STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

C/o Kamboj Hospital,

Gidderbaha, Near Gaushala,

Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Giddarbaha

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar, Giddarbaha

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 162 of 2011
Present:            (i) Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
, Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Patwari has failed to file his written reply in response to the order showing cause.  He is again directed to file his written reply. Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Patwari states that Sh. Shamsher Singh, Patwari had not handed over the charge to him.  He further states that presently Shamsher Singh is posted at Sukhnaablu, Giddarbaha.  
3.
Regarding inforamtion related to SDM office, Sh. Dhansi Ram, Reader of the SDM, Giddarbaha has submitted that he has not received the charge from the pervious Reader Sh. Sher Singh.  SDM, Giddarbaha has submitted that Sh. Sher Singh, Reader had died.  It is observed that Sh. Shamsher Singh, Patwari and Sh. Dhansi Ram, Reader of SDM is also responsible for not supplying the information.
4.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Shamsher Singh, Patwari, presently posted at Sukhnaablu, Distt. Mukhtsar Sahib and Sh. Dhansi Ram, Reader to SDM, Giddarbaha are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith affidavit explaining as to why action  should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant and why penalty @ 250/-  each day till the complete information furnished be not imposed on him.
5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


CC:-
(i) Sh. Shamsher Singh, Patwari, Sukhnaablu, Tehsil. Giddarbaha Distt. Mukhtsar Sahib.


(ii) Sh. Dhansi Ram, Reader to SDM, Giddarbaha.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab (RTI Cell)

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1124 of 2010

Present:            (i) Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Dinesh Sahni, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the term of the Board has expired and complete inforamtion will be provided to the Appellant on the consideration of the new Board and after appointment of PIOs and APIOs.

3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Onkar Singh Khalsa,

B.Com, & B.Ed, M.Com,

Lecturer Commerce Formly &,

DAV College, Daulatpur Chowk,

Una.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP,  Mini Sectt,

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General of Police,

Police Zone-2, Jalandhar Cantt.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1053 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ASI  on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Respondent states that most of the inforamtion has already been supplied to the Appellant in earlier applications. He further states that regarding point no. 4 , no FIR has been registered. 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 appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sher Singh Cheema,

Singra Singh Cheema,

# 59, Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Phase-1, Salem Pur Road,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1049 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent has brought complete information, as available, in the record to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission, which is handed over to 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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narinder Kumar Sharma,

S-110/A, Gali No.3, Sant Nagar,

Patiala.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1041 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Narinder Kumar Sharma, the Appellant. 

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 21.07.2011, to the PIO O/o DEO (SE), Patiala regarding his G.P.Fund but after the lapse of four months, no information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is observed that PIO has failed to provide the sought for information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the Act.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Parmodh Kumar, DEO (SE), Patiala-cum-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. Appellant is exempted from further appearances in the Commission.
4.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.P.Goyal,

# 103-A, Krishna Chamber,

# 59, Near Marine Line,

Mumbai.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Indurtries and 

Export Corporation, Ltd,

18 Himalya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17/A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Small Indurtries and 

Export Corporation, Ltd,

18 Himalya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17/A, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondents
AC No. 1048 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sharma, on behalf of the Appellant 
(ii) Sh. Amarjit , Sr. Assistant and Sh. B.D. Ghavri, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sharma to appear on his behalf. Respondent has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission, which is handed over to Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sharma. He is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.

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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

R/o Village-Chakaki,

Distt-Kapurthala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Distt-Kapurthala.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3073 of 2011

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 30.05.2011, after the lapse of six months; no information has been given to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is observed that Respondent has failed to provide the inforamtion within the statutorily period as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.

3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Nirvair Singh, BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to them has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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. 

4.
Sh. Nirvair Singh, BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Nirwar Singh, BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


CC:-
Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhillwan, Distt. Kapurthala.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

Village-Chakoki,

Distt-Kapurthala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, Distt-Kapurthala.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3065 of 2011

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 03.06.2011, after the lapse of six months; no information has been given to him.  Complainant further states that, Sh. Bhupinder Singh was the BDPO at the time of filing RTI application and presently he is posted as BDPO at Bhogpur, distt. Jalandhar.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is observed that Respondent has failed to provide the inforamtion within the statutorily period as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, distt Jalandhar, Sh. Nirvair Singh, present BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to them has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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. 

4.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, distt Jalandhar, Sh. Nirvair Singh, present BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, distt Jalandhar, Sh. Nirvair Singh, present BDPO and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Kapurthala are also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


CC:-
(i)  Sh. Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.


(ii) Sh. Nirvair Singh, BDPO, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala.

            (iii) Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mewa Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal,

R/o Andana, Tehsil-Moonak,

Distt-Sangrur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division, Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No3079 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Kewal Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Gurhinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the Complainant has already been informed that the inforamtion sought by him relates to a Court case and he should approach Suvidha Centre, Patiala to get the inforamtion after depositing the necessary fee.
3.
In view of the above, Complainant is advised that he should follow the procedure as informed by the Respondent.

4.
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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

R/o #B-1, 695, Near NM&D High School,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3084 of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Surinderjit Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.

Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.  Complainant is absent.
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
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

R/o #B-1, 695, Near NM&D High School,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries & Commerce, Pb,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3087 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
                        (ii) Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that some more time be given to her to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information to the Complainant, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.
3
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

R/o #B-1, 695, Near NM&D High School,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Industries & Commerce, Pb,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3088 of 2011

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

(ii) Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has sought documents relating to Dharam Sabha registered at Barnala on 24.01.1925. Respondent states that record being very old is not traceable in the office. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. 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 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmail Singh

S/o Darshan Singh

R/o VPO Sande Hasme

Tehsil and Distt. Ferozepur

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o SDM, Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2483  of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Satwantbeer Singh, Kanugo on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Satwantbeer Singh, Kanugo appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant .He has submitted the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant,  the same has been taken on record.

3.
In the hearing dated 28.10.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 

4.
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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh

W.No.: 3, P.O. Cheema,

Mandi, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D.P.O.

New Anaj Mandi, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2091 of 2011

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

                         (ii) Smt.  Avnider Kaur, CDPO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, Respondent was given last opportunity to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but in today’s hearing, she has again failed to file her written reply.  Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent today in the Commission.  One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to file her reply in response to the order showing cause and complete information be provided to the Complainant as discussed in the Commission today.

3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent tot eh parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Chand,

Village-Singhpur, Nurpur Bedi,

Anandpur, Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1333 of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Naiter Singh and Sh. Balbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf 

of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Balbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.
3.
In the hearing dated 05.08.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 

4.
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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C.Verma,

S/o Sh. Hans Raj Verma,

R/o H. No.22384,

Street No.4, Shant Nagar,

Bathinda.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1204 of 2011

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

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the demand draft of Rs. 3000/- as the compensation amount has been sent to the Complainant today. Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.   
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
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Kumar

S/o Sh. Chandri Ram

R/o B-348, Guru Nanak Colony

Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Primary Education Officer

Sunam-1, Distt. Sangrur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2324  of 2011
Present:            (i) Sh. Ram Kumar, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Navneet Bansal, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, the duplicate service book  of the Complainant is under preparation because the record being very old and some of the record is to be collected  from different schools of the Haryana.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO  to provide the sought for inforamtion to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sneh Prabha

D/o Satish Chander

# 3230, Sector 27-D

Chandigarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab

   SCO-156-160, Sec-8-C, Madhaya Marg,

    Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority

   O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab

   SCO-156-160, Sec-8-C, Madhaya Marg,

   Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 773  of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. S.K.Monga, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant
 (ii) Smt. Kaushlaya Devi, PIO and Smt. Narinder Kaur on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. S.K.Monga, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Appellant states that he has received complete information except one point. Respondent states that this information is not traceable in their record. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh,

R/o VPO-Bhasaur,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Malerkotla-1, Distt-Sangrur.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2104 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Bahaar Ali, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has shown the acknowledgment of the Complainant having received the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/-.  Complainant is absent.  
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
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

VPO-Jarg, Tehsil-Payal,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (elementary),

Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2226 of 2011

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

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 29.09.2011, Respondent was directed to file his reply in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed his reply. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 

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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Umed Singh Dabas,

Shop No. 67, Azad Hind Market,

Lal Kila, Delhi-6.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport,

Jeewan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2810 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Umed Singh Dabas, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. S.K.Bhatia, Sr. Assistant and Smt. Rajo Bai, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion on 09.06.2011, still no information has been given to him after lapse of more than 5 months.  It is observed that Respondent has failed to provide the inforamtion within the statutorily prescribed period of time under RTI Act 2005.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. S.K.Bhatia, Sr. Assistant 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. 

4.
Sh. S.K.Bhatia, Sr. Assistant  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. S.K.Bhatia, Sr. Assistant  is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Complainant is exempted from further appearance

Contd..P-2

-2-
5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Kailash Rani,

W/o Dwarka Dass Bhola,

Vill.Amargarh, Block-Malerkotla-1,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Malerkotla-1.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.1448 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Mohammad Jamil, VDO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has shown the acknowledgment of the Complainant having received the compensation amount of Rs. 2500/-.  Complainant is absent.  
Respondent is directed to submit the proof of recovery of penalty amount from the salary of Sh. Mohommad Jamil, VDO on the next date of hearing.  
3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the roder be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. B.K.Sharma

House No. 311, Sector 11

Panchkula

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

DPI (elementary Education) Pb.,

SCO 32.33.34, Sector 17E,

Chandigarh 
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2952 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. B.K.Sharma, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Jageer Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.
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)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th November, 2011


