STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Prof. Punu Hamdardveer,

Nausheharvi (Meet Pardhan),

Centre Punjabi Writer Assembly Punjab,

Member Punjabi Literature Acdamy, Ludhiana,

Kavita Bhawan, Machhiwara Road,

Samrala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt.of Punjab, 

Education Deptt. (School), Mini Sectt.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1782 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 19th August, 2011, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. The Complaint is, therefore, 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: 29th   September, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

Assistant Public Relation Officer,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd),

# 5, St. No.2, Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 542 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura has not informed the Commission whether the penalty amount of Rs. 2000/- has been deducted from the salary of Sh. Amit Kumar, Junior Engineer O/o Municipal Council, Rajpura or not.  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura is directed deduct the penalty amount from the salary of  Sh. Amit Kumar, JE and the same be deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head. Last opportunity is given to E.O, Municipal Council, Rajpura, Distt. Patiala that he or his representative should be present on the next date of hearing with the proof of recovery of penalty amount.
3.         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: 29th  September, 2011

CC:
Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura, Distt-Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

Village-Todarwal,

P.O.Babarpur, Tehsil-Nabha,

Distt-Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar of Firms and 

Societies, Sector-17, Pb,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2231 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Raj Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Smt. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that the sought for information has been provided to him and he is satisfied with the information provided.  Since, the information 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: 29th   September, 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) Sh. Surjit Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 07.06.2011 to the PIO O/o DEO (Elementary), Fatehgarh Sahib but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent with one week.  It is observed that Respondent has failed to provide the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent/PIO 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.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before 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: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta,

Phase-11, Civil Lines,

Fazilka.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1407 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. He has informed the Commission on telephone that due to marriage of his son, he is unable to attend today’s hearing. On the last date of hearing, last opportunity was given to the Complainant to point out deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent within one week. Today, Sh. Ashok Kumar appeared and states that no deficiencies has been pointed out by the Complainant so far. 
3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th   September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nikhil Bhardwaj,

S/o Gulshan Rai, Old Street,

# 1011, Shahkot, Distt. Jalandhar  

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Shahkot

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1884 of 2011

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

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



ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the remaining information, as available in the record, has been provided 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 25.08.2011, Respondent  was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause.  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

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan

126, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana (Punjab) 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1924 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Deepak  Khullar on behalf of the Complainant 

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Deepak Khullar to appear on his behalf. In the hearing dated 25.08.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Sh. Harpal Singh, Clerk appeared on behalf of the Respondent and sates that Sh. Z.R.Khan was the EO at the time information was sought. Presently, he is working as Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur. Last opportunity is given to Sh. Z.R.Khan, EO, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur to file an affidavit failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated. 
3.
Respondent has brought some information today in the Commission which has been handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is 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.
4.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th September, 2011

CC: Sh. Z.R.Khan, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor,

S/o SH. Om Parkash,

R/o K-67, 4th Lane,

Majitha Enclave,

Near-24, No Phatak,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Block-C,

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1182 of 2011]
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

 (ii) Sh. Gurnam Singh, EO , the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has sent a request that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has sought another date to pursue his case.
3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th  September, 2011 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2208 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Hardeep Singh, E.O. Sh. Gurjit Singh, J.E and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, E. O on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Sh. Hardeep Singh, Executive Officer and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer are present for today’s hearing and states that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that the information provided is incomplete.  Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bal Krishan Saini,

# 1368, Burail, Sector-45/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. General Manager,

Milk Plant,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o. General Manager,

Milk Plant,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 598 of 2011

Present:            (i)  Sh. Bal Krishan Saini, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Piara Singh Rana on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the complete information as available has been provided to the Appellant. He has also filed an affidavit that information as available in the record has been provided. 
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

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh, 

Vill. Khakh, Tehsil Dasua,

Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Tanda,

Distt. Hoshiarpur 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 611 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Dharampal, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.

In so far as the information, in the instant case, is concerned, it has admittedly been supplied.  The only issue which remains to be adjudicated upon is whether penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 is leviable upon the Respondent - PIO and whether  the Complainant is entitled to compensation under Section 19 (8) (b)?

3.
In the hearing dated 12.05.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Sh. Dharampal, BDPO appeared personally and states that he has joined as BDPO on 10th August 2011 afternoon and Sh. Budhi Raj Singh was the BDPO from 07.12.2010 to 10.10.2011 Presently Sh. Budhi Raj Singh is working as BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur. Sh. Budhi Raj Singh , BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur (PIO  from 07.12.2010 to 10.08.2011) and Sh. Dharampal, present BDPO, Tanda, Hoshiarpur are directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing in response to the order showing cause failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated.
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: 29th   September, 2011

CC: Sh. Budhi Raj Singh , BDPO, Shri Hargobind Pur, Distt. Gurdaspur 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Col. R.P.S.Brar,

1 Stadium Road,

Patiala, Punjab.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1987 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has informed the Commission on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since, the information 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: 29th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Pal Pawan,

# 689, Ward No.24, 

Guru Sh. Chander Nagar,

Bahoona Bye Pass,

Moga.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Moga.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2221 of 2011

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

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Jatinder Singh, Clerk appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been 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)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O:Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 252 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 30th August, 2011, Appellant was not present. Again, at today’s hearing, Appellant is absent. So, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further.  The appeal is, therefore, 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: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.S.Gill,

# C-8, CSIO Colony,

Sector-30/C, Chandiarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, 

Paddi Khutti, Tehsil-Garshankar, 

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2225 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. H.S.Gill, the Complainant 

   (ii) Sh. J.S. Dadwal, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has sought information from the PIO O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Paddi Khutti, Tehsil Garshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur.  Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to provide the inforamtion, as available, in record for the last five year. Complainant has raised his objection against the Commission’s order dated 30.08.2011 that Commission has no jurisdiction to cut down that period for which the information has been sought by him. Accordingly, Complainant is advised to file his objection in writing before the next date of hearing. 

3.
As a period of more than 30 days has elapsed since the date of making the RTI application for information, no fees for the supply of information is payable. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply the information to the Complainant free of cost 

4.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o SH. Vishwamitter,

Telephone Exchange Street,

VPO-Hajipur, Tehsil-Mukerian.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General School Education

Cum-Project Director, Sarv Sikhsha Abhiyan,

SCO-104-106, Sector-34/A, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1968 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been 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)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

Village-Khanpoor, P.O.Dyal Pur,

Tehsil-Philaur, Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar 

Public Information Officer,

District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2222 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, the Complainant 

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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far in respect to his application for information dated 04.04.2011. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Respondent  has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 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: 29th   September, 2011

Note : After the hearing Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Parmjit Kaur, Sarpanch appeared on behalf of the Respondent and  states that they have brought 
Cotnd…P-2

-2-

the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. They are directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post.

                      Sd/-                           

  (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th   September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Office (Retd.),

Member, RTI Activities, Fedration,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Sirhind.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2567 of 2010

Present :
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, the Complainant 



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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. . In the hearing dated 25.08.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Respondent has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to file an affidavit failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated. 

3.
Adjourned to 28.10.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

Note : After the hearing, Sh. Amrik Singh, JA appeared and submitted the affidavit as directed by the Commission.  Respondent has submitted that no other information is available in the record.  Information as available has already been provided to the Complainant. 







Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 29th September, 2011

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

Sh. Balwant Singh

S/o Chajja Singh

Vill. Tyur, Tehsil Kharar

Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, 

Village Tiyur, Distt. Mohali

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2309  of 2011

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

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since, the information 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: 29th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2220 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Hardeep Singh, E.O. Sh. Gurjit Singh, J.E and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, E. O on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 11.06.2011, to the PIO O/o E.O. MC, Nabha but still copy of the estimate has not been provided to him. It is observed that Respondent has not provided complete information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  The perusal of the record shows that the information has been delayed on the part of Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior Engineer.  
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior Engineer 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.

4.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Telu Ram Jain,

Modi Mill Colony,

Nabha.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2219 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Hardeep Singh, E.O. Sh. Gurjit Singh, J.E and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, E. O on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Sh. Hardeep Singh, Executive Officer and Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer are present for today’s hearing and states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Cmplainant states that he has not received the same.  Complainant is advised that whenever he will receive the registered post, if there is any deficiencies in the information provided, point out the same to the Respondent within one week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

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

Sh. Dinesh Chadda,

VPO-Barwa, Distt-Ropar,

Pin-140117.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce of Punjab. 

Chandigah.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 717 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
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent states that she has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that due to some reason, he can not attend today’s hearing and has sought another date to pursue his case.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 
3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (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: 29th September, 2011

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

Sh. Surjit Singh

S/o S. Gokul singh

Vill and PO Jarog

Tehsil Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana - 141415

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(Primary)

Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2331 of 2011

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

                       (ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2            Complainant states that Sh. Sher Singh, JBT Teacher has got himself transferred from district Patiala to district Fatehgarh Sahib in the year 1992, and he has sought his copy of the option given to the department for his transfer.  Respondent has sub mitted that the record is not traceable.  In the last hearing,  Respondent was directed to provide the copy of the service book of Sh. Sher Singh, so that information regarding his transfer to Fatehgarh Sahib is given to the Complainant, instead of providing copy of the service book of Sh. Sher Singh,  Respondent has brought the service book of the Complainant.  He is directed to provide information as per record 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: 29th September, 2011
