 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vaneet Goyal,

S/o Sh. Amritpal Goyal ,

Bhai Gurdas Education Oneway Traffic Road

Distt. Mansa

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1805  of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 12th August, 2011, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. It is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd   September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No.39, Near Telephone Exchange,

Village-Bholapur, Chabewal,

VPO-Ramgarh, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Motor Vehicle Inspector,

Mansa.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1430 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Edwin, Motor Vehicle Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  In the hearing dated 21.07.2011, Respondent was directed to show cause for not supplying the information in time.  In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. 
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)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd   September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

S/o Sh. Baldeep Singh,

R/o # 265, Ward No.9,

Chandigarh Road, Kurali,

Tehsil-Kharar, Distt-MOhali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1766 of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, DTO, Jalandhar on 27.08.2010 but  no information has been given to him so far.

3.
In the hearing dated 12.08.2011, Smt. Babita Rani, PIO-cum-DTO, Jalandhar was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, it is observed neither the Respondent/PIO nor his representative is present to attend the hearing. She has not bothered to inform the Commission about her absence. Last opportunity is given to Smt. Babita Rani to appear before the Commission. Smt. Babita Rani is also directed to provide the complete inforamtion to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action will be taken under Section 20 of the RTI Act

4.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

S.C.Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o XEN, (P.W. Division),

Panchayati Raj,

Zila Parishad Complex,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1423 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant 

       (ii) Sh. Bant Singh, XEN (PR), Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 21.07.2011, Respondent/PIO was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause. We have gone through the reply and found unsatisfactory. In his reply, Respondent/PIO has not justified the action regarding delay in providing the inforamtion. Respondent is again directed to submit the correct affidavit as per record. Respondent is also directed to provide the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
. 

3.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sneh Prabha,

D/o Satish Chander,

H.No.3230, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to Government of Pb,

Department of Education,

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE), PB,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.467 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. S.K.Monga on behalf of the Appellant

    (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/O Secretary Education Govt. of Punjab. PIO transferred the application of the Complainant to DPI(SE) Punjab vide his letter dated 06.07.2011, accordingly, PIO, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab was impleaded as Respondent no. 2. 

3.
In the hearing dated 21.07.2011, Sh. Om Parkash Pilani was issued show cause notice for delay in providing the inforamtion. In the hearing dated 12.08.2011, Sh. Om Parkash Pilani has submitted the affidavit in response to the order showing cause. In his affidavit, Sh. Om Parkash Pilani has submitted that this inforamtion is to be provided by the PIO, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab. It is observed that neither the PIO, O/o DPI (SE), nor his representative is present. PIO, O/o DPI(SE) has also not provided the sought for inforamtion  
4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab is directed to show cause as to why penalty of @ Rs. 250/- per day under Section 20 of the RTI Act be not imposed on him for not providing the information to the Appellant and why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. He should file his written reply in response to the order showing cause before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongiwth the complete inforamtion.
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-2-

5.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o Chamkaur Singh

R/o Vill. Mullanpur Dakha,

Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Panchayat

Mullanpur Dakha

Distt. Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director

Urban Local Bodies, 

Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority

Ferozepur Road, Ludhaina
…………………………..Respondent

AC No 554 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Bhupinder, Nagar Panchayat on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought inforamtion regarding laying of sewer lines from the Deputy Director Local Bodies, Ludhiana. In the hearing dated 16.08.2011, Respondent, O/o Nagar Panchayat, Ludhiana stated that the remaining inforamtion is to be provided by PIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana. On the statement of the Respondent, O/o Nagar Panchayat, Ludhiana, PIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent No. 2 and was directed to provide the complete inforamtion to the Complainant. It is observed neither the PIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhaina nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 
5.
In view of the foregoing, show cause notice is hereby issued to the PIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana as to why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and also to explain as to why penalty of @ Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed on him for not providing the information to the Appellant and why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. He  should file his  written reply in response to the show cause notice before the next

Contd…P-2
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date of hearing. PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete inforamtion regarding laying of sewer lines as sought by the Complainant.

6.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Singla,

C/o Radha Kishan,

Dhanpat Rai

Rampura Phul

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1742of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Raj Kumar Singla, the Complainant
                        (ii) Smt. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-1 on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filled an application for information on 27.04.2011, to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb but after the lapse of five months no information has been provided to him.  Sofaras, the question of information is concerned, Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent has brought the receipt register which shows that the RTI application of the Complainant has been received in their office but no action has been taken on the application of the Complainant.  Respondent is directed to find out the person responsible for the delay in providing the information and, if the need be, enquiry should be conducted and action should be taken against the erring person as per service rules. Since, the inforamtion has been provided, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                    Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raman Deep Singh

S/o Harbans singh

R/o 274-Basant Avenue,

Ludhaina 

…………………………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1735 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Harjinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant had not submitted the deficiencies in writing.  Complainant is advised to point out the discrepancies in the information provided to the Respondent within one week from the receipt of this order.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the discrepancies in the information provided are made good before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

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 Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Rajpura.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Rajpura.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 449 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurinder Singh, Suptd, O/o BDPO, Rajpura on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has filed application for inforamtion with the PIO, O/o BDPO, Rajpura on 12.01.2011 but no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than eight months. 
3.
In the hearing dated 27.07.2011, Smt. Ravinder Kaur, PIO-cum-BDPO, Rajpura was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Smt. Ravinder Kaur, PIO-cum-BDPO has submitted her reply on 09.08.2011. We have gone through the reply and found unsatisfactory. In her reply, she has submitted that the information is to be provided by the Sarpanch of the Gram Panchayat, who is the PIO as per Act. Since, the application for inforamtion was made to PIO, O/o BDPO, Rajpura on 12.01.2011 and under the provision of the Act , the same is to be transferred within 5 days under Section 6(3) to the concerned authority. The Respondent has failed to submit any documents in this regard. 
Contd…P-2
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4.
Last opportunity is given to the Smt. Ravinder Kaur, PIO-cum-BDPO, Rajpura to provide the complete information to the Appellant. Smt. Ravinder Kaur , PIO-cum-BDPO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmail Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Hari Ram,

Village Kadiana P.O & Block Adampur,

Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SHO,

Police Station, Adampur,

Distt-Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1744 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Balwinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant 

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o SHO, Police Station, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar vide his application dated 09.05.2011. On not receiving the information, he filed a complaint with the Commission, accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to SHO, Police Station, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar vide his application dated 09.05.2011. On not receiving the information, he filed a complaint with the Commission, accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to SHO, Police Station, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar. It was observed during the hearing dated 16.08.2011, neither the inforamtion was provided nor the SHO or his representative was present at the hearing. Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the SHO, Police Station, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar. In today’s hearing, it is observed that neither the inforamtion has been provided nor SHO or his representative is present.  SHO, Police Station, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar has also not filed his reply of the order showing cause. Complainant has informed the Commission that Sh. Bharat Masih was the SHO who has been transferred. Since, the reply to the show cause is to be given by Sh. Bharat Masih, accordingly, SSP (Rural), Jalandhar is directed to direct Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO to file a reply to the order showing cause and also provide the information as demanded by the Complainant and direct Sh. Bharat Masih to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Copy of the application for information of the Complainant be sent to the SSP(Rural) Jalandhar alongwith the order.
Contd…P-2
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3.
Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                     State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

CC: SSP (Rural ), Jalandhar 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

S/o Raghbir singh

# 148, St. 5, New Sukhchain Nagar

Gurudwara Road,

Tehsil Phagwara 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DSP (Rural)

Jalandhar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2117  of 2011

Alongwith

CC No. 2118 of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.

In response to the hearing notice of the Commission, PIO O/o SSP (Rural), has informed the Commission vide their letter dated 28.07.2011, that application of the Complainant was not received in their office.  Accordingly, appeals of the Complainant were filed.  PIO O/o SSP, Jalandhar (Rural) has again informed the Commission vide their letter dated 11.08.2011 that Complainant was informed that his application No. 1265/PTM dated 12.04.2011 and application No. 2223 dated 07.03.2011, NRI, is related to the O/o Police Commissioner, Jalandhar.  He should apply to the Police Commissioner, Jalandhar to seek the information.  PIO O/o SSP, Jalandhar (Rural) should have transferred these applications to the PIO O/o Police Commissioner, Jalandhar as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.

Since, the application was not transferred within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  PIO O/o SSP, Jalandhar, (Rural) was directed to collect the information at his level and provided it to the Complainant.
4.

In today’s hearing, it is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present.  Complainant has informed the Commission that no information has been provided to him.  PIO O/o SSP, Jalandhar (Rural) is directed to ensure that complete information be provided to the Complainant after obtaining the same from the PIO O/o Police Commissioner, Jalandhar before the next date of hearing.  PIO or his representative should be present alongwith the complete information on the next date of hearing. 
5.
Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

CC:
SSP (Rural), Jalandhar


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sohan Lal,

S/o Sh. Hukum Chand,

V & P.O. Garcha,

Distt-SBS Nagar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, SBS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1864 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Sohan Lal, the Complainant 

 (ii) Sh. Roop Chand, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 19.08.2011, Respondent was asked to file an affidavit regarding non-availability of record. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit. We have gone through the reply of the Respondent and found unsatisfactory. It seems that Respondent has not made any efforts to trace the record. If the record is destroyed, the proof be submitted. If the record is not traceable, action should be taken against the person responsible for the lossf18 of record.
3.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Avtar Singh,

# 37, St No.3, Ferozepur Cantt.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Rural, Police Head Quarter, (Dehati),

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Rural, Police Head Quarter, (Dehati),

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 683 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Labh Singh, HQ on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 23.08.2011, Respondent states that the copy of the DDR/FIR has been sent to the Appellant by registered post.   Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the same and is satisfied.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Appellant alongwith the order. 
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)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

R/o Village-Dakha,

Pati Buda, Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 685 of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he sought inforamtion from the PIO, O/o DDPO, Ludhiana on 15.04.2011. On not receiving the inforamtion, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali on 27.05.2011. The perusal of the file shows that the Nodal Officer, O/o DRDP, Mohali vide his letter dated 10.08.2011 directed the PIO to provide the complete information to the Complainant and attend the hearing in the Commission. It is observed that today neither the PIO/APIO nor the representative of FAA is present. They have not informed the Commission about their absence for today’s hearing.
3.
In view of the above facts, it appears that this is a case of malafide denial of information by the PIO. However, since it is the responsibility of the First Appellate Authority to ensure that the orders passed by him are duly complied with by the PIO, the Commission, therefore, has decided to remand the case back to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali to ensure that its order under Section 19(1) are duly complied with and requested information furnished in terms of the orders so passed.
4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the FAA to treat the copy of the appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
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5.
If the compliance is not ensured within 15 days from the date of receipt of this order, the Appellant should approach this Commission for initiation of proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act for imposition of penalty and/or recommending appropriate disciplinary action. This will be without prejudice to the Right of the First Appellate Authority to initiate action under the service rules  against the PIO for willful violation of lawful orders promulgated by a Public Servant while exercising statutory powers. 

6.
With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission ;

2.       Copy of RTI application dated 02.07.2011. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1831 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Harjinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As advised by the Commission in the last hearing, Complainant states that he has pointed out deficiencies to the PIO O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and all the concerned APIOs i.e Zone-A, B, C and D by registered post dated 19.09.2011.  Complainant further states that no information has been provided to him regarding deficiencies as pointed out by him.  Neither the PIO nor any APIO is present for today’s hearing.  Another copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant is handed over to Sh. Harjinder Singh, Clerk with the directions to apprise to the concerned APIOs about the deficiencies in the information provided.  PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta,

Bhatian Street,

Nabha- 147 201

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Nabha

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1825 of 2011

Present:
Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta, the Complainant 

Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, EO, Longowal and Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant filed application for inforamtion on 21.03.2011 seeking copy of work order no. 6/1 for construction of C.C. flooring in Sangat Pura Street Ward no. 1, Inspite of the four hearings in the Commission, copy of the work order has not been provided to the Complainant.  

3.
In the hearing dated 26.08.2011, Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, EO, MC, Longowal was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Sh. Gurjit Singh, JE and and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, EO, Longowal has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.
3.
The perusal of the file shows that Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal (PIO at the time when information was sought) who is presently working as EO, MC, Longowal is the responsible for not providing the inforamtion to the Complainant. 

4.
In this view of the matter, We are convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the Complainant is suitably compensated for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearings which the Complainant had to attend before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstance, of the case, we award a sum of Rs. 4,000/- (Rupees Four Thousand Only) to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act as compensation.  It is clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by office of Executive Office, Municipal Council, Nabha to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
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5.
As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request and there is too much delay on the part of the Respondent. The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, (PIO at the time when information was sought) who is presently working as EO, MC, Longowal. However, a lenient view is taken, a penalty of Rs. 10000/- (Rs. Ten thousand only) is imposed on Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, EO, MC, Longowal. This amount shall be paid by Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, EO, Municipal Council, Longowal as his personal liability. The Director  Local Govt., Punjab shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Respondent and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

6.
Sh. Hardeep Singh, EO-cum-PIO, Nabha is directed to provide the work order to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
7.
Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

CC: 
1. Director Local Govt., Punjab, SCO 131-132, Sector 17C, Chandigarh

            2. Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Longowal
            3. Sh. Hardeep Singh, EO-cum-PIO, Nabha

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:-Bolapur,

Jhabewal, P/O Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, 

Opp. Distt. Courts, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 309 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. T.S.Sahota, ADTO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the six hearings in the Commission, complete information has still not been provided to him.   The perusal of the record shows that some of the  information is also to be provided by the PIO O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant as discussed in the Commission before the next date of hearing, failing which action under section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.          Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surdeep Singh

S/o S. Sadhu Singh

VPO Manupur

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secy.,

School Education, E-7 Branch,

Pb, Mini Sectt, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1828 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Surdeep Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Bachittar Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an applications for information on 28.01.2011 to the PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab and Secretary School Education, Punjab, but no information has been provided to him till date.  Sh. Bachittar Singh, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is to be provided by Suptd. O/o  Secy., School Education, Branch E-7.  
3.     It is observed that Complainant had filed RTI application to the DPI(SE), Punjab on 28.01.2011. PIO, O/o DPI(SE) neither provided the inforamtion nor transferred his application to the concerned PIO. He was absent on the last date of hearing also . He is directed to file his reply that why he has not taken any action on the application for inforamtion of the complainant. If the inforamtion was to be provided by the Secretary School Education than why the application was not transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
4.
Since, the inforamtion as stated by the Respondent is to be provided by the office of Secretary School Education. I, therefore, order that PIO-cum-Suptd, O/o Secy., School Education, Branch E-7 be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO-cum-Suptd, O/o Secy., School Education, Branch E-7 should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagat Singh, S/o Vadawa Singh

Vill. Bhulpur

Tehsil Sultanpur Lodhi

Kapurthala

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1066 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Jagat Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 27.07.2011, a compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) was awarded to the Complainant, which was to be paid by the O/o Tehsildar, Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.  In today’s hearing, Complainant states that no compensation has been paid to him.  Neither the Tehsildar nor his any representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is observed that Tehsildar Sh. Jashanjit Singh has not complied with the order of the Commission.  Sh. Jashanjit Singh, was Tehsildar at Sultanpur Lodhi and was responsible for the payment of compensation as awarded by the Commission but Sh. Jashanjit Singh, has failed to make the payment of compensation.  Complainant has informed the Commission that Sh. Jashanjit Singh is presently working as Tehsildar at Batala.

3.
In view of the non-compliance of the order of the Commission, Sh. Jashanjit Singh, presently working as Tehsildar, Batala is directed to  show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not complying with the order regarding payment of compensation. He is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith his written reply in response to the order showing cause.  
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4.
Present Tehsildar/Naib Tehsildar, Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala is directed to ensure that the payment of compensation of Rs. 2000/- is made to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  He should also be personally present on the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd September, 2011

CC: Sh. Jashanjeet Singh, Tehsildar, Batala

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Jain,

Sr. Citizen, C/o # 30/D,

Rani Bagh, Near Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I. (SE), Pb

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1758 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Shamsher Singh, SUptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 12.08.2011, the information as available in the record has been sent to the Complainant on 21.07.2011, by registered post.  Sh. Shamsher Singh, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as per their record Mr. Varinder Jain has not sought any permission for purchase/sale of the property from this office.  Since, the information as available in the record stands supplied, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

6 Joyti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 834 of 2011

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

 (ii) Sh. Davinder Pal Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
PIO has submitted that as per order of the Commission Establishment branch has been asked to deduct penalty amount of Rs. 10,000/- from the salary of Sh. Gurpreet Singh Khera, PIO –cum-ADC (General) and also to pay the compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- to the Complainant.  He has also submitted that Commission will be informed after doing the needful. PIO is directed to inform the Commission after the order of the Commission is complied with.
3.
Adjourned to 07.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 23rd  September, 2011

