State Transport Commissioner, Pb shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the Smt. Babita Rani, District Transport Officer, Jalandhar and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

9.
Respondent is again directed to provide sought for inforamtion to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
10.
Adjourned on 16.12.2011 (at 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: 11th  November, 2011


CC:-
Director State Transport Commissioner, Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta,

Phase-11, Civil Lines,

Fazilka.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1407 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Pal Singh on  behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last two hearings,  complainant was asked to point out deficiencies in the inforamtion provided but today Respondent states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies.  Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. 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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dinesh Chadda,

VPO-Barwa, Distt-Ropar,

Pin-140117.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce of Punjab. 

Chandigah.

2. Chairman 

Ryat Educational Research Trust,

SCO No. 126-127, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh
3. Chairman 

Lovely Educational Trust,

Jalandhar

4. Chairman 

Kandi Trades Educational Trust,

Village Bhadal, Distt. Ropar
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 717 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Dinesh Chadha, the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that this information is to be provided by the different trusts who had been asked vide their letter dated 26.05.2011 to provide the inforamtion to the Complainant.

3.
 Since, the information is to be provided by the Ryat Educational Trust, Jalandhar, Lovely Educational Trust and Kandi Trades Educational Trust, Ropar.  I, therefore, order that Ryat Educational Trust, Jalandhar, Lovely Educational Trust and Kandi Trades Educational Trust, Ropar may be impleaded as Respondent No.2, Respondent No. 3 and Respondent No.4. I further direct that Ryat Educational Trust, Jalandhar, Lovely Educational Trust and Kandi Trades Educational Trust, Ropar should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which concerned authorities will be directed to initiate action against the defaulting trust as per terms and conditions of registration with the Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab, affiliation with the university.  Copy of the information sought be sent to the parties alongwith the order. 
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh, 

Vill. Khakh, Tehsil Dasua,

Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Tanda,

Distt. Hoshiarpur 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 611 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Ajit Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 12.05.2011, Respondent, O/o BDPO, Tanda and Sh. Budhi Raj Singh, BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur were directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Sh. Ajit Singh, Panchayat Officer, appeared and submitted the affidavit on behalf of the PIO, O/o BDPO, Tanda, Distt. Hoshiarpur, which is taken on record. It is observed that, today Sh. Budhi Raj Singh, BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur is not present, he has also not filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Last opportunity is given to Sh. Budhi Raj Singh, BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur to file an affidavit failing which case will be decided ex-parte. 
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (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: 11th November, 2011
CC: Sh. Budhi Raj Singh, BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.S.Gill,

# C-8, CSIO Colony,

Sector-30/C, Chandiarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, 

Paddi Khutti, Tehsil-Garshankar, 

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2225 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Randhir Singh on behalf of  the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has not received the complete inforamtion so far. Complainant submitted the reply to the objections.
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


Note : After the hearing Sh. J.S. Dadwal, Advocate appeared and the reply of the Complainant is given to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide the inforamtion to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2220 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant 


(ii) sh. Gurjit Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

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

3.
In the hearing dated 29.09.2011, Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE was directed to show cause in response to the order showing cause. Today, Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE has submitted an affidavit. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 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: 11th  November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2219 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received all the information except point no. 8 and 9. Complainant is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and inspect the record and obtain the information regarding point no. 8 and 9. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the documents pointed out by the Complainant against payment. 
3.
I have carefully considered, the submission contained in the written reply and I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this state of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in Municipal Council, Nabha. Municipal Council, Nabha is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 4,000/- (Rs. Four thousand only) be paid to the Complainant by the office of Municipal Council, Nabha for the financial loss  suffered by the Complainant in attending the hearing in the Commission before the next date of hearing. Municipal Council may recover the compensation amount from the erring officials responsible for the delay in providing the inforamtion after holding an enquiry.
3.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 02.12.2011 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11th November, 2011
