STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

Basti Himatpur, Jaitu Mandi,

Distt.Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Manager,

Central Corporative Bank Ltd.

Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3216 of 2011

Present:-       (i)Sh. Paramjit Singh, the Complainant.


           (ii)Sh. Inderjit Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

Order


Heard
2.
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for 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 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ved Parkash,

S/o Sh. Lubhaya Ram,

R/o Village Diwan Khera,

Tehsil-Abohar, Distt-Fazilka.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector-68, SAS Nagar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3174 of 2011

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


(ii) Smt.Kaushalaya Devi, PIO, the Respondent.
Order


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant in CC No. 2627/2011 and he has sought similar information in this case.  Complainant is absent.  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: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balraj Bhaskar,

# 48, New Rajinder Nagar,

Near New Courts, Jalandhar City.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3203 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Kulwant Rai, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
Order


Heard
2.
Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.  Complainant is advised to visit the O/o Respondent on any working day and contact Sh. Kulwant Rai, Sr. Assistant.  Respondent is directed that whatever documents pointed out by the Complainant be provided to him.  
3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th   December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Lal Sharma

S/o Sh. Hans Raj Sharma

M/s Sharma Medical Hall Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana – 141 416

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3023 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Madan Lal Sharma, the Complainant.

                         (ii) Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

Order


Heard
2.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him and the similar information has been given to other persons in other cases.  Respondent is directed to search the record and provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for the delay in providing the information.  PIO is again directed to file his written reply in response to the order showing cause.  
3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th   December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

S/o Sh. Shankar Dass,

# B-50/1023, Gobind Nagar,

Distt.Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Pr. Secy., Transport, Pb,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3219 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Om Parkash, the Complainant


(ii) Miss Sharmile, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
Order


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on  29.03.2011, after the lapse of eight months, no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that the Complainant has sought information in the performa.  Complainant is advised to file fresh application, as no information can be provided in the performa.  Information as exists in the record can be provided, no information will be created.  
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: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kasturi Lal,

# 836-G, Shaheed Bhagat,

Singh Nagar, Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

District Industries Centre,

Industries Estate, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce, Pb,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1153 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Kasturi Lal, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

Order


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 13.07.2011, but after the lapse of four months, no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that the record is not traceable being very old.  Respondent is directed that in case the record is not traceable, inquiry should be conducted against the erring officials, who are responsible for the loss of record, an action should be taken as per service rules.

3.
Adjourned to 18.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

D-24, Phase-1, Industrial Area,

Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries and Export 

Corporation, Ltd. Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3209 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
Order


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the Complainant and he has brought another copy of the same to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  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: 13th    December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Munish Gupta,

S/o Sh. Sham Lal Gupta,

C/o Pb. Financial Corporation,

Emp. Welfare Association,

SCO-95-98, Sector-17/B,

Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO-95-98, Sector-17/B, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3270 of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Munish Gupta, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of Sh. Vikas Mohan Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
Order


Heard

2.
Sh. Vikas Mohan Gupta, Advocate from Respondent side has authorized Sh. Kuldeep Singh, to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  Regarding item No. 4 and 6 no information has been provided.   Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant as demanded by him, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th    December , 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 Principal Secy., Transport,

Pb. Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2715of 2011

Present:            (i) S. Gurbax Singh, the complainant 


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

Order

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant vide their letter dated 01.12.2011.  Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  Incomplete information regarding item No. 4 has been provided to him,  he has asked for letters which were written by State Transport Commissioner, Pb to the Govt. recommended the name of H.S. Sra for the post of Additional State Transport Commissioner, Pb /Chief Road Planner.  Respondent is directed to provide the same to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO states that this information is to be provided by the Suptd. Administration.  Suptd. is directed to provide the information as sought by the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th    December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Ratan Singh,

# 5232, Ward No.16,

Village.Sukhampur Tapriyan,

Distt-Roopnagar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3190  of 2011

Present:-       (i) Sh. Surjan Singh, the Complainant


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


Heard
2.
Respondent states that Complainant has sought very voluminous information regarding all the employees since 1980, who have retired or has joined or transfer from other departments. Inforamtion is not available in the form as demanded by the Complainant. It has to be created. He further states that Complainant very well versed with the record as he has worked as Suptd. in the department. He has also been requested to visit the office on any working day to inspect the record. Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day to inspect the record. He should point out the documents required by him. Respondent is directed to provide the documents as pointed out by the Complainant after inspection of the record. 
3.
In view of the above facts, no further cause of action is left the case is , therefore , disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th    December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Nirmal Jeet Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village & P.O. Batala, 

Patti Narangpur, Tehsil-Baba Bakala,

DIstt-Amritsar.
 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (EE), Pb,

SCO:32-34, sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3020 of 2011

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


(ii) Assistant Director (Establishment I) on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. He has brought another copy to deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
In the hearing dated 17.11.2011, Respondent/PIO was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply. 

4.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped, no further action is required. The case is , therefore, disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Rupinder Kaur,

W/o SH. Rubby Gurpreet,

H.No.1054, Gobindpura,

Manimajra, U.T. Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 875 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Gurnam Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o STC, Punjab, Chandigarh

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Gurmail Singh appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that complete inforamtion regarding website of the government has not been provided. Respondent is directed to provide inforamtion about the website and also about the official website i.e. www.punjabtransport.nic.in as mentioned by the Complainant in his application for information.

3.
Adjourned to 18.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th   December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sikander Singh,

S/o Sh. Acchhra Singh,

VPO-Chhapar, Distt.Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Secy.,

Trasnport Deptt, Pb, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

APPEAL REMANDED TO 

First Appellate Authority –cum-
Principal Secretary,

Trasnport Deptt, Pb, 

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

AC No. 1147 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o DTO, Ludhiana on 05.11.11. The Appellant, thereafter, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.
I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the 

Contd…P-2

-2-

rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e - Principal Secretary, Transport Deptt, Pb, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the FAA to treat the copy of the appeal (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.

5.
The FAA is also 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 dated 05.11.2011 to the Appellant. 
6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Sikander Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
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 through registered post.



Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th December, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to the Commission; 

2.
Copy of RTI application on 05.11.2011 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmit Singh

S/o Roshan Lal,

Village Bhadiaran,

PO Karari, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sarpanch 

Gram Panchayat,

Bhadiaran, Block Talwara,

Distt. Hoshiarpur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2612 of 2011

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

                        (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has pointed out deficiencies vide their registered letter on 28.11.2011. Respondent has not provided any inforamtion for item no. 2 i.e expenditure incurred against grant of Rs. 54000/- received for the construction of cremation ground. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the complete inforamtion to the Complainant failing which action under Section 20 under RTI Act 2005. 
3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh

R/o Village Gujarwal

Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. Secretary to Got. Of Punjab

Personnel Deptt.,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3249 of 2011

Present:-       Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Complainant has sought inforamtion of all the departments of Punjab Government. The inforamtion sought by the Complainant is not specific. Complainant is advised to file separate application with the different departments. 

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: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Bansal

S/o Ragjveer Chand

R/o Near Subhash Parkl

Samana

Distt. Patiala

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

 Patiala 
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2125  of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


In so far as the information, in the instant case, is concerned, it has admittedly been supplied.  The only issue which remains is to submit the affidavit for the delay in providing the inforamtion.  

2.
Today, Respondent has sent the reply in response to the order showing cause. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is, hereby, is dropped. No further action is required.  The case is disposed of  and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th  December , 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Resham Singh,

S/o Sh. Sardual Singh,

R/o Village Killi,

P.O.Jhok Tehal Singh Block,

Mangal, Tehsil and Distt-Ferozepur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mamdot, Distt-Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2162 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought some information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant states that still complete inforamtion has not been provided to him i.e. proceedings for the period of 2002 to 2004. He further states that account statement has been provided to him for the period of 2004 to 2008 whereas he has demanded the account statement of 2002 to 2011. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 26.12.2011 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th December, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Tagga Ram,

# 22/1. Sunam Gate,

Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3045 of 2011

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

                         (ii) Sh. Prem Sagar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 08.06.2011 but no information has been given to him so far.  He further states that the Respondent has not deliberately provided the inforamtion. The reply of the Respondent that information was sent to his residence is not correct,  as he has sought information by post.  Complainant has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. He should be compensated for the same.
3.
It is observed that information was sought by post and it was sent through peon, who  has not delivered the information to the Complainant.
4.
Information request has unnecessarily been delayed. Hence, a cost/compensation of Rs. 500/- (Rs. Five Hundred only) is imposed under Section 19(8)(6) of the Act ibid on the public authority. The office of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sangrur shall pay it to the Complainant by way of a crossed cheque in favour of the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.

5.
Respondent has also not filed reply in response to the order showing cause. Respondent is again directed to file his reply on the next date of hearing.

6.
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: 13th December, 2011

