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

Sh. Rubina Kapoor,

W/o Sh. Vijay Kapoor,

# 936, Bagichi Peda Mal,

Loahgarh Gate, Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.H.O.,

Police Station, D. Division

Amritsar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1156 of  2011
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Parneet Singh, Incharge Arms Licensing Unit, Amritsar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant by ADGP. Complainant is absent.  She has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, Sh. Parneet Singh, SI was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  Respondent has submitted that the requisite information sought by the Complainant was delivered to her on 11.09.2010 vide letter no. 1902CPC in her earlier RTI application also. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. Since, the information has already been supplied by the Respondent, 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)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk and Sh. Supinder Singh on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.

Vide my order dated 09.02.2011, penalty of Rs. 9,250/- (Rupees Nine thousand two hundred and fifty only) @ 250/- each day upon Dr. Ramesh Garg, Assistant Director-cum-Ex-PIO, and Rs. 14,250/- (Rs. Fourteen thousand two hundred and fifty only) @ 250/- each day upon Dr. Karanjit Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO. Director Health and Family Welfare was imposed a penalty and it was directed that the same shall be deducted from the salary of Dr. Ramesh Garg, Assistant Director-cum-Ex-PIO and Dr. Karanjit Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO. In the hearing dated 18.03.2011, Dr. Ramesh Garg submitted that he had forwarded the RTI application to enquiry officer and Budget Branch and he is not responsible for the delay, accordingly DPI was asked to conduct an enquiry and intimate the persons responsible for the delay. PIO made an application vide letter dated 13.07.2011 that there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information i.e. Sh. Kesar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant.
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3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Kesar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant are 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.

4.
Sh. Kesar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant are directed to personally present alongwith an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. 

5.
Adjourned to 09.09.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Arvind Sharma,

114-E, SBS Nagar,

Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 451 of 2011

Present: :              (i) Sh. Arvind Sharma, the Appellant.

                            (ii) Sh. Karanvir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.     Appellant has filed his application for information on 10.02.2011, seeking information regarding compliance details for implementation of Section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act 2005 in Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  Respondent vide his letter dated 03.08.2011 has informed the Appellant about the steps being taken by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana in this regard.  Respondent should have provided the information within one month, even if, no steps had been taken by the department regarding implementation of the Section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.        In view of the above, Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of the closed.  Copies of the order be sent tot eh parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
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 Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1174 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Complainant
                          (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.       In the hearing dated 12.07.2011, Complainant was awarded a sum of Rs. 2500/- (Rupees Two Thousand and Five Hundred Only) as the compensation for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information.  In today’s hearing, Complainant states that he has received the compensation and is satisfied.  
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)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. S.C. Ralhan,

E-184, Phase IV, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141 010

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner 

 Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 676 of 2011

Present:               (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                            (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that as directed by the Commission on the last hearing dated 12.07.2011, copy of the estimate for repair/construction of the road in front of shed E-184 has already 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 has received the information and is satisfied. Since, the sought for information stands supplied.
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 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
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) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Appellant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant filed application for information on 20.07.2010 to SDM, Phillaur-cum-PIO. On not receiving the information, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 17.03.2011. During the hearing dated 12.05.2011, Sh. Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar appeared on behalf of the Respondent and stated that information relating to item no. 2 was to be provided by the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Jalandhar. Since, the application of the Appellant was not transferred within the time prescribed under the RTI Act, Respondent was directed to collect the information at his level and provided it to the Appellant.

3.
Respondent neither provided the information nor attended the hearing on 12.07.2011. Accordingly, PIO, O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Distt. Jalandhar was directed to show cause.

4.
Appellant states that the information provided by Motor Vehicle Inspector and office of SDM, Phillaur does not tally.   Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. 

5.
Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit regarding delay in providing the information. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing, failing which action under the provision of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
6.          Adjourned to 30.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Ghambir,

# 41, Joshi Colony,

Lawarence Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Personnel, Punjab, (PCS-wing),

Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer

Punjab Public Service Commission

Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, 

Patiala – 147 001

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 739 of 2011

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

(ii) Smt. Santosh Sharma, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


    Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing i.e. 12th July 2011, Complainant was advised to go through the information and point out deficiencies to the Respondent. Today, Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. Today, Smt. Santosh Sharma, Sr. Assistant appeared and states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information 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)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Arvind Sharma,

114-E, SBS Nagar,

Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 450 of 2011

Present:                (i) Sh. Arvind Sharma, the Appellant.
                            (ii) Sh. Karanvir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.          In the hearing dated 12.07.2011, Respondent was directed to show cause for not providing the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that there is no proper staff for handling the RTI applications.  Commission is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent.  Appellant states that has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in getting the sought for information.  Since, the sought for information is not supplied within the stipulated time as prescribed under the Act.  
3.         However, due to certain systemic deficiencies in the office of the public authority concerned, there has been delay in serving the request.  The Appellant has had to attend the Commission on two times in connection with this appeal. In the facts and circumstances of the case, I am of the view that ends of justice will be met by allowing a compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rs.Two thousand only) to the Appellant. No case for imposing penalty under Section 20 has been made out.  

4.
I, therefore, order that the Respondent Public Authority shall pay a sum of Rs. 2000/- (Rs.Two thousand only) to the Appellant towards compensation within one week of the receipt of this order. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 25.08.2011 (at 10.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla

C/o Mr. Jaswant Singh

# 3016, Tribune Colony,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training

Sector 36A, Chandigarh
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Technical Education and I.T. Punjab

Plot No. 1A, Sector 36A,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3425 of 2010
Present:                  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                               (ii) Smt. Monica Bansal, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.       In the hearing dated 12.07.2011, PIO Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause.  Smt. Monica Bansal, the PIO O/o Technical Education & Industrial Training, Pb has filed an affidavit submitting  that copy of the request application of the Complainant under RTI was never received in the office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Pb.  and order dated 10.05.2011 was also not received in their office.  The request of the Complainant was collected from the Punjab State Board and the Information with regard to Sr.No. 4 has been supplied to the Complainant vide this office memo No. 757 dated 25.07.2011.  In the earlier reply Registrar Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training has submitted  that sought for information against Para No. (iii), (iv) and (v) in the application of the Complainant did not pertain to the Respondent Board.  
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The information against the said paras related to Longowal Polytechnic and Pharmacy College Derabassi, the said institute is purely private unaided institute.
3.            In view of the reply submitted by the Respondent Registrar Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training and Smt. Monica Bansal, the PIO O/o Technical Education & Industrial Training, Pb, the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.  Since, the information relating to item No. 1 was delayed by the PIO O/o Registrar Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training.  He is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.  The information for item (iii), (iv) and (v) is not be provided in the performa sought by the Complainant. 
4              In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order 


Sd/-
                                                                                        (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 452 of 2011

Present:               (i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Appellant
                            (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Since, the information stands supplied.

3.          In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
Note:           Sh. Surinder Mohan, Clerk appeared on behalf of  the Respondent states that       

       due to some reasons, he could not appear before the Commission in time.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Rupinder Kaur,

W/o SH. Rubby Gurpreet,

H.No.1054, Gobindpura,

Manimajra, U.T. Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 875 of 2011

Present:              (i) Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
                           (ii) Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.          Complainant states that complete information has still not been provided to him.   Respondent states that information relating to item No. 1 and 2 are to be provided by the Policy Branch.  He further states that Policy Branch was asked under Section 5(4) of the Act to provide the information to the Complainant. It is observed that Sh. Pal Singh, Suptd. has not provided the information to the Complainant.  He is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information as sought by the Complainant in his application for information, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.          In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, SDM, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur was directed to provide complete information to the Complainant.  Inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided by the PIO O/o SDM, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur. Respondent O/o STC, Pb states that he has transferred the application of the Complainant to the PIO O/o SDM, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act for providing the information but incomplete information has been sent by them.  

4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o SDM, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur 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. 

5.
PIO O/o SDM, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.

6.
Adjourned to 08.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Public Information Officer O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Dera Baba Nanak, Gurdaspur.

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

H.No.2299, Sector-44/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone-C, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1395 of 2011

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

                           (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO On behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        Respondent states that as directed by the Commission on the last hearing, copy of the order of Central Information Commission 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 has received the information and is satisfied. Since, the sought for information stands supplied.

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 


Sd/-
                                                                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

Babe Ka Gurudwara,

Sector-53, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Electricity Deptt, Zone-C,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1396 of 2011

Present:              (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                           (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO On behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, Respondent was directed to show cause.  In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed his affidavit stating that Complainant submitted two different applications for different information, complete information to both the applications has been sent to the Complainant, vide letter NO. 50/XL dated 18.01.2011 and 51/XL dated 18.01.2011 through UPC post.  Copy of the same is taken on record. In view of the facts submitted by the Respondent, the show cause is, hereby, dropped.  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 sought for information stands supplied.

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 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Balraj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagat Ram,

R/o 278, Dr. Ambedkar Nagar,

Scheme No. 10,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab) – 146 001

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

ITI, Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority

ITI, Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1154 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Balraj Kumar, the Appellant 

(ii) Sh. Nirvair Singh, Instructor on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the compensation amounting to Rs. 4000/- to the Appellant today in the Commission. Insofar as the amount of penalty is concerned, Respondent has submitted that Sh. Kehar Singh has deposited the penalty amount with the ITI Hoshiarpur. This penalty amount should have been deposited in the Treasury and not with the Principal ITI Hoshiarpur. Respondent is directed that the penalty amount should be deposited in the Treasury under intimation to the Commission. 
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)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Puneet Kumar Bansal,

Advocate

Ward No. 7, Banoor,

Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council

Banoor, Distt. Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1161 of  2011

Present:                    (i) Sh. Puneet Kumar Bansal, the Complainant
                                 (ii) Sh. Jagjit Singh, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.        In the last hearing dated 03.06.2011, Respondent was directed to show cause for not providing the information to the Complainant.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Jagjit Singh, Executive Officer, Banoor has filed his reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  In view of the facts submitted by the Respondent, the show cause is, hereby, dropped.  Complainant states that complete information  has not been provided to him till date.  The sought for information is discussed in the presence of both the parties.  Respondent has agreed that information, as exist in the record, will be provided to the Complainant.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant within ten days from the receipt of this order, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.          Adjourned to 25.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Chamkaur Singh,

Member Panchayat,

V & P.O. Sehna,

District-Barnala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sehna, Barnala,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Barnala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 262 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Gurjant Singh, PO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent in the Commission today. 
Respondent is directed to provide complete information as exist in the cash book to the Appellant. The information being provided should be duly authenticated.
3.        Adjourned to 23.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
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:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, PIO , O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Giddarbaha was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause failing which action will be taken under Section 20 of the RTI Act. 

4.          Adjourned to 09.09.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

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

Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh,

S/o SH. Inder Singh,

H.No. W.O.51,

Basti-Danishmandan,

Jalandhar City.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 148 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. R.S. Rana, Suptd. and smt. Raj Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, Respondent was directed to lodge an FIR regarding the loss of file. Today, Respondent states Senior Superintendent of Police, Chandigarh was requested vide letter dated 01.06.2011 to lodge FIR regarding loss of file bearing no. KC/SI/IA/Jal/S-148 concerning plot no. S-148. He further states that as directed by the commission the file of district office was shown to the Complainant. Since, the sought for information stands supplied to the Appellant, 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)

Dated: 4th August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
