STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sudarshan Kumari,

D/o Sant Ram,

House No. 3047, Sector 39C,

Chandigarh
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Horticulture,

SCO 843-44, Sector 22A,

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.1674 of 2008

Present:
(i) Smt. Sudarshan Kumari, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that she has not been provided information on 3 points. Respondent states that for 2 pointes as explained in the Commission today, Complainant has not demanded any information in her application under RTI Act 2005. As regard attendance register, he has clarified that Sh. Krishan Kant Malhotra, retired Suptd  has written that the said attendance register was called for by the then Director and the same is not available in the office. The reply of the Respondent is not satisfactory, he is directed to trace the attendance register and provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 21.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohan Singh,

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

R/o Backside, Sadar Khana, 

Faridkot.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1593 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Mahesh Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Mahesh Kumar, Junior Assistant appearing on behalf of the District Transport officer, Faridkot states that he has brought the information which is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19h March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Tarun Bansal,

Sec-A Gali No. 10,

Ram Nagar, Sunam,

Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2765 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
Respondent states sought for information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 30.10.08.  He further states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Puran Chand Arora,

Advocate,

# 23, Upkar Nagar,

Factory Area, Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Internal Audit Organization,

Deptt. of Finance Pb., Sector 22,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2776 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Hans Raj, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing dated 06th Feb, 2009, Complainant was advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided. No deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

S/o Sh. Jaithu Ram,

R/o B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2767 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Advocate & Sh. Ajaib Singh, Junior Assistant, O/o DEO, Sangrur
ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Counsel  states that he has been asked by the Respondent to appear on his behalf. He further prays that he will submit his vakalat nama on the next date of hearing. Respondent states that the Complainant has been asked vide his letter no. 731/09 dated 13.03.09 to deposit Rs. 20/- as the fee to provide the information. Since the fee is demanded after a period of five month , Respondent is directed to provide information free of cost to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 22.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Bachan Singh,

Gali No. 6, Subhash Nagar, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer
Nagar Council, Phagwara,
Distt. Kapurthala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2295 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Desh Raj, Suptd-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has filed application for information on 21.04.2008 in which he has demanded action taken on his application dated 28.05.2007. In response to his application, Respondent has supplied him different information in their letters. He further states that action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information within time limit as prescribed under the Act and also supplying in correct information. Sh. Desh Raj states that he has been made PIO in the month of Feb 2009.He further states that as directed by the Commission Sh. Harpreet Singh, PIO has filed the affidavit.

3.
 The reply filed by the PIO in his affidavit is not satisfactory. He is again directed to show cause by filling an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him & penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying information. He should also clarify as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him.
4.
Adjourned to 22.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o Dess Raj, E.O. Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi, Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary,

Ram Nagar,

Distt. Bathinda

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2773 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Complainant was absent on the last hearing also.  Respondent has sent the information to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission . No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Resham Singh,

S/o Sh. Milkhi Ram,

R/o VPO : Mazara Nau Abad,

Tehsil & District Nawanshahr
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare (Pb.)

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2657 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Resham Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd and Sh. Lakhbir Singh, PIO the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasmail Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

C/o Asstt. Engineer,

Sub Division, PSEB,

Badurkha.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Secondary),

SCO: 95-97

Sector 17D, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.443 of 2008
Present:
(i) Mr. R.D.Kalia on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. R.D.Kalia, Counsel appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that sought for information has not been provided to him.  He further states that on the hearing on 7th January 2009. PIO was directed by the Commission to be personally present on the next hearing i.e. on 06th Feb. 2009 but the PIO sent junior assistant to attend the hearing. Today PIO is again absent.
3.
It is observed that PIO has neither supplied the information nor he has attended any hearing as directed by the Commission.

4.
In view of the foregoing, show cause notice is hereby issued to the Respondent as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and also to explain as to why penalty of @ Rs. 250/- be not imposed on him for not providing the information to the Complainant.
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5.
Adjourned to 21.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejwant Singh,

VPO-Bhawaur, Tehsil-Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DDPO, 

Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 693 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Jaswir Singh, DDPO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and compensation as order by the Commission on the last hearing. He is satisfied. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th March, 2009
