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

Sh. Manjit Rai,

S/o Sh. Ram Pal,

Mohalla Sidh Banga,

Nawanshahr.  

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Shri Guru Ravidass Charitable Trust (Regd.),

Banga.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 150 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Manjit Rai, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that complete information as available in the record has been provided. All the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant in the information provided have been discussed today in the Commission. If the Complainant wants some more clarification he may visit the O/o Shri Guru Ravidass Charitable Trust (Regd) on any working day to remove his remedies. 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: 15th March.  2011

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

SH. Harpreet Singh 15 JR,

1131, Urban Estate – I,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-II, Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 166 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 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)

Dated: 15th March,  2011

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

H.No. 2314, Phase-XI, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

Sub Division Bholath

Distt. Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 164 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.         Respondent is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Complainant states that complete information regarding item no. 2 has still not been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to submit whether any tour was undertaken from July 2009 to Sept. 2010 and tour programme for this period was got approved. 

3.
Regarding item no. 6, copy of the repair register of vehicle no. PB-9-J-9217 from July 2009 to Sept. 2010 has still not been provided to the Complainant. Complainant sought his information vide his application dated 15.11.2010, but still complete information has not been provided.

4.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show as to:-

(i) Why supply of complete information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(iii) 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-

5.
PIO, O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Sub Division Bholath, Distt. Kapurthala 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.

6.
Adjourned to 07.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March, 2011

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

SH. Harpreet Singh 15 JR,

1131, Urban Estate – I,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-II, Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 158 of 2011

Present:

Nemo for the parties
ORDER


Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 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)

Dated: 15th March, 2011

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

Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate,

# 3458, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab,

Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO,

Roopnagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3532 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Dinesh Chadha, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Nitname Singh, Clerk O/o DDPO, Roopnagar, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Arguments Heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March,  2011

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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

C/o Kamboj Hospital,

Gidderbaha, Near Gaushala,

Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Giddarbaha

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar, Giddarbaha

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 163 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mohan Singh, Reader  on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that original record is not traceable so the copies of the sought for letters could not be provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is having a copy of the letter but it is not authenticated and he needs to produce this letter in the Court so authenticated copy is required. Respondent is directed to provide the authenticated copy to the Complainant or attest the copy submitted by the Complainant after verifying the same..

3.
Complainant further states that he has received the copy of letter written to Sh. Gurmail Singh Dhadda, Naib Tehsildar on 21.10.2008 but he has not received the reply in response to this letter given by Sh. Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar. Respondent is directed to check all the record of his office and also that of the office of Naib Tehsildar, Sh. Gurmail Singh, and provide the information to the Complainant. Incase, the letter is not traceable, Respondent should intimate in writing that no such letter has been written by  Sh, Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Giddarbaha.
4.
Adjourned to 07.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March, 2011

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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

C/o Kamboj Hospital,

Gidderbaha, Near Gaushala,

Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Giddarbaha

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar, Giddarbaha

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 162 of 2011

Present:
 i) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mohan Singh, Reader  on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that file relating to the information sought by the Complainant is not traceable. Respondent is directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of file and action should be taken against the erring official, if need be, FIR be registered and compliance report be submitted on the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 07.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March,  2011

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

Sh. Bag Ram Kamboj,

Kamboj Hospital ,

Near Gaushala, Giddarbaha,

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Giddarbaha. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 153 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mohan Singh, Reader  on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that the information regarding item no. 3 has not been provided to him.  Respondent states that Complainant has already been informed that information sought by him does not exist as there is no sale deed no. 2938 dated 21.09.1989 in their record.  Complainant further states that the information was sought on the basis of the record provided by the department.  Complainant is advised to provide the copies of the record to the Respondent from which he has noted the sale deed number and the date to provide the sought for information.

3.
Adjourned to 07.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March,  2011

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

Sh. Dilabgh Singh &

Saroop Singh,

S/o Harbans Singh,

Vill. Mallha, PO Kang,

Tarn Taran  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Khadoor Sahib,

Tarn Taran

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 104 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Gurdial Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         The application for information of the Complainant was given to the Respondent in the Commission on 19.07.2010 and the case was disposed off with the directions to the Respondent to provide complete information to the Complainant within thirty days.  Inspite of the directions of the Commission no information was given to the Complainant.  However, on not receiving the information Complainant again approached the Commission. It is observed that in response to the directions of the Commission no information has been provided to the Complainant till date.  Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Steno had attended the hearing dated 19.07.2010 and the application of the Complainant was handed over to him in the Commission with the directions to provide complete information. 
3.       It is observed that neither the PIO nor Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Steno has taken any action on the application of the Complainant and not bothered about the directions of the Commission.
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4.         In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o SDM, Khadoor Sahib, Tarn Taran, , 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 their written replies.

5.
Adjourned to 07.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th March,  2011

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

Sh. Dilabgh Singh &

Saroop Singh,

S/o Harbans Singh,

Vill. Mallha, PO Kang,

Tarn Taran  

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP, Tarn Taran

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 180 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, S.I on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that in response to the application for information dated 26.02.2010, Complainant was informed vide letter dated 23.03.2010 that his application/complaint dated 26.02.2010 had not been entered in Central Dairy register of the SSP office. So, no action had been taken by the Respondent on the complaint.  Since the copy of the complaint regarding which information was sought was sent to the Complainant alongwith the notice of hearing and the Respondent has admitted having received the same now, any action being taken on the said complaint be intimated to the Complainant within one month.
3.                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: 15th March, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
