STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Suresh Sharma, General Secretary,

Punjab Pradesh Beopar Mandal Mootian Khan,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147 301.




--Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Shambhu at Mehmoodpur.





--Respondent




CC No.3735 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Suresh Sharma, General Secretary along with Sh. O.P.Gupta President, Punjab Pradesh Beopar Mandal complainant in person.


None was present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 03.11.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-AETC, Shambu Barrier at Mehmoodpur sought information on .details of documents required to accompany the vehicles when on inter-state as well as  intra-state sales. He has further enquired whether copies of the purchases are required. Failing to get timely information as laid down in section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 16.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



A perusal of letter No.1540 dated 10.01.2012 shown by the complainant vide which reply has been sent to him by the AETC,Shambu Barrier reveals that only the sections of VAT Act have been mentioned whereas the sought information by the complainant such as details of documents required to accompany with the vehicles in respect of inter-state and intra-state sales have not been supplied. In fact, the documents to be carried for these sales were to be told by the PIO. Also no reply to the second part of the information i.e. whether the copies of purchases are required or not, has also not been given. Serious view is taken thereof  for supplying wrong information to the complainant. The PIO o/o AETC, Shambu Barrier at Mehmoodpur and PIO o/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala, who is also made a party for the supply of requisite information shall ensure that the required information is supplied to the complainant within a period of two weeks positively by post. It is also made clear that both the PIOs shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of supplied information which they will also send to this court after a period of two weeks within which the information has to be supplied to the complainant, Failing to supply the requisite correct and complete information to the complainant, provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the PIOs.


A copy of this order be also sent to the PIO o/o the ETC Patiala  and PIO-cum-AETC Shambu Barrier at Mehmoodpur for necessary action.



To come up for hearing on 21.03.2012 at 11.00 AM.

Cc to Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala for necessary action.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)
16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Malkeet Singh s/o Sh.Khushiya Singh



--Complainant

V.Chak Bajida, Tehsil Jalalabad,

Distt. Fazilka





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Block Dev.& Panchayat Officer,

Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka
.





--Respondent




CC No.3739 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Malkeet Singh complainant in person.


2. Sh.Surjit Singh Panchayat Secretary Jalalabad on behalf of respondent.

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to the BDPO Jalalabad, Distt.Fazilka sought an information pertaining to various grants given to Gram Panchayat,Bajida, Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka and details of their utilization done through Sarpanch, Sh.Sucha Singh. The RTI application of the complainant was transferred by the BDPO Jalalabad under section 6(3) of the RTI Act to Sh.Surjit Singh, VDO-cum-PIO, Village Chak Bajida for the supply of requisite information. Failing to get any response the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 14.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today. The complainant states that no information has been supplied to him so far. 


In view of this, BDPO Jalalabad is directed to ensure that correct and complete information is supplied to the complainant within a period of three weeks positively under intimation to this court. It is also made clear that failing to ensure the supply of said information to the complainant, the provisions of section 20 (1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the BDPO Jalalabad and concerned PIO, i.e. Sh. Surjit Singh,VDO-cum-PIO, V.Chak Bajida, Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka. BDPO is further directed to ensure that an officer not below the rank of SEPO or Accounts Officer working in his office and the concerned PIO attends this court on the next date of hearing, with a copy of the supplied information.


To come up for hearing on 21.03.2012.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jaspal Singh s/o Sh.Bhagwan Singh



--Complainant

r/o Talwandi Akaliyan, P.O.Makha,

Distt. Mansa.





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Distt. Transport Officer
.



--Respondent

Mansa.




CC No.3742 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Jaspal Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of respondent.

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 11.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DTO Mansa sought a copy of record of auction of number PB-31-J-0005, along with a copy of allotment letter and the auction money received from the beneficiary of this number along with his address etc., Failing to get any response within the mandatory period of thirty days as laid down in section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 12.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today. The complainant has been heard. No information, which is very simple in nature, has been supplied to the complainant by the DTO Mansa so far. Therefore, the PIO-cum-DTO Mansa is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant under his signatures within a period of three weeks by post with a copy of the supplied information to this court for its record. He is also directed to be present on the next d ate of hearing with a copy of the supplied information and also to submit an affidavit explaining the reasons for denying and delaying the information, which tantamount to invoking the provisions of sections 20 (1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005.


To come up for further hearing on 21.03.2012.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Heera Singh s/o Sh.Sadhu Singh



--Complainant

V.Malsinghwala,,

Distt. Mansa.





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Block Dev.& Panchayat Officer,
.



--Respondent

Budhlada, Distt.Mansa.




CC No.3734 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Jagjit Singh Clerk o/o BDPO Budhlada


None on behalf of complainant.

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 19.09.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-BDPO Budhlada sought certain information on five points relating to  service record of Smt. Baljit Kaur, ETT Teacher d/o Sh. Baldev Singh, wife ofSh. Hira Singh of village Malsinghwala, Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa. This information pertains to the period between 29.06.2007 to 13.04.2010. Having no timely response, the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 12.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing to both the parties for today was issued.  Sh. Jagjit Singh appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum-BDPO, Budhlada, Distt. Mansa places a copy of letter NO.571 dated 03.02.2012 vide which the said information has been sent to the complainant through registered post. None is present on behalf of the complainant nor anything contrary has been heard from him with regard to the supplied information, which shows that he is satisfied with the information. 
The complaint case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Sukhjit Singh s/o Sh.Hakam Singh



--Complainant

# 188, Street No.7, Bandi Nagar,

Moga-142001





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Distt. Transport Officer
.



--Respondent

Moga




CC No.3740 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Sukhjit  Singh complainant in person.


2.Sh. Jatinder Singh Clerk o/o PIO-cum-DTO Moga on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to the PIO-cum-DTO o/o State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information regarding the taxes paid by and taxes pending against Mallwa Tourisit & Malwa Express Private Ltd.,Co.Moga. The said application was transferred by the STC Punjab Chadigarh to the PIO-cum-DTO Moga vide letter dated 23.05.2011 under sectin 6(3) of the RTI Act for the supply of requisite information. Having no response the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 10.08.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing  was issued to both the parties for today. Both the parties have been heard. Sh.Jatinder Singh Clerk, who has appeared on behalf of the PIO-cum-DTO, MOga places a copy of letter NO.1766 dated 24.06.2011 of DTO Moga addressed to the complainant vide which the sought information has been denied to the complainant being ‘third party’ information.


In view of above facts, as under the provisions of section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005 the remedy of first appeal is available to the complainant and  as in the instant case, the First Appellate Authority did not have an occasion to review the order of the PIO, the case is, therefore, remanded to First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Transport Commissioner Punjab for hearing first appeal against the order of the PIO.  The  First Appellate Authority ( Addl. State Transport Commissioner Punjab) is therefore, directed to afford adequate opportunity of hearing to both the parties and pass a speaking order with respect to RTI application of Sh.Sukhjit Singh within a period of thirty days. The complainant is directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh on 28.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in his office. After a speaking order is passed by the First Appellate Authority, if the information seeker is still not satisfied with the same, he can approach the Commission in the second appeal. This case, in the meanwhile, is disposed of and closed.


A copy of this order be sent to both the parties. 
A copy of this order along with a copy of RTI application and copy of letter  No.1766 dated 24.06.2011 of DTO Moga be also sent to Addl. State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Cc to 





First Appellate Authority-cum--Addl. State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ranjit Singh



--Complainant

# 2314, Phase-11,

SAS Nagar.





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Distt. Food Supply Controller
.



--Respondent

Kapurthala.




CC No.3746 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Ranjit Singh complainant in person.


2.Sh. Ramesh Kumar, AFSO, alongwith Sh. Gurpreet Singh Inspector and Sh.Jaswinder Singh Legal Adviser,on behalf of the respondent PIO.

ORDER 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.11.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DFSC Kapurthala sought certain information relating to the purchase of first class bricks by the Gram Panchayat, Village Khaleel, Tehsil Bhullath, Distt.Kapurthala from Rana & Co.,BKO V.Model Town, Talwara, Distt.Kapurthala. The said application of the complainant was transferred by the DFSC Kapurthala to the Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala who further transferred the application to the BDPO Nadala, vide letter NO.3295 dated 29.12.2011 for the supply of requisite information directly to the complainant. Failing to get the timely response, the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 16.12.2011 and accordingly notice of hearing to the both the parties was issued for today. AFSO appearing on behalf of the DFSC Kapurthala hands over a copy of information to the complainant in the court itself. However, the complainant states that he has yet not been supplied photo copies of the bills vide which the payments for the supply of bricks through cheques was received. 
In view of this, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, AFSO is, therefore, directed to supply the remaining information, to the appellant with reference to RTI application dated 15.11.2011, i.e. copies of the bills vide which the payments have been received and bricks  supplied to Gram Panchayat Village Khaleel, Tehsil Bhullath, Distt.Kapurthala, duly authenticated, within a period of two weeks, failing which provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act could be invoked against the PIO o/o DFSC Kapurthala, to  whom RTI application for supply of information was addressed and BDPO Nadala, who has not taken action on the RTI application for  supply of information though it was transferred to him by the ADC (D) Kapurthala vide letter NO.Spl/2012/4605 dated 3.01.2012. He shall also be present on the next date of hearing.
A copy of this order be supplied to BDPO Nadala, Tehsil Bhullath, Distt. Kapurthala for necessary action.



To come up for hearing on 22.03.2012.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Raghbir Singh s/o Sh.Jeet Singh,

R/o Talwandi Sabo, Distt.Bathinda









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Bathinda.




.







--Respondent




CC No.3736/2011

Present:-
 Sh. Sh.Kamlajit Singh Sidhu Advocate on behalf of the                      complainant.


Shri Angrez Singh H.C. On behalf of the Respondent PIO.

ORDER 
Sh.Raghbir Singh complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.09.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-SSP Mansa sought his personal  information i.e. that he was an SPO with number 799 and was transferred vide number363/OPS dated 10.12.1991 from Distt. Mansa to P.S.Boha, Distt. Mansa and later on while on duty, he was dismissed from service. Therefore, he requested that attested Photo copies of the documents leading to his dismissal may be supplied. He also addressed similar application to the PIO-cum-SSP Bathinda. PIO o/o SSP Mansa has supplied the reply vide letter dated 8.11.2011 wherein it has been mentioned that it is correct that the said SPO Sh.Raghbir Singh No.799 was transferred to P.S.Boha, Distt. Mansa but Mansa has come into existence as District in the year 1992. But no fauji missal of the said SPO has been received in the district. However, on the other side, PIO o/o SSP Bathinda vide letter dated 22.09.2011 has sent a reply stating therein that since Mansa has come into existence as District on 13.04.1992, therefore, this information  may be obtained from that office only. 
It is observed that no serious efforts are being made by the PIOs to trace the case file of dismissal of Sh.Raghbir Singh SPO NO.799. The PIOs o/o SSP Bathinda and SSP Mansa are, therefore, directed to trace the relevant file and ensure  the supply of requisite information within a period of three weeks. Both the PIOs o/o SSP Bathinda and SSP Mansa shall be present on the next date of hearing and shall explain in writing that as to why the provisions of 20 (1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against them for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant for a considerable long time while RTI application was submitted on 30.09.2011.
A copy of this order is alsosent to SSP Bathinda and SSP Mansa by enclosing a copy of RTI application dated 30.09.2011 to ensure that the requisite information is supplied by the concerned PIOs to the complainant within a period of three  weeks, and also to direct them to be present on the next date of hearing.

A copy of this order be sent to SSP Bathinda and SSP Mansa for necessary action.

To come up for hearing on 29.03.2012.
Cc

SSP Bathinda and SSP Mansa for necessary action.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:
 16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurmail Singh s/o Sh.Bachan Singh,

Ajit Nagar,Opp. Aman Dhahram Kanda,

Patiala Road,Bhawanigarh,

Distt.Sangrur










--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Distt.Food Supply Controller,

Patiala.













--Respondent




CC No.3749/2011

Present:-
 Sh.  Gurmail Singh  complainant in person.


Shri Vivek Singla Inspector  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER 
The complainant vide an RTI application dated 22.07.2010 addressed to the PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala sought an information pertaining to physical verification conducted by DFSO Samana in the month of July 2002 of wheat stock then lying at Warehouse Patran  under the instructions/orders of the Punjab Govt. Failing to get the requisite information within the stipulated period of thirty days, as laid down under section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 19.12.2011 and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Viivek Singla Inspector appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala states that the said information could be traced because the then DFSO, who conducted the physical verification has since left the job and settled abroad. This excuse on the part of the PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala  is impermissible and unbearable under the law because copies of the documents always remain in the office record. 
The PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala is, therefore, directed to trace out the relevant file and supply the requisite information i.e. certified copies of the physical verification report, as has been sought by the complainant vide an RTI application dated 22.07.2010 within a period of three weeks under registered cover with a copy of the same to this court for record, failing which the provisions of section 20 (1) and (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked. 
To come up for hearing on 22.03.2012.








Sd/-    
Place: Chandigarh




( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:
 16.02.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gagandeep Singh s/o

Sh.Gurjant Singh,

Deep Colony,Ward No.6,

Bhawanigarh,

Distt.Sangrur-148026









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Inspector General of Police,

P.A.P.Jalandhar Cantt.




.







--Respondent




CC No.3750/2011

Present:-
 Sh.  Gagandeep Singh  complainant in person.


Shri Lekh Raj Walia, DSP,  Sh. Gurdip Lal SI,PAP Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER 
The complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.10.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o DGP Punjab Police (HQs) Chandigarh sought certain information  on four points relating to the 62 Horse Riders ( Constables Men) selected in the PAP Battalion at Jalandhar in the year 2011. This RTI application was transferred under section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the Inspector General of Police, PAP Jalandhar Cantt. Vide letter dated 4.11.2011 for supply of requisite information to the complainant directly. Failing to get a timely response, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 19.12.2011. Accordingly, notice of hearing to the both the parties was issued for today.
A letter NO.1130 dated 08.02.2012 has been received in the Commission’s office from the Respondent PIO-cum-Inspector General, PAP Jalandhar Cantt. wherein it has been mentioned that vide Punjab Govt., Deptt. of IT & AR Branch Notification No.2/27/5-1AR/05/191 dated 23.02.2006  the RTI Act 2005 shall not apply to the Armed Forces, including the Armed Battalion of the PAP. He has also enclosed a copy of the notification dated 23.02.2006 to support his version and has also cited various judgments delivered by the State Information Commission Punjab itself.
In view of the notification issued by the Punjab Govt.and the failure of the complainant to rebut the stand of the respondent, it is held that the Commission has no jurisdiction over the Punjab Armed Police and, therefore, the present complaint is not maintainable against the respondent. 
The complaint case is, therefore, disposed of.







Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16.02.2012

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB



S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.C.L.Pawar,

Kothi No.599, Phase-2,

Mohali, Punjab.









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Punjab State Information Commission,

SCO.84-85, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.












--Respondent




CC No.3550 of 2011
Present:-
 None on behalf of the  complainant.


Shri Romesh Kumar SPIO in person.

ORDER 
Sh. C.L.Pawar, H.No.599, Phase-2, Mohali vide an RTI application dated 13.07.2011 addressed to the SPIO of State Information Commission Punjab, Chandigarh sought information pertaining to the action taken on his petition dated 31.5.2011 which was filed by him for review and recall of the order daed 23.10.2010 passed by the Chief Information Commissioner in case No.CC 3597 of 2010. 
On the last date of hearing Sh. Romesh Kumar S.O. appeared on behalf of the SPIO and stated that the requisite information was supplied to the complainant vide letter No. PSIC/RTI/172/3886 dated 11.08.2011 and again vide letter No. PSIC/RTI/172/2011/4582 dated 02.12.2011. However, on the last date of hearing neither the complainant nor any of his representatives was present. Therefore, an opportunity was afforded to the complainant for his response with regard to the supplied information and this case was adjourned for hearing today. Even today neither the complainant is present nor has any contrary been heard from his side in respect of the supplied information.
In view of these facts, the case is disposed of and closed.






Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16.02.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Manmanjit Singh s/o S.Kulwant Singh,

Vill.Theh Gulam Nabi,

PO Naushehra Majha Singh,

Teh & Distt.Gurdaspur-143518

.








--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Plot No.1, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.







--Respondent




CC No.3562 of2011
Present:-
 Sh. Manmanjit Singh   complainant in person.


Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum- Asstt.Director Technical Education Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER 
On the last date of hearing i.e. 19.1.2012, Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director was directed to ensure that the correct and complete point-wise  information, as sought by the complainant, is provided to him within a period of three weeks by registered post. 
Both the parties have been heard and letter dated 13.02.2012  received from the PIO has also been perused. I am convinced that the sought information, as per the record, has been supplied to the complainant.

In view of the facts stated above, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:
 16.02.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Gurdial Singh Gill, MBBS,
(Retd.Civil Surgeon), 13, Sant Avenue,

G.T.Road,Amritsar.









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Director General of Police,

Punjab Police HQs,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.

FAA Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.











--Respondents



AC No. 1363 of 2011
Present:-
 H.C. Parshotam Kumar on behalf of the Respondent PIO, DGP Punjab.

None on behalf of the appellant.

ORDER 

The appellant vide an RTI application dated 02.07.2011 addressed to the SPIO  o/o DGP Punjab Police HQs, Chandigarh sought certain information on four points pertaining to appointments of Graduate applicants as ASIs on compassionate grounds between the period from 1.1.2008 to 30.6.2011. Failing to get any response he also filed a first appeal with the PIO-cum-ADGP (Admn) Police HQs, Sector 9-A, Chandigarh and second appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 23.1.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
Perusal of the office file reveals that information vide letter No.219 dated 16.1.2012 running into two pages has been supplied to the appellant with regard to  his RTI application dated 02.07.2011 after the lapse of considerable time which is also incomplete as per the version of the appellant, who has informed this court vide his letter dated 13.2.2012. He has mentioned in that letter that since his knee is strained with internal soft tissue injury, he is unable to attend the Commission today but the information which has been sent to him vide memo.No.4355-RTI-H-1 dated  05.12.2011 is incomplete and incorrect.
In view of these facts, PIO-cum-Inspector General (Admn) Police HQs, Sector 9A, Chandigarh is directed to send the complete and correct information duly certified to the appellant within a period of three weeks positively under registered cover with a copy of the same to this court for information, failing which provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the PIO/Public Authority.
To come up for hearing on 29.03.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harjinder Singh,

Reporter, # 3/3,Paramjit Nagar,

Mundian Khurd, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.












--Respondent




CC No. 1574 of 2011

Present:-
 Sh. Harjinder Singh   complainant in person.


Shri Sanjiv Kumar Clerk o/o DTO Faridkot  on behalf of the Respondent PIO.

ORDER 
On the last date of hearing. i.e. 03.01.2012,  the complainant was advised to visit the office of the respondent DTO to  inspect the record and point out the documents Photostat copies of which he wanted to s eek as per his RTI application.
In view of these directions given to the complainant/PIO-cum-DTO Faridikot, a letter dated 30.12.2011 was received from the Deputy Commissioner-cum-District Election Officer, Faridkot stating therein that DTO Faridkot may be exempted from hearing on 3.01.2012 since he is also holding the additional charge of SDM Faridkot and is also a returning officer for 087 Faridkot  Assembly Constituency. As such this case was adjourned for hearing for  today.
Sh. Sanjiv Kumar Clerk appearing on behalf of the PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction. The complainant who is present in person also endorses the views expressed by Sh. Sanjiv Kumar Clerk, appearing on behalf of the PIO.

In view of these facts, the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-
Dated: 16.02.2012





( B.C.Thakur)







  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ram Kumar s/o Sh.Chandri Ram,

R/O B-348, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.









--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Sunam-1,Distt. Sangrur.












--Respondent




CC No.2324 of 2011

Present:-
 Sh. Ram Kumar  complainant in person.


Shri Naveen Bansal Clerk on behalf of the Respondent PIO.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing i.e. 03.01.2012 Sh. Naveen Bansal Clerk appearing on behalf of the BPEO Sunam-I, Distt. Sangrur was directed to deliver the Service Book duly completed in all respects personally to the complainant. Sh.Ram Kumar complainant who is present in person states that he has still not been provided the complete and correct information as has been sought by him in his original RTI application dated 18.6.2011.
In view of these facts Sh. Basant Singh PIO-cum-BPEO Sunam-1, Distt. Sangrur is directed to supply correct and complete information, duly authenticated, to the complainant within a period of three weeks. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and to explain in writing as to whey provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant.
The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:
16.2.2012




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind.

.







--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.












--Respondent




CC No.2002 of 2007

Present:-
 Sh. N.K.Sayal  complainant in person.


Shri Dharminder Kumar, Jr. Asstt on behalf of the Respondent PIO.

ORDER 
 Both the parties have been heard.

The complainant states that in compliance with the order dated 31.10.2008 passed by the SIC, the compensation of Rs.6000/- has been received by him through cheque NO.459804 dated 17.11.2011.  However, so far as the information asked for vide an RTI application dated 1.10.2007 is concerned, the same has yet not been supplied completely. 

In view of the above submission made by the complainant, the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind, Sh. Bhushan Singh is directed to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant point-wise within a period of two weeks positively, failing which the provisions of Section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against him. He shall be personally present on the next date of hearing, along with Sh. Prem Parkash, Asstt. Municipal Engineer and Sh. Ramesh Singh Jandu, Junior Engineer, who will assist the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, M.C.Sirhind for supplying the correct and complete information to the complainant.
The PIO-cum-Executive Officer, M.C.Sirhind shall also bring along with him the list of PIOs-cum-Executive Officers who served in Municipal Council Sirhind w.e.f. 1.10.2007 onwards along with their tenure in office.

To come up for hearing on 29.03.2012.

Cc:

1.Sh. Bhushan Singh  PIO-cum-Executive Officer. Municipal Sirhind;

2.Sh.Prem Parkash Assstt. Municipal Engineer,  M.C.Sirhind 
3. Sh.Ramesh Singh Jandu, Junior Engineer, M.C.Sirhind

for necessary action.







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh





( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:
16.02.2012 



   State Information Commissioner
