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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Vill. Mali Buthian,

Tehsil Batala, Gurdaspur 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1100 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

This case was transferred from the bench of Hon’ble Madam Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner to be heard on 19.07.2011. It is observed that neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present for today’s hearing. One more opportunity is given to both the parties to appear before the Commission.

2.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  July, 2011

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Vill. Mali Buthian,

Tehsil Batala, Gurdaspur 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

  Batala 

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, 

Batala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1097 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission all the available record was shown to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case.

3.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties













Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
Note : After the hearing, Complainant appeared and states  that he could not attend the hearing in time because he was not well. He further states that Respondent misbehaved with him when he went to his office to inspect the record. In this regard, Respondent is warned that in case there are complaints regarding misbehavior on the part of officials responsible for supplying him the information, the Commission will treat the case as one of harassment of an RTI Applicant and deal with the defaulters sternly. 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.









 Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Vill. Mali Buthian,

Tehsil Batala, Gurdaspur 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Batala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1098 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant was informed to visit the Patwari on any working day to inspect the record. Respondent further states that inspite of the order of the Commission, Complainant has not visited the Patwari to inspect the record. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case.
3.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
Note : After the hearing, Complainant appeared and states  that he could not attend the hearing in time because he was not well. He further states that Respondent misbehaved with him when he went to his office to inspect the record. In this regard, Respondent is warned that in case there are complaints regarding misbehavior on the part of officials responsible for supplying him the information, the Commission will treat the case as one of harassment of an RTI Applicant and deal with the defaulters sternly. 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.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  July, 2011

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh

S/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Vill. Mari Buthian

Tehsil Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Batala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1099 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information was given to the Complainant on 14.07.2011 intimating that the information was to be provided by Sh. Paramjit Singh, Patwari and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Patwari has not handed over the charge on this account and he has been suspended by the Deputy Commissioner on 01.06.2011.

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: 19th  July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
Note : After the hearing, Complainant appeared and states  that he could not attend the hearing in time because he was not well. He further states that Respondent misbehaved with him when he went to his office to inspect the record. In this regard, Respondent is warned that in case there are complaints regarding misbehavior on the part of officials responsible for supplying him the information, the Commission will treat the case as one of harassment of an RTI Applicant and deal with the defaulters sternly. Complainant states that no information has been provided to him, the reply of the Respondent that information was provided on 14.07.2011 is not correct. 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. Adjourned to 19.08.2011 at (10.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  July, 2011

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bala Singh,

Village Fatehgarh Sahib

Samana, Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1085 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 20.05.2011, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 

2.
Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  July, 2011

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

Sh. Satwinder Singh,

# 33, Royal Estate,

Near Swami, Satyanand College,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Gramin Bank,

Jalandhar Road,

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Gramin Bank,

Jalandhar Road,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 390 of 2011

Alongwith
CC No. 1184 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Davinder Sharma, CAPIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has submitted that Punjab Gramin Bank is a Statutory Body incorporated under Regional Rural Act, 1976 by a Gazette Notification dated 12.09.2005 of Govt. of India.  As such, Punjab Gramin Bank is a Public Authority under Govt. of India and not under Govt. of Punjab.  This has already been held by State Information Commission, Punjab in its order dated 18.11.2010 passed in the case CC No. 30982010 titled Shri Radha Krishan S/o Sh. Shibu Ram V/s PIO, Gramin Bank, Kapurthala.  Therefore, the appeal is preferable before Central Information Commission, New Delhi.   Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  So, the Punjab Gramin Bank is covered under Central Information Commission, New Delhi.  Accordingly, the Complainant is advised to file a fresh complaint with the Central Information Commission, New Delhi for seeking requisite information.  
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: 19th   July, 2011

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

Sh. Vikrant Khosla,

S/o Late Sh. Sohan lal Khosla,

Sadar Bazar Sanaur, Sangrur,

P.O. Sanaur, Distt-Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Ex Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sanaur,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 391 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Vikrant Khosla, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Jasvir Singh Sidhu, JE on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that record, as available, has already been provided to the Appellant. No other record is available regarding the information sought by the Appellant.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

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

Sh. Jeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

H.No.167-C, Focal Point,

Rajpura, Tehsil-Rajpura,

Distt-Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Technical Education and Industrial Training,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1191 of 2011

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO and Sh. Rashpal Singh, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 24.05.2011, Complainant was advised to point out deficiencies in the information provided. Complainant is absent. Respondent states that deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant in the information provided does not relate to his application but, however, the information to all these points has already been provided. Copy of the all the information provided by the Respondent is taken on record.
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: 19th July, 2011

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St.I-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O.Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1142 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant  had sent a request that he is out of station and shall not be able to attend today’s hearing. Appellant filed application for information on 27.08.2010 seeking information from 01.04.2009 to date. PIO vide his letter dated 06.09.2010 denied the information being very voluminous. Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission and on the hearing dated 03.03.2011, Appellant has submitted that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Appellant has also submitted to the Commission to seek undertaking from the Respondent PIO to the effect that there is no information on the subject other than the one already supplied to the Appellant. In response to that Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that all the information available in the domain of the Public authority for the period 01.04.2009 to 27.08.2010 has already been supplied to the Appellant and now no  more information is left with the Public Authority to be supplied. Respondent is directed to send copy of affidavit to the Appellant also.
Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
It is observed that the partial information had been supplied on 30.12.2011 whereas the First Appellate Authority disposed of the case on 25.10.2010 on the assurance given by the PIO/APIO that the information will be provided to the Appellant within one week. Inspite of the commitment made with the FAA, the Respondent PIO/APIO failed to provide the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.
4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO 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 the written replies.

5.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1689 of 2010

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



(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. He has sent his written submission for today’s hearing in which he has submitted that the envelop containing RTI application received back with the comments “Refused” is the sufficient proof about the refusal made by the respondent PIO.  He has further submitted that under the RTI Act 2005, Department of Posts, has stated that Speed Post Article (SPA) No. EP7852427721N was refused by Sh. Jaswant Singh, State Public Information Officer, and the delivery slip shows that Speed Post Article was refused by the Respondent PIO. He has also submitted reply of the Department of Posts and proof of denial. Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO appearing on behalf of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana states that presently there is no PIO under the name of Sh. Jaswant Singh. He has further clarified that Sh. Jaswant Singh was PIO earlier in their department and presently posted as ACA, GLADA, Ludhiana.
3.
In so far as the information, in the instant case, is concerned, it has admittedly been supplied by the Respondent. As regard refusal by the PIO, Sh. Jaswant Singh who is presently working as ACA, GLADA is directed to explain his position regarding refusal of the RTI application of the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
CC: Sh. Jaswant Singh, ACA, Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority, Ludhiana

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Soni,

B-I-1446/4-A, Near Kali Mata Mandi,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 175 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Naresh Soni, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed, Respondent has filed an affidavit.  Copy of the same has been handed over to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is advised to submit his observations in this regard before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Respondent. Appellant is also advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

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

Sh.Chaman Lal Goyal,

Advocate

# 2123, Sector : 27C,

Chandigarh 

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP-cum-IG Prisons (Punjab),

SCO No. 8-9, Rattan Building,

Sector 17A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP-cum-IG Prisons (Punjab),

SCO No. 8-9, Rattan Building,

Sector 17A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 903 of 2010

Alongwith

AC No. 778 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goya, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. D.K.Sidhu, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
 Appellant states that excess amount has been charged from him by the Respondent. Respondent states that by mistake, she has counted the documents wrongly not intentionally.  She has agreed to refund the amount, which has been extra charged from the Appellant.  She has also admitted her mistake and apologized for that.  Appellant is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent and states that he does not want to take any excess amount, which has been charged by the Respondent. 
3.
On the statement of the Appellant, the appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th July, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
