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

Sh. Satwant Singh Sidupuri,

S/o Sh. Mohil Singh,

Village & P.O. Indergarh,

Tehsil and Distt-Moga.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Corporative Societies, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Corporative Societies,

Sector-17, Bays Building,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 597 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Satwant Singh, Appellant alongwith Sh. Jagraj Singh Khiva, Advocate

(ii) Sh. Manjinder Singh, alongwith Sh. Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant 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.

3.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Satwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohil Singh,

Village & P.O. Indergarh,

Tehsil and Distt-Moga.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Corporative Societies, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Corporative Societies,

Sector-17, Bays Building,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 595 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Satwant Singh, Appellant alongwith Sh. Jagraj Singh Khiva, Advocate
(ii) Sh. Manjinder Singh, alongwith Sh. Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant 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.

3.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Satwant Singh Sidupuri,

S/o Sh. Mohil Singh,

Village & P.O. Indergarh,

Tehsil and Distt-Moga.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Corporative Societies, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Corporative Societies,

Sector-17, Bays Building,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 596of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Satwant Singh, Appellant alongwith Sh. Jagraj Singh Khiva, Advocate

(ii) Sh. Manjinder Singh, alongwith Sh. Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant 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.

3.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Sukhdev Lal,

Principal Retd.

SCP-2/44, Block-B,

Agar Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary School Education,

Pb, Chandigarh,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary School Education,

Pb, Chandigarh,

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 600 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Sukhdev Lal, the Appellant 

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied. 

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: 30th    August, 2011

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:             (i) Col. R.P.S.Brar, the Complainant 
                          (ii) Sh. Naresh Kumar, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        Complainant states that complete  information has not been provided to him.  Complainant has not pointed out deficiencies in the inforamtion provided. Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent.    Respondent is also directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

3.             Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 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) Sh. Ajay Kumar, the complainant 

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that complete information is not provided to him so far. Regarding remaining information, all the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant.  Respondent has agreed to provide remaining information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

3.           Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 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. Bikramjit Singh, PIO, Sh. A.K.Bhalla, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant states that complete information is not provided to him so far. Respondent further states that regarding remaining information, Appellant has not asked for any specific inforamtion. Regarding remaining information, all the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Appellant. Respondent has agreed to provide remaining information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

3.           Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Manjeet Singh,

S/o SH. Tara Singh,

R/o H.No.163, Gali No-6,

G.T.Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.

………………………..Respondent

AC No. 606 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Kuldip Singh on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Appellant. Respondent further states that Complainant has raised many queries for which no information can be supplied, however, efforts had been made to provide the maximum information to the Appellant. Since, the inforamtion as exist in the record has been provided, 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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Karamjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Babu Singh,

R/o VPO, Kotli Khars,

Tehsil, Mukerian, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Mukerian, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1976 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Karamjit Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Sukhwant Raj, Assistant Registrar alongwith Sh. Vishal Sharma Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant.  Respondent states that audit report has been provided to the Complainant.  He further states that information relating to the sanction and recovery of loan has been denied being third party.
3.
Since, the latest audit report has been provided and the third party information is not to be provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed o and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Hazoora Singh,

S/o SH. Aasa Ram,

Village-Akbarpur, Distt-Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Saint Carmel School,

Katli, Distt-Ropar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2218 of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 The information relates to Saint Carmel School, Katli, Distt. Ropar.  Initial request was filed on 12.07.2011 and on getting an insufficient response the Appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 21.07.2011.

3.
During the proceedings today, it transpires that  the said institute is not a public authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

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: 30th    August, 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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has sought inforamtion from the PIO, O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Paddi Khutti. Complainant states that Sarpanch has refused to receive the RTI letter. Copy of the RTI application has been sent to the Sarpanch alongwith notice of hearing. Sarpanch, Paddi Khutti is directed to provide sought for inforamtion before the next date of hearing. Copy of order be sent to the BDPO, Tehsil Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur who is directed to ensure that sought for inforamtion is provided by the Sarpanch, O/o Gram Panchayat, Paddi Khutti.
3.           Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 2011
Note:
After the hearing, Sh. Jasbir Singh Dadwal, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states  that the Sarpanch was out of station that is why the RTI application was not received. He further states that the inforamtion demanded by the Complainant is very voluminous. Respondent is directed to provide the information, as available, in record for the last five years before the next date of hearing.

CC:  Block Development and Panchayat Officer (BDPO), Tehsil Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur

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) Sh. Ram Pal  Dhawan, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion 
with PIO, O/o DTO, Moga on 10.05.2011 but no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated.
3.           Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 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

Alongwith

CC No. 2219 of 2011
CC No. 2220 of 2011

Present:       (i) Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the Complainant 
                    (ii) Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        Complainant filed three complaints with the Commission seeking information from Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nabha, as in all the three complaints, the  Complainant and the PIO is the same so all these complaints have been clubbed together.  3.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 02.06.2011, but still no information has been provided to him in all three complaints. Respondent/PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nabha has informed the Commission that this information is to be provided by Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior Engineer who has been asked vide their letter dated 24.06.2011, 01.08.2011 and 03.08.2011, to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Sh. Gurjit Singh states that the sought for information is not available with him, this record is available with Sh. Hardeep Singh, Executive Officer and earlier Executive Officer Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal who has presently posted at Nagar Panchayat, Longowal.  Sh. Hardeep Singh, Executive Officer O/o E.O, Municipal Council, Nabha and earlier Executive Officer Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer, O/o Nagar Panchayat, Longowal and Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior 
Contd…P-2

-2-

Engineer O/o E.O, Municipal Council, Nabha is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for inforamtion failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated against the person responsible for delay in providing the inforamtion.
4.           Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 2011
CC:       (i)Sh. Gurjit Singh, Junior Engineer O/o Executive Officer, Municipal    

  Council, Nabha.

(ii)Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer O/o Nagar Panchayat,           Longowal.

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

Sh. Sukhjinder Singh,

S/o SH. Tarsem Singh,

R/o VPO. Usman Shahid,

Tehsil-Dasuya, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Sarv Sikhya Abhiyan,

Authority, Pb, SCO-104-106,

2nd and 3rd Floor, Sector-34/A,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1978  of 2011

Present:           (i) Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, the Complainant
                       (ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        Complainant states that information has been provided to him but it is not authenticated.  Respondent has provided the authenticated copy of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same 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: 30th    August, 2011

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

Sh. Harinder Kumar Bhalla,

S/o SH. Hukumat Rai Bhalla,

Bhalla Niwas, Basant Colony,

Siali Road, Pathankot.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1985 of 2011

Present:              (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                           (ii) Sh. Darshan Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant on 25.07.2011, with a copy to the Commission.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed 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: 30th    August, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Madan Gopal,

S/o SH. Goenda Ram,

R/o Village-Saidpura,

P.O & Block Derabassi,

Distt-SAS Nagar, Punjab.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1977 of 2011

Present:           (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
                       (ii) Smt. Ritu and Sh. Davinder Singh, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 12.08.2011 through Chowkidar of the village but the Complainant has refused to accept the same and it was again sent to him by registered post but the postal authorities has intimated that the receipt has refused to take the delivery of the letter.  Copy of the information provided is taken on record.  Copy of the information be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order of the Commission. 
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: 30th    August, 2011
Note:       After the hearing, Sh. Madan Gopal appeared and states that due to traffic jam, he could not attend the hearing in time.  He states that no information has been provided to him.  Copy of the sought for inforamtion is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. 

Sd/-
                                          (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 30th    August, 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 he filed application for inforamtion  with the PIO, O/o BDPO, Phillaur. He further states that notice, in the instant case, has been wrongly sent to the BDPO, Jalandhar. 

3.
The perusal of the file discloses that the application for information was filed by the Appellant before the PIO, O/o BDPO, Phillaur.  However, in the initial notice issued in the case, the Respondent has been shown as PIO, O/o BDPO, Jalandhar. It is because of this mistake that the Respondent has not been served. The description of the Respondent in the instant appeal, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly. 

4.
Let a fresh notice of hearing be sent to the parties for 29.09.2011 at (11.00 AM)
     
                           
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 30th    August, 2011

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

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:             (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                          (ii) Sh. Amar Nath, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.          Appellant is absent.  Appellant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 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,

Banur, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 544 of 2011

Present:           (i) Sh. D.C.Gupta, on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Jagjit Singh, Executive Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        In the hearing dated 26.08.2011, Complainant was awarded a compensation of Rs. 2000/- and a penalty  of Rs. 5000/- was imposed on PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Banur. Respondent has submitted the copies of the letter vide which information was sent to the Complainant i.e. on 10.01.2011, 13.04.2011 and 02.06.2011. He further submitted that as his only son was not well and he was admitted in the PGI and subsequently due to death of his son on 03.07.2011, he could not attended the hearing in the Commission.
3.
Complainant also submit that keeping in view the circumstances of the PIO, he do not want any compensation and also requested that penalty be not imposed on the PIO. In view of the foregoing, the order dated 26.07.2011 imposing penalty and compensation upon the Respondent is recalled and he is discharged from the liability to pay  penalty and compensation. 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: 30th    August, 2011

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) Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the three hearings in the Commission, complete information has not been provided to him so far. Respondent is directed to provide complete inforamtion to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. S. Gurnam Singh, EO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated. 

3.         Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 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:           (i) Sh. D.C.Gupta, on behalf of the Complainant

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

ORDER


Heard

2.        Complainant has authorized Sh. D.C.Gupta to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Complainant states that, as directed by the Commission in the hearing dated 26.07.2011, he has received the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- and is satisfied.  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. He or his representative should be present on the next date of hearing with the proof of recovery of penalty amount.
3.         Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 2011
CC: Executive Officer , Municipal Council, Rajpura 

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) Sh. Harwant Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative hass attended any of the four hearings held in the Commission so far. It is also observed that PIO has failed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Complainant states that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied. Complainant further states that Sh. Budhi Raj Singh is the BDPO-cum-PIO, but from the office, it has been found that Sh. Dharam Pal is the present PIO. Before any action taken regarding penalty, Commission wants to know who is the PIO, from 07.12.2010 till today so that action under RTI Act may be initiated against the defaulting PIO. Present,  BDPO-cum-PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
3.             Adjourned to 29.09.2011 (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: 30th    August, 2011
