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

Sh. D.P.Rattan,

House No.269, Ward NO.4,

Morinda, Ropar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner,
Revenue & Rehabilitation.

Pb. Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Ropar

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ropar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2488 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. D.P.Rattan, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Yadev Rai Singh, Steno, O/o Commissioner, Rupnagar and Sh. Gurinder Singh, Clerk , O/o Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Yadev Rai Singh, Steno, O/o Commissioner, Rupnagar appeared on behalf of the Respondent no. 2 states that vide their letter no. 1366 dated 01.11.2012, Complainant has been informed that the they have constituted Committee for taking appropriate action against the defaulting Tehsildars i.e. Sh. Harsimran Singh and Sh. Mandeep Singh and the final decision taken by the Committee may be informed as and when it has been finalized. Respondent no. 2 is directed to send the enquiry report to the Complainant as soon as possible with a copy to the Commission.
3.
Sh. Gurinder Singh, Clerk, O/ DC, Rupnagar has brought the reply today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not 
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satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar is directed to submit the reply of letter no. 34-35 dated 02.04.2012 in the Commission, which was sent by Commissioner, Roopnagar Mandal, Roopnagar to FCR, Punjab with a copy to DC, Roopnagar on the next date of hearing. Copy of the same is handed over to Sh.Gurinder Singh, Clerk, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar today in the Commission office.  PIO, O/o DC, Roopnagar is also directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
4.
Adjourned to 15.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Jaspinder Singh,

S/o S. Baldev Singh, 

Vill. Molwiwala, Tehsil Patran,

Distt. Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Relief and Rehabilitation Punjab

Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3418 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Jaspinder Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Mrs. Sarla Rani, Suptd. alongwith Sh. Vandana , Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent states that Complainant has not asked for any specific inforamtion and information as exists in the record has been provided. She further states that sought for inforamtion relates to the queries, which are not to be replied. Since, the information as exist in the record has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 








                

Sd/-f
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand,

Malerkotla.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Mini Sectt.,

Pb.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2736 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Anil Shukla, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Ashwani Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant has authorized Sh. Anil Shukla, Advocate  to appear on his behalf

Sh. Anil Shukla, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. 
3.
The perusal of the file shows that the RTI application of the Complainant was forwarded by the office of Local Govt Punjab to the E.O. Malerkotla, but no information has been provided by the PIO, O/o EO, Malerkotla  to the Complainant so far. 
4.
In the above circumstances, there is a sufficient basis to conclude that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent as directed. These are serious lapses which shows disregard for the RTI Act and the duties and responsibilities

5.
In view of the foregoing, E.O.-cum-PIO  Malerkotla 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.
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(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
E.O.-cum-PIO  Malerkotla is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. E.O.-cum-PIO  Malerkotla is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

7.
Adjourned to 15.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

CC: E.O. –cum- PIO, Nagar Council, Malerkotla

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Gali No.2, Nabha.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Mini Sectt.,

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2783 of 2012

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


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


Heard

2.
 Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent. Complainant is advised to make representation to the higher authorities regarding genuiness of the information. 
3.
The Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. 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. 

4.
The perusal of the file indicates that the Respondent PIO has been making efforts to provide information. However, due to certain systemic deficiencies in the office of the public authority concerned, there has been delay in serving the request.  However, E.O. Municipal Committee, Nabha- is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.
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5.
Since, information as per record stands supplied. No further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

CC:
Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Nabha.

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

Sh. Prem Kumar,

s/o Sh. Prabh Dayal,

r/o Dhikhan Wala Mohalla, 

Talwandi Saboo,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3472 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Prem Kumar, the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 01.10.2012, to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda, but after the lapse of two months, incomplete  information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  The perusal of the file shows that the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda has written vide their letter dated 12.10.2012 to the Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Bathinda that Complainant can apply to Suvida Centre and can get the sought for information from the concerned department. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda has sent the information to the Complainant vide their letter dated 19.07.2012 in response to the Complainant’s application dated 27.06.2012.  Additional Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda is directed to personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information.
3.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.0AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Yashwant Raj Puri, Advocate

Court Complex, Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2477 of 2012

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



  (ii) Smt. Baljit Kaur, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent   

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Smt. Baljit Kaur, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, affidavits have been sent to the Complainant by registered post dated 16.11.2012.  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 case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                SD/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Beant Kinger,

MC, Ward No. 20,

 B-18/792, Pandian Street,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2398 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Beant Kinger, the Complainant



 (ii) SH. Chhotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing Respondent has provided him the remaining information of point No. 6 and 9.  He further states that no information has been provided to him pertaining to his RTI application dated 18.04.2012.  Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO appearing on  behalf of the O/o Pr. Secy., Local Govt., Pb states that some of the information is to be provided by the PIO O/o E.O., Nagar Council, Malerkotla.  
3.
Since, some information is to be provided by PIO O/o E.O., Nagar Council, Malerkotla, therefore, he is directed to personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information as sought by the Complainant in his RTI application dated 18.04.2012.  

4.
Adjourned to 15.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

CC:
PIO O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Malerkotla.

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

Sh. Ram Sharan Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40C,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Chief Admn Officer,

PUDA, Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan , Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Punjab
Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1140 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Ram Sharan Dass, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Dhian Singh, E.O and Sh. Jagdish Chand, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that as advised by the Commission in the last hearing, he has gone through the information and pointed out the deficiencies that the information pertaining to point nos. 5 and 7 is not provided to him.  Respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the same.  Respondent is directed to provide the information pertaining to point nos. 5 and 7 before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Sujan Singh,

# 297, Adarsh Nagar, 

Naya Gaon, 

Distt. Ajitgarh Punjab

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3473 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Singla and Sh. Mohinder Pal, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has sought another date to provide the information pertaining to point no. 3.  Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, as the most of the time has been lapsed in providing the information .  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  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.
3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, Ward No. 5,

Maur Mandi – 151 509,

Distt. Bathinda 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1779 of 2012

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



   (ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant and Complainant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information provided.  Complainant is absent.  He has sent a copy of the deficiencies in the information provided to the Commission vide his letter dated 04.12.2012, copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission with the directions that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

3.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.0AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kuamr,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

C/o Ved Enterprises,

Sato Wala Pul, Dhuri

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt., Punjab

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt., Punjab

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1319 of 2012

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



(ii) Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent   

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant by registered post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is absent.  He was absent even on the last hearing also.  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 appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, 

10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Ind. Area ‘B’, Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

First appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana

,…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1053 /2012

Present
(i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO O/o Pr. Secy., Local Govt., Pb and Sh. A.S. Azaad, E.O, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
 In the last hearing, PIO O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing, In today’s hearing, Sh. A.S. Azaad, E.O-cum-PIO appearing and states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Vikram Kumar,

r/o Kothi No. C- 443,

Thermal Colony, Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2464 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Vikram Kumar, the Complainant



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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has brought the remaining information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided.  
3.
Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. 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. 

4.
The perusal of the file shows that it is not a fit case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005.  However, on account of lack of proper guidelines and suitable mechanism in the office of Respondent-PIO there has been considerable delay in providing the information to the Complainant. The Complainant has had to attend three hearings before the Commission.  He has been coming to Chandigarh from Bathinda.  In 
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this view of the matter, ends of justice would be met by awarding a compensation of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand Only) to the Complainant.  The Respondent has paid the cash amount of  compensation i.e. Rs. 1000/- to the Complainant today. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
5.
The postal order submitted by the Complainant to the Commission is returned herewith as no fee is required to file appeal in the Commission. 








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj

S/o Late Shiv Kumar

House No. 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh – 160 062

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer

Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phool, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1154 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER


Complainant has informed on telephone that he is satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent.  

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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh,

Panch Gram Panchayat,

R/o Village: Dalewal,

Tehsil:Garhshankar, Distt:Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Sector:62, Pb, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2588 of 2012

Present
None for the parties. 
ORDER


Neither of the parties is present.  The Complainant was not present even on the last two dates 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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

.

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

Smt. Murti Devi,

#33159, St No.1,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2132 of 2012

Present
None for the parties. 
ORDER


Respondent is absent for forth consecutive time without any intimation Complainant has sent a letter dated 18.10.2012 that she is above 70 years and unable to attend the hearings in the Commission. She has also submitted that no information has been given to her so far. 

2.
It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear before the Commission, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for any hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda  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. 
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4.
Respondent-PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda  is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing  through registered post.

5.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

.

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

Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal,

s/o Sh. Ruldu Singh Dhaliwal

c/o Mistri Mohinder Singh

Sant Attar Singh Nagar

Near Police Line & B/s Malwa School,

Sangrur – 148 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing

Corporation Ltd., Sangrur  

 





           …………………………..Respondent

CC No.  691 of 2012

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Kumar, Godown Assistant alongwith Sh. R.K.Jain, Godown Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the similar information has already been provided to the Complainant in another benches i.e. Sh. B.C.Thakur, SIC and Smt. Jaspal Kaur, SIC. Respondent is directed to file his written reply in this regard. Today, Complainant is absent.  He was not present even on the last date of hearing. 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. 
3.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Smt. Sawinder Kaur,

S/o Late Sh. Chanan Singh,

VPO Bhumbali,

Tehsil and Distt. Gurdaspur 

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2462 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Vijay Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that some information has already been sent to the Complainant. Regarding remaining information, Respondent has sought another date. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. 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. 

3.
Adjourned to 15.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2244  of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot, on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO and Sh. Inderjit Singh, SA on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him.
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 states of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in the office of Principal Secretary, O/o Local Govt. Punjab. Principal Secretary, O/o Local Govt. Punjab is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case. I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 2500/- (Rs. Twenty Five hundred only) be paid to the Complainant by Local Govt., Punjab (public authority). It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e Local Govt., Punjab and not by the PIO.
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4.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 24.12.2012 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post







                
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  759 of 2012

Present

(i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant  



(ii) Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent no. 1. 
ORDER

            Heard
2.
During the hearing dated 30.10.2012, Respondent was directed to provide the information relating to FC No. 6/2006, Patiala, 43/2006, Patiala, 25/2006, Fatehgarh Sahib, 68/2006, Fatehgarh Sahib and 10/2005, Sangrur.  Today, Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector, O/o SSP, Vigilance Department , Patiala  appeared and states that the sought for information has already been sent  to the Appellant. Appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him.  Respondent states that the remaining information cannot be provided to the Appellant under Section 8 (e) and (g). 
3.
The FAA i.e. O/o Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab is directed to personally appear and bring all the relevant documents on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct.  
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4.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







                
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Jaswinder singh

# 265, Police colony,

Sector 26, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP,

Hoshiarpur 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2443  of 2012

Present
  : None for the parties.

ORDER


Complainant has informed on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 15.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh 

S/o Teja Singh

r/o Village Mander, PO Kulrian,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Malerkotla,

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Patiala.

.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1139 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Mohinder Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o Director, Local Bodies, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

    Heard

2.

Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 11.01.2012, but after the lapse of one year, no information has been provided to him.  In the hearing dated 25.10.2012, Sh. Jagjit Singh, BDPO, Budhlada, Distt:Mansa stated that the information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Executive Officer, MC, Malerkotla, and PIO O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala and they were impleaded as Respondent No. 2 and 3 and were directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information.  
Contd…P-2
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3.

In today’s hearing, Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent No.3 states that this information does not relate to their office and PIO O/o E.O., MC, Malerkotla vide their letter dated 19.11.2012 has also informed the Commission that this information does not relate to their office and they have clearly written that no survey of the BPL persons has been done by their office pertaining to the year 2011.  The perusal of the file shows, that this information does not relate to the PIO O/o E. O, MC, Malerktola and PIO O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala.  So, these PIOs are exempted from the further appearances in the Commission. 
4.

It is observed that Sh. Jagjit Singh, has given wrong statement that this information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Executive Officer, MC, Malerkotla, and PIO O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala.  However, Sh. Jagjit Singh, BDPO, Budhlada and PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information as sought by the Appellant, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
5.
Adjourned to 22.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







                
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  December, 2012

CC: Sh. Jagjit Singh, BDPO, Budhlada, Distt. Mansa

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

Sh. Rohit Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No. 320, Distt. Courts,

Bathinda - 151001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o St. Joseph Convent School,

Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2433 of 2012

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



 (ii) Sh. Rajan Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard 

2.         Sh. Rajan Bansal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the similar case i.e. CC No. 1223/2012 and CC: 1224/2012 have already been disposed of and closed and the information in these cases has been provided to the Complainant. He further states that Complainant has also filed same complaint, which was heard by Hon’ble SIC, Sh. Parveen Kumar and the same was disposed of. Complainant is absent. He was absent even on the last date of hearing. It is observed that the Complainant has not made any contrary claim in respect of the orders passed by SIC Sh. Parveen Kumar on his complaint. 
3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. Whatever information was available with the department has been supplied. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th December, 2012
