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

Sh. Harpreet Singh

1131, Urban Estate I,

Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Secretary of Govt. of Punjab

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

DGP (Punjab), Police Headquarters

Sector 9, Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2097 of 2011

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

ORDER


Heard

2.        Respondent states that the information as sought by the Complainant is not specific.  No such information is existing in the record.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case otherwise; appropriate order will be passed in his absence.  He should also clarify the information sought by him to the Respondent within one week.
3.            Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  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,

Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Appellant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa

First Appellate Authority

State Transport Commissioner (Pb.),

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 637   of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, DTO, Mansa on 10.05.2011. He further states no information has been given to him. It is observed that inspite of the order of the Commission, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Premier Enclave,

Vill. Nichi Mangli, P/o Ramgarh

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Authority

Jalandhar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2088 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. Gurbax Singh, the Complainant
                          (ii) Sh. Kehar Singh, ADTO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  The perusal of the record shows that information sought by the Complainant has already been provided. However, regarding the details of the driving licenses issued by the department, Respondent is directed to provide the information after the necessary RTI fee is paid by the Complainant.  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)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village-Khatra, P.O.Bhagwanpura,

Tehsil-Samrala, Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2106 of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, O/o Secretary Education Punjab on 12.03.2011. Secretary Education has transferred his appeal to PIO, O/o DPI(SE) on 09.05.2011, but no information has been given to him so far.  It is observed that neither the PIO, O/o  nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab 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.
PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

Retd. Seiwing Teacher,

# 96-C, Gurlal Bazar,

New Partap Nagar, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sector-62, Vikas Bhawan, Pb,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2111 of 2011
Present:
(i) Sh. Charan Singh, Brother of Smt. Balwinder Kaur

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2. Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, DRDP, Mohali on 28.04.2011, but no information has been given to him so far. It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 15.09.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

S/o Raghbir singh

# 148, St. 5, New Sukhchain Nagar

Gurudwara Road,

Tehsil Phagwara 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DSP (Rural)

Jalandhar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2117  of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, ASI, RTI Cell on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 12.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

S/o Raghbir singh

# 148, St. 5, New Sukhchain Nagar

Gurudwara Road,

Tehsil Phagwara 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DSP (Rural)

Jalandhar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2118  of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, ASI, RTI Cell on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 12.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Shiv Shanker

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass

C/o shivin Pharmaceuticals Agency,

Yash Chaudhary Market, Dhuri

Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer

Municipal Council,

Dhuri
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2123   of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Shiv Shanker, the Complainant


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


 Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dhuri on 10.02.2011. He further states that Respondent vide his letter dated 28.02.2011 informed him to deposit Rs. 250/- as documentation fees. It is observed that Complainant  has sent Rs. 250/- as documentation fee vide cheque dated 28.03.2011 on 31.03.2011, Respondent has again informed the Complainant  that Rs. 5670/- is due as House Tax , which should be deposited so that information be provided to him. In this case, Complainant has only asked for information, for which he has already sent Rs. 250/- as documentation fee. The demand of the Respondent to deposit House Tax amounting to Rs. 5670/- is not fair. Today, neither the PIO nor his representative is present.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

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.  Complainant is exempted from further appearance

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Bansal

S/o Ragjveer Chand

R/o Near Subhash Parkl

Samana

Distt. Patiala

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,
 Patiala 
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2125  of 2011

Present:               Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant has sent a message that due to his accident, he will not be able to attend the hearing.  He has also informed that no information has been provided to him. It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.  
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala  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.
PIO, O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala  is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. The postal order submitted by the Complainant to the Commission is returned herewith as no fee is required to file appeal in the Commission. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh,

R/o VPO-Bhasaur,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

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

CC No. 2104 of 2011

Present:

(i) Sh. Prem Singh, the Complainant 


   (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2. 
Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, BDPO, Malerkotla-1, Distt. Sangrur on 28.02.2011. He further states that inspite of the order of the Commission, no information has been given to him. 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. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to appear before the Commission alongwith the information, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                                                                                                   Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
Note:-
After the hearing, Respondent has appeared and states that due to some reason, he could not attend the hearing in time.  He further states that the sought for information is relating to Sh. Raghubir Singh, Panchayat Secy., who is presently working at Banga.  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh

1131, Urban Estate-I,

Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Joint Director

Punjab Police Academy,

Phillaur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2096 of 2011

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

                            (ii) Sh. Jaspreet Singh, ADA on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.          Respondent states that the sought for information is very old and it will take time to trace the same.  He has requested to give some more time to trace the record.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  
3.          Adjourned to 20.09.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh

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

Mandi, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D.P.O.

New Anaj Mandi, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2091 of 2011

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

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 26.05.2011 to the  PIO O/o CDPO, Sangrur but no information has been provided to him till date.  It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o CDPO, Sangrur 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.
PIO, O/o CDPO, Sangrur is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO O/o CDPO, Sangrur is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 20.09.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

VPO. Nijam Pur, Via Verka,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Rural,

Jalandhar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2100 of 2011

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

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 10.05.2011 to the PIO O/o SSP, Rural, Jalandhar but still no information has been provided to him. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is observed that Respondent has not taken the RTI act seriously. 

3.  
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Rural, Jalandhar  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.
PIO, O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Rural, Jalandhar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Rural, Jalandhar is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Parminder Singh,

Retd. SS Master, V&PO, Kukar Pind,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2101 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Kewal Krishan, Suptd,-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.        Respondent states that information has already been provided to the Complainant vide their letter dated 04.08.2011.  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)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

S/o Sh. Bant Singh,

Vill. Jharo, Tehsil Jharo,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

O/o Panchayati Raj, PWD Division,

Sangrur

Public Information Officer

O/o BDPO-cim-PIO,

Panchayat Samiti,

Sunam
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2092  of 2011

Present:                (i) Sh. Baldev Singh, the Complainant.
                              (ii) Sh. Satnam Chand, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.       Complainant states that no information has been provided to him sofar.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same 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: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Parminder Singh,

Retd. SS Master, V&PO, Kukar Pind,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2102 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Kewal Krishan, Suptd,-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has sought information regarding letter No. 15/438/09-3C2/20788 dated 07.08.2007.  The perusal of the record shows that this is a  letter of the Secy., Education to DPI (SE), Pb vide which RTI application of the Complainant was transferred.  Respondent has submitted that Complainant has filed number of RTI applications to which reply has been submitted.  Respondent also submitted copy of affidavit of the Complainant filed earlier in response to RTI application in which Complainant has submitted  that he will never file a complaint with department regarding RTI applications and payment of his arrear and also requested to file his RTI application. 
3.         It is observed, that Complainant is habitual of filing RTI applications regarding personal grievance for which no public interest is involved.  

4.          In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is dismissed and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village-Khatra, P.O.Bhagwanpura,

Tehsil-Samrala, Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2107 of 2011

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


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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed his application for information with the PIO, Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab on 14.03.2011. This application was forwarded by the office of the Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab to the PIO, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab under Section 6(3), RTI Act 2005 on 06.04.2011. Complainant further states that he has also sent another copy to DPI(SE), Punjab on 13.05.2011, but no information has been given to him so far.  It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab 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.
PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2011 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Satbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

VPO-Bakainwala,

Block Khuian Sarwar,

Tehsil-Fazilka, Distt-Ferozepur.


 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Khuian Sarwar, Abohar.

Distt-Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1301 of 2011

Present:       Nemo for the parties.
ORDER
              In the hearing dated 15.07.2011, Appellant was awarded compensation of Rs. 1000/- for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information.  In today’s hearing, Respondent has sent an acknowledgment given by the Appellant in token of having received the compensation amount of Rs. 1000/-.  

2.            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: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Suket Gupta, President,

Vigilant Indian People,

Fourms, Shop No.7,

Nanha Complex, Kapurthala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 993 of 2011

Present:           (i) Sh. Suket Gupta, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Arvinder Pal Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.          As directed by the Commission, in the hearing dated 15.07.2011, Complainant states that no compensation has been paid to him.  Respondent states that he has brought the compensation amount of Rs. 4000/- to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission by the way of cash money.  Respondent is directed to give the compensation amount by cheque or through demand draft.  Respondent states that the compensation amount will be sent to the Complainant in the afternoon under intimation to 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)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh (Retd. XEN)

850, Urban Estate

Phase- II, Focal Point,

Ludhiana – 141 010 

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Firms and Societies Punjab

3rd Floor, Buys Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Pr. Secretary

Industries and Export Corp. , 

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 383 of 2011

Present:           Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

               In the hearings dated 19.05.2011 and 15.07.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit that under Registrar Act, Registrar of the Societies has no powers to take action regarding internal matters of the Society.  Inspite of the order of the Commission, Respondent has not filed an affidavit.  

2.             In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for non-compliance of the orders of the Commission.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard 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 through registered post.


Sd/-

                                                                          (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. G.S.Gandhi, Advocate,

Kothi No.2234, Sector-21/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries

And Export Corporation, Ltd.,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 915 of 2011

Alongwith

CC No. 914 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, Advocate, the Complainant
                         (ii)Sh. Amrik Singh, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDERs

Heard

2.        On the last hearing, Respondent has submitted the list of 151 applicants to whom the plot had been allotted.  Complainant has submitted that Respondent has admitted in reply to writ petition in the High Court that four plots have been allotted to the NRI’s.  Respondent should provide the names of the person to whom the plots of NRI quota had been allotted.  Respondent should also bring the original record on the next date of hearing regarding allotment of said plots.
3.            Adjourned to 09.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh

S/o Sh. Mothu Ram

VPO Ramgarh

Panchkula (Haryana) – 134 111

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Fire Station,

SAS Nagar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133  of 2011
Present:           (i) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, the Complainant.
(ii) Sh. Sham Lal Kamboj, Assistant Divisional Fire Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant states that information is still pending.  Respondent states that some more time be given to produce the letter vide which Govt. has closed the fire training centers.  Respondent is directed to produce the letter on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.           Adjourned to 19.08.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

.  
Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

H.No.2123, Sector-27/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Central Jail,

Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1165 of 2011

Present:                 (i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, the Complainant
                             (ii)Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Assistant Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant filed an application for information vide his letter dated 26.02.2011.  Respondent informed him vide his letter dated 28.03.2011, that record is very old and information will be provided after tracing the old record.  On not receiving the information Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.04.2011.  In response to the notice of hearing, Respondent informed the Complainant to deposit Rs. 1342/- for 671 pages of documents after more than two months, very well knowing that after 30 days, the information is to be provided free of cost.
3.         Complainant states that Respondent had deliberately not provided the information and he had suffered mental harassment & financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission and on account of non receipt of information.  

4.      In the first hearing dated 31.05.2011, Respondent was directed to provide information free of cost, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Sh. Subhash Chander Sharma was present on behalf of the Respondent PIO and he was informed about the next date of hearing i.e 15.07.2011. Neither the PIO nor his representative was present on 15.07.2011, nor any information was supplied to the Complainant. Accordingly, Respondent was directed to show cause for not providing the information and was also directed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing but no action has been taken by the Respondent on the order of the Commission. Respondent has provided information today in the Commission.  It is observed that Respondent was directed on 31.05.2011 to provide the information free of cost but information is provided today in the Commission after the lapse of 80 days.  
3.
I have carefully considered, the submission contained in the written reply and I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) be paid to the Complainant by Public Authority on account of mental harassment and financial loss suffered by Complainant in attending the hearings in the Commission. It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e Central Jail,  Ferozepur and not by the PIO.

4.
As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request and there is too much delay on the part of Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S. Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO.  The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of Rs. 20,000/- as penalty upon  Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S. Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO.  However, taking a lenient view in the matter, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rs. Ten thousand only) on Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S. Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO.   This amount shall be paid by Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S. Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO as his personal liability. The Superintendent, Central Jail, Ferozepur shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S. Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

5.
Adjourned to 20.09.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  August, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
