STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om  Parkash Jain,

Gali No-18, Parinda Street,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food Supply & Controller,

Amritsar

……………………………..Respondent

        AC No. 561 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Madan Lal, the Appellant


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


Heard

2.
 Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, Amritsar-cum-PIO  authorized Sh. Mohinder Singh Chawla, Inspector Food & Supplies Grade-I, Amritsar  to appear before the Commission for today’s hearing. Sh. M.S. Chawla vide his letter dated 19.03.2009 has submitted that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant through speed post vide memo no. 1381 dated 18.03.09 with copy to the Commission. He has requested that the personal appearance of the Respondent or any of her authorized official in this case may kindly be condoned as they are busy in election duty.
3.
Copy of the inforamtion supplied is given to the Appellant in the Commission. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information. He further states that incorrect information has been provided by the Respondent. He also states that as per newspaper report there 
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are 9000 bogus connections where as in the inforamtion given it is written that 18 bogus connection have been detected.
4.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to file an affidavit that the information supplied is correct as per their record. Documents on the basis of which the information has been given to the Complainant be shown to the Commission on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 21.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Quarter No.- 10, Old Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2882 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Hukum Chand, Chief Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him. As regards item no. 6, he states that Respondent has admitted that register has been opened but it is not being maintained. Respondent has admitted in the Commission today that  on call register has been opened but it is not being maintained properly. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the on call register to the Complainant within one week under intimation to the Commission. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20h March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Quarter No.-10,Old Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (Secondary Education),

SCO 95-97, Sec-17/D,Pb

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2889 of 2008


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


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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states he has sought information from DPI (Secondary) vide his application dated 20.10.08. He further states that on not receiving any response from the PIO, he has filed a complaint with the Commission on 08.12.09. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his authorized representative  has attended any of the two hearings held so far.
3.
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.

4.
Adjourned to 21.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amit Mittal,

182/2, Guru Nanak Street,

Near Charanjiv Ashram,

Patiala

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Education Officer,

Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

               CC No.  2879 of 2008




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


(ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Sr. Asst. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter no. 12.02.09 through registered post.  Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sudershan Kumar Sharma,

189, Garha Nagar Dayanand,

Chowk, Jalandhar-144022.
         …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer -

O/o Principal,

Kamla, Nehru College,

Phagwara.

……………………………..Respondent

MR-115 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant


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


Heard

2.
 Respondent has brought the information in response to the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant. Complainant is absent. Respondent is directed to send the information by post to the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi-

Senior Citizen, Kothi No.2484,

Phase-XI, Mohali.

             …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area

Development Authority, Puda

Bhawan, Sec-62, Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

        CC No. 2030 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi, the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
In response to the affidavit submitted by the Respondent, Complainant has submitted that he is not satisfied with the reply given in the affidavit. He has also stated that the Respondent could have supplied copies of the notices within the stipulated period from the relevant file which are at page nos. 317, 314, 315, 323 & 324. He also states that copies of the notices were not supplied to him deliberately and has requested that action be taken against the dealing official of GMADA. Respondent has been given a copy of this application dated 20.03.09 made by the Complainant and is directed to submit his reply on the next date of hearing. 
3.
On the last hearing dated 10.02.2009, PIO was directed to intimate the names of the officials who were dealing with the RTI applications and were responsible for not providing the information. In today’s hearing, Respondent has informed vide his letter 
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memo no. 6427 dated 04.03.2009 that Sh. Dharam Singh, Senior Assistant is responsible for not providing the information. He has also informed that Sh. Dharam Singh is retiring on 31.03.2009. I, therefore, call upon the PIO to place on record the materials to show that the said Sh. Dharam Singh was asked to provide assistance for providing the information as envisaged under Section 5(4) RTI Act 2005.  Sh. Dharam Singh is also directed to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 21.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Major M.S.Dyal (Retd.),

VPO-Aimah Jattan,

Via-Binson, Distt-Hoshiapur.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 878 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Dyal, Son of Sh. M.S.Dyal on behalf the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Kewal Krishan , Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant has authorized  his son Col. Rajinder Dyal (Retd) to attend today’s hearing on his behalf. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far.
3.
Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant on 19.03.09 by speed post. Copy of the reply submitted by the Respondent is given to the Complainant in the Commission today. He is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies , if any, before the next date of hearing to the Respondent.

3.
Adjourned to 21.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasvir Singh,

Street No. 9L, Ishar Nagar,

Back Side, GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Baba Hira Singh Bhattal,

Institute of Engineering & Technology,

Lehragaga, Distt- Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   MR-112 of 2008
Present:
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Baldev Singh Bedi, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been supplied to the Applicant. Applicant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and has requested to close the case. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmej Singh,

S/o Sh. Atma Singh,

VPO Peer Mohamad,

Tehsil Zira,

Distt. Ferozepur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Registrar Death & Birth,

Ferozepur 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2911 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as ordered by the Commission he has filed the affidavit that all the inforamtion as per record has been supplied. He further states that  as regards refund of excess fee of Rs.50/-, he has brought the cash amount to deliver it to the Complainant.
3.
Complainant is absent. Respondent is directed to refund the excess fee of Rs.50/- to the Complainant by cheque or draft. Copy of the affidavit submitted by the Respondent be also sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. No further action is required.
4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2009
