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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh (Retd. XEN)

850, Urban Estate

Phase- II, Focal Point,

Ludhiana – 141 010 

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Firms and Societies Punjab

3rd Floor, Buys Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Pr. Secretary

Industries and Export Corp. , 

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 383 of 2011

Present:
(i)Er. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia, the Appellant.


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

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 19.05.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit.  Respondent has failed to submit the affidavit today.  Respondent states that affidavit, as directed by the Commission will be submitted on the next date of hearing.  Respondent is directed to submit the affidavit before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Appellant.
3.
Adjourned to 08.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15h July, 2011

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

Sh. G.S.Gandhi, Advocate,

Kothi No.2234, Sector-21/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries

And Export Corporation, Ltd.,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 915 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that some of the information was provided to the Complainant on 27.01.2011 and the Complainant has been informed that efforts are being made to trace out the remaining information.  He further states that the sought for information is very old and the record is still not traceable.
3.
Respondent is directed to enquire regarding non availability of the record.  If the need be, action should be taken against the erring official responsible for the loss of record.
4.
Adjourned to 08.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15h July, 2011

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

Smt. Rajni Bala,

W/o Sh. Om Parkash,

R/o H. No.B-4/41,

Backside Dadu Ice Factory,

Garg Street, Near Geeta Bhawan,

Barnala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer, Primary,

Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1302 of 2011

Present:
(i) Smt. Rajni Bala, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the  Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  She further states that she is not interested to get any compensation for the harassment suffered by her in getting the information.  On the request of the Complainant, the show cause is, hereby, dropped.
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)

Dated: 15h July, 2011

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

Sh. Kulwant Rai Jindal,

S/o Sh. Babu Ram,

R/o H.No.1846, Ward No.4/C,

Ram Nagar, Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Manager,

Primary Cooperative Agriculture Devp. Bank,

Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1303 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Harchain Singh, Manager on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant is absent.  He was absent 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)

Dated: 15h July, 2011

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh

S/o Sh. Mothu Ram

VPO Ramgarh

Panchkula (Haryana) – 134 111

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Fire Station,

SAS Nagar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133  of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has not been provided information for item No. 3,(i) regarding advertisement given in the newspaper etc. for giving training to the applicants.  He further states that information regarding item No.2, Respondent has provided false information.  Respondent is directed to provide complete particulars of the applicants who have taken training from the fire station.  Respondent is directed to provide this 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 08.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15h July, 2011

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, R/o Ramgarh.

Ludhiana.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1297 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that remaining information was sent to the Complainant on 08.06.2011. Complainant has also confirmed on telephone 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 closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-





                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th  July, 2011

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

Sh. Satbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

VPO-Bakainwala,

Block Khuian Sarwar,

Tehsil-Fazilka, Distt-Ferozepur.


 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Khuian Sarwar, Abohar.

Distt-Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1301 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Satbir Singh, the Appellant 
(ii) Sh. Mahavir Sharma, Suptd, O/o BDPO, Abohar and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Maan, Panchayat Secretary-cum-village Development Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant filed an application with the PIO, O/o BDPO on 28.12.2010 but complete information has been provided to him on 18.05.2011 after lapse of more than four months. On the last date of hearing, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-Village Development Officer was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause.  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh has submitted that since he was not handed over the charge by Jagdish Singh, so, sought for information could not be provided to the Complainant. He further states that on receipt of charge from Sh. Jagdish Singh, the information was sent to the Complainant. 
3.
The Complainant has had to attend two hearings before the Commission. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.   In this view of the matter, ends of justice
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would be met by awarding a compensation of Rs.1000/- (Rupees One Thousand Only) to the Complainant.  The compensation will be paid by the Respondent to the Complainant within seven days of the receipt of this order. The compensation shall be paid by the office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Khuian Sarwar, Abohar, Distt-Ferozepur i.e. the Public Authority within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission 

4.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 08.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Manmohan Luthra,

R/o # 5773, Ground Floor,

Sector-38/West, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1230 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 sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 23.06.2011. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, he has filed an affidavit stating that he could not attend the hearing dated 30.05.2011 as the notice of hearing was not received in their office. Respondent has further submitted that Complainant sought information from 1980 onwards, as the caretaker was suspended and he had not handed over the record. After his reinstatement, the information was prepared and sent to the Complainant.
3.
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 and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. G.S. Gandhi, Advocate

Kothi No. 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh - 160022

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation Ltd.,

Regd. Office : 18 Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 914 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
. 
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission on the last hearing dated 31.05.2011, Respondent has submitted the list of the 151 applicants of industrial plots today, in the Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant.  Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within a week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 08.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Khalia, H.No. Near Tanki No.3,

M.K.Road, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2011

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Gaganjit Singh Walia, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
PIO has authorized Sh. Gaganjit Singh Walia, Section Officer to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Respondent has submitted in writing that the sought for record has still not been traced.  Efforts have been made to trace the same.  Respondent is directed to hold an enquiry and action should be initiated against the erring officials/officers, if the sought for information is not traced. 
3.
Adjourned to 09.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
Note:-
After the hearing, Sh. Gurmukh Singh, the Complainant appeared and states that due to some reason he could not attend the hearing in time and has sought another date. Copy of the documents, which are submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission has been handed over to the Complainant..

Sd/-
Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Suket Gupta, President,

Vigilant Indian People,

Fourms, Shop No.7,

Nanha Complex, Kapurthala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar
Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 993 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Saket Gupta, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Rajbir Singh, DRO on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant filed application for information on 14.01.2011 with the PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala. APIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala transferred his application to Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Kapurthala and also to Tehsildar Kapurthala. In the hearing dated 31.05.2011, Respondent was informed that Complainant has sought information from the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner regarding action taken by the office of Deputy Commissioner on the report of Patwari , Sukhdev Singh relating to demarcation of Shalimar Bagh dated 09.07.07. He has only sought the action taken by the office of Deputy Commissioner on the said report. It is observed that the PIO without going through the RTI application has wrongly transferred the application to Tehsildar, Kapurthala and Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Kapurthala. Respondent has failed to provide information within the prescribed time under the RTI Act and Complainant has to approach the Commission to get the sought for information and he has suffered financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. The reply of the PIO in response to the order showing cause is not satisfactory. I award a compensation of Rs. 4000/- (Rs. Four Thousand only) under Section 19(8) (b) to the Complainant for the harassment and mental loss suffered by him. This compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. office of Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala and not by the PIO. 
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3.
Complainant states that he has not received the copy of the letter dated 07.07.2011 vide which information regarding action taken by the Deputy Commissioner on the report of the Patwari was intimated. Respondent is again directed to provide the information to the Complaint regarding  action taken by the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala on the demarcation report of the Patwari dated 09.07.07 by the Sukhdev Singh, Patwari. 
4.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 08.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

H.No.2123, Sector-27/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Central Jail,

Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1165 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 26.02.2011 but no information has been provided to him sofar,  inspite of the direction of the Commission,  Respondent has failed to provide the information. It is also observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.

 3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
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. 

4.
PIO 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.

5.
Adjourned to 08.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Mejar Singh,

S/o SH. Nachhattar Singh,

Village-Santoj,

Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1273 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Tiwana, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  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)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh, Advocate 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh

Courts Complex Khanna

Tehsil Khanna

Distt. Ludhaina

 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Samrala

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 377  of 2011

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


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

Heard

2.
    Appellant is absent. Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Appellant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Appellant in token of having received the information.

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: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Sant Singh,

R/o 105, Walia Enclave,

Opposite, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

IInd Floor, A-Block,

Mini Sectt, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 332 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Appellant.



(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Appellant was informed on 04.04.2011 that no action has been taken by the department on his petition dated 06.09.2010 and 15.09.2010.  Respondent further states that hearing for these petitions is fixed for 21.07.2011.  Since, information stands supplied, the case is therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

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

Sh. Nitin Partap Singh,

# 9, Bank Colony,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Public Service Commission,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Public Service Commission,

Patiala. 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 424 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Nitin Partap, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has submitted that in response to the order of the  Commission to provide information regarding answer sheets, department has filed CWP No. 11648 of 2011 in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and Hon’ble High Court has issued notice for stay dated 01.08.2011.

3.
Appellant states that the Respondent has misled, the Commission by giving false reply that Hon’ble High Court has issued stay in the said CWP.  He further states that since, no stay has been granted by the Hon’ble High Court, action should be taken against the PIO for not providing the information and he should be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him.
4.
It is observed that Appellant filed an application for information on 10.01.2011 and inspite of the order of the Commission, complete information has still not been provided to the Appellant.

Contd…P-2

-2-

6.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent - PIO, O/o Public Service Commission, Patiala is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
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. 

7.
PIO, O/o Public Service Commission, Patiala  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 Appellant before the next date of hearing.

8.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 15th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
