STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket,

New Delhi - 17

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 857 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Smt. Rattan Deep Kaur, Clerk, RTI branch on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 03.07.2010 to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana but no information was provided to him by the PIO sofar. In the hearing dated 11.11.2010, Sh. S.R.Kaler, PCS, ADC, Ludhiana was directed to show cause. In response to the order showing cause, PIO-cum-ADC, Ludhiana had submitted his reply regarding delay in providing the information.  Appellant states that he has to attend six hearings in the Commission, to get the sought for information.  Smt. Rattan Deep Kaur, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that due to the shortage of the staff, work of the department is affected. She further states that application of the Appellant was not received in their office.
3.           In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Appellant is suitable compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Appellant had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 6,000/- (Rupees Six Thousand Only) to the Appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act.  It is clarified that the amount 
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of compensation shall be paid by O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. Commissioner, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  shall ensure that the compensation awarded herein, is paid to the Appellant by the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana as directed in this case. 

4.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is also directed to look into the matter regarding dealing of RTI applications by the staff. He should also take action under Service rules against the erring officer/officials who are not attending the RTI application.

5.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh Ghambir,
# 41, Joshi Colony,

Lawarence Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,
Personnel, Punjab, (PCS-wing),

Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer

Punjab Public Service Commission

Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, 

Patiala – 147 001

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 739 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gurdev Singh, PIO, O/o Pr. Secy. Personnel , Punjab (IAS Branch), Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, PIO, O/o Pr. Secy. Personnel , Punjab (PCS, Branch) and Sh. Jagtar Singh, Clerk, o/o PPSC, Patiala 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh. Gurdev Singh, PIO, O/o Pr. Secy. Personnel , Punjab (IAS Branch) & Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, PIO, O/o Pr. Secy. Personnel , Punjab (PCS Branch) appeared and states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant. They further states that the remaining information relates to the office of  Punjab Public Service Commission Patiala.
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Punjab Public Service Commission, Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, Patiala.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Punjab Public Service Commission Patiala may be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Punjab Public Service Commission Patiala should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing
4.         Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tilak Raj,
S/o Sh. Rattan Chand,

R/o Vill-Khurdwar (Ram Colony),

P.O.Sujanpur, Tehsil-Pathankot,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D,P.O,
Sujanpur, Pathankot.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 719 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Tilak Raj, the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Uma Kumari, CDPO, Sujanpur, Pathankot on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which has been handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dinesh Chadda,
VPO-Barwa, Distt-Ropar,

Pin-140117.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce of Punjab. 

Chandigah.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 717 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. G.S. Joga, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.      Respondent states that they do not know the addresses/registration no. & date, of Trusts for which Complainant had demanded information. Complainant has provided some of the addresses of the trusts to the Respondent in the Commission today. Complainant states that this information is available with the department in their record of the last three years. Respondent is directed to provide the information after checking the record of the last three years.
3.     Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manjinder Singh, 
HJ-Housing Board Colony,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Transport Commissioner,
Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 771 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that in response to the application of the Complainant dated 05.12.2010, information was sent to him vide their letter dated 06.01.2011. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
3.             In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be  sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh,
Plot No.40, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Vill-Bholpur, PO-Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Transport Department, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 715 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Jyoti Raman, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that information has been denied to the Complainant under Section 8(j) of the RTI Act 2005 as the case is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Complainant sought information regarding reply submitted in the Court in response to the notice of the Hon’ble High Court. Respondent should provide the copy of the reply submitted in the Hon’ble High Court to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.             Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,

H.No.1732/6, Mohalla Sujapuria,

Jagraon-142026, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Jagraon,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Local Govt., Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 67 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Nirmal Singh on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Satyajeet, Junior Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant has filed his application for information dated 14.06.2010 but incomplete information has been provided to him vide their letter No. 243 dated 16.02.2011. In the hearing dated 18.03.2011, Respondent was directed to provide complete information regarding item No. D and E and PIO was also 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. Inspite of the order of the Commission, Respondent has failed to provide complete information. He has also not filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Sh. Satyajeet, Junior Engineer appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer has been transferred to Municipal Council, Mahillpur, District Hoshiarpur Neither Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer has performed his duties under RTI Act 2005 nor he has obeyed the order of the Commission. 
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3.
In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Appellant is suitable compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Appellant  had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) to the Appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act.  It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by Nagar Council, Jagraon to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Jagraon shall ensure that the compensation awarded herein, is paid to the Appellant by the O/o Nagar Council, Jagraon as directed in this case. 

4.
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. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer, O/o Municipal Council, Mahillpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur. However, Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer has requested on telephone that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. He wants another date to explain his case.  Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith his written reply in response to the order showing cause. He should bring complete record vide which information was provided. 

5.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive  Officer, O/o Municipal Council, Mahillpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Vill. Lakhmiraiyana, 

P.O. Khunankalan, 

Tehsil and Distt. Sh. Mukatsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mukatsar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 392 of 2011

Present:
 Nemo for the parties
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 22nd March, 2011, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. Therefore, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. 
2.
Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase- 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 38 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Ashok Pathria, APIO-cum-Accounts Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         On the hearing dated 18.03.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit stating that complete information as available in record has been provided. Today, Respondent has submitted an affidavit in this regard.
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: 13th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balraj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagat Ram,

R/o 278, Dr. Ambedkar Nagar,

Scheme No. 10,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab) – 146 001

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

ITI, Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority

ITI, Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1154 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balraj Kumar, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rattan Lal, Principal, Sh. Vijay Kumar, Ex-PIO-cum-Group Instructor, Sh. Jasminder Singh, Office Suptd., Smt. Bhupinder Kaur, Dealing hand of Establishment branch-cum- Stored attendant and Sh. Dharampal, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER

Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali,

Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Smt. Surinder Kaur, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         In response to the order dated 18.03.2011, vide which penalty was imposed on the PIO, Respondent has submitted that in the public authority there are different wings to have better management and service and every (wings) department has its own head which is also designated as a Assistant Public Information Officer who is independently liable and responsible for providing information to information seeker. He has further submitted that he has transferred the application to the MTP department, as the information is directly connected with MTP department on 27.07.2011 vide letter No.PIO/RTI/338.
3.
In view of the above facts, PIO is directed to inform all the persons about the order dated 30.011.2010, showing cause, who are responsible for the delay in providing the information. All the concerned persons should file their written replies on the next date of hearing. They should also be present on the next hearing. In view of the request of PIO regarding imposing of penalty, the order dated 18.03.2011 is stayed for imposition of penalty only.  However, the compensation amount as awarded should be paid by the O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
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4.
It is observed that there is a mistake in the address of the Respondent in the last order issued by the Commission. Instead of “Municipal Corporation, Amritsar”, the order describes it as “Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana”. It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

36-E, Partap Nagar,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zirakpur, Distt-SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 310 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Major Singh, Draft Man on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant is absent.  He was absent on the last hearing also.  He has not informed the Commission about the reasons for his absence. Dismissed for non-prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mangal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kandhara Singh,

VPO-Bangala, Tehsil-Patti,

Distt-Tarn Taran.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Patti. Distt-Tarn Taran.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 313 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Harkum Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 28.03.2011 by registered post. As directed by the Commission, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjeev Sood,

S/o Late Sh. Joginder Pal,

Soodan Mohalla,

Phagwara-144401.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.P to Police,

Kapurthala, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 206 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sanjeev Sood, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Narinder Kumar, SI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent wants some more time to provide remaining information to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to provide the 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 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Anita Chand,

W/o Sh. Dhanvir Chand,

Vill-Nnagala Tarai,

P.O:- Khalimatiwat,

Tehsil-Khaticka,

Distt-Udham Singh Nagar,

Uttrakhand.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Office,

Amritsar, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 111 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

Heard

2.      Appellant has filed application for information on 05.10.2010 regarding registration of vehicle No. PB02AE-3846. Respondent has submitted that complainant had been informed that, the vehicle is registered in their record in the name of Mamta Thapa w/o Sh. Sanjay Thapa, Professor Colony, Near Nagina Avenue, Majitha Road, Amritsar. 
3.          In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th   April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla

C/o Mr. Jaswant Singh

# 3016, Tribune Colony,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training

Sector 36A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3425 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Dr. Rajinder K.Singla, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sandeep Kumar Bajaj, Deputy Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 14.09.2010, inspite of  six hearings in the Commission, complete information has not been provided to him. Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission, which is not authenticated. Inspite of the direction of the Commission, complete information has not been provided to the Complainant. It is observed that Respondent has not taken RTI Act  seriously. 
3.         In view of the foregoing, PIO-cum-Registrar of Punjab State Board of Technical  Education & Indl. Training 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, the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies.
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4.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
