STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Quarter No.-10,Old Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (Secondary Education) Pb.,

SCO 95-97, Sec-17/D

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2889 of 2008

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


(ii) None is present one behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the hearing on 12.06.09, copy of the information provided was given to the Complainant.  Complainant states that wrong and misleading information was given to him. He has already pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent.
3.
Respondent is absent. It is observed that Respondent is absent in four hearings out of the five hearings held so far. Respondent has also not submitted an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information and submit the reply to the show cause notice failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated. 
4.
Respondent should also submit an affidavit as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information.

5.
Adjourned to 24.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                 (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

S/o Raju Ram,

R/o Vill. Rathian, PO Chappar,

Distt. Patiala 
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala
……………………………..Respondent

CC No:  2982 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
 In this case, Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala vide his application for information dated 16.04.08 in which he has sought copy of the orders  and name of the officer who declared his land surplus.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present.  It is observed that so far five hearings has held and Respondent has failed to provide the information.  Show cause notice has been issued to the Tehsildar and SDM, Patiala  but no reply in response to the show cause has been given by the Tehsildar and SDM, Patiala. During the last hearing, it was stated by Sh. Pritpal Singh, Kanugo that record relating to the surplus land is with the SDM, Patiala. SDM, Patiala is directed to supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
SDM, Patiala has sent a request that this case is being dealt by Sh. Pritpal Singh, Kanugo who is on leave and has requested for another date. 
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4.
In order to find out the persons responsible for not providing the information, it is directed that on the next date of hearing PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala alongwith  Tehsildar and SDM Patiala should appear personally.
5.
Adjourned to 25.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

CC: 
1.
SDM, Patiala

2.
Tehsildar , Patiala  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shashi Bhushan Nagpal,

# 3094, Sector-23/D,

 Chandigarh-160023.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan , Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Punjab
Mohali..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1008 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Chet Ram, ADO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. Complainant was advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided but he has not pointed out any deficiency to the Respondent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab Da SHisha, Newspaper, Punjabi,

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  959 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. K.L.Malhotra, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Mandeep Singh, System Administration, Suvida Center, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing on 11.06.2009, Respondent stated that sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 30.04.2009. Complainant stated that he had not received the letter dated 30.04.2009. Respondent was directed to produce the dispatch register in order to confirm the facts stated by him. Respondent has brought the dispatch register, the perusal of the dispatch register shows that entry of letter No. 6254/779-A/PIO/RTI dated 30.04.2009 does not exist in the dispatch register. It is observed that letter No. 6254/779- A/PIO/RTI was signed by the APIO on 22.05.2009 but its dispatch dated is 30.04.2009 which shows that it has been dispatched in the back date. Respondent is directed to clarify this fact on the next date of hearing. Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant, today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.
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3.
It is observed that the Respondent has not taken the RTI application of the Complainant seriously. He has tried to mislead the Commission by giving wrong statements. 

4.
I, therefore, direct the Respondent to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time.  The Respondent may file his affidavit within 10 days with a copy to the Complainant. He should also submit as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

5.
Adjourned to 25.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagmail,

S/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

R/o W No. 8, Near Dhall Model School,

Dhundian Wali Gali, Mansa.

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Civil Surgeon,

Mansa..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 961 of 2009

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


(ii) Dr. Shashi, ACS, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiency in response to the information provided to him, during the last hearing. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he has satisfied with the information provided to him. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amritpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

H.No.17, Mohalla Dharelpura,

Anandpur Sahib (Ropar),

.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Zila Parishad,

Distt- Ropar..

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  953 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Amritpal Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that as agreed in the Commission on the last hearing by the Respondent, he went to the office of the PIO-cum- Secretary Zila Parishad  but sought for information has not been provided to him.  Complainant states that he has requested to the Respondent to provide him consolidated merit list. Respondent is directed to ensure that consolidated merit list is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Respondent is also warned that if he failed to provide sought for information action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated against him.

4.
Adjourned to 24.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sawinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Shangara Singh,

Vill- Kala Nangal,

P.O Bhullar, Tehsil-Batala,

Distt- Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Public Information Officer,
Vs.
O/o DPI (elementary Education) Pb.,

SCO 32-34, Sector 17/E,

Chandigarh Ph: 2703916

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  965 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sawinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that no information has been provided to him in spite of the direction of the Commission. During the last hearing dated 11.06.09, Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also.
3.
I, therefore, direct the Respondent to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time.  The Respondent may file his affidavit within 15 days with a copy to the Complainant. He should also submit as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed to provide sought for information before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 24.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi,
Senior Citizen, Kothi No.2484,

Phase-XI, Mohali.

             …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area

Development Authority (GMADA),

Puda Bhawan, Sec-62, Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

        CC No. 2030 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate on behalf o the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. H.S.Sodhi, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO is present in person. As directed by the Commission during the last hearing, he has submitted the reply to the Complainant’s letter dated 20.03.2009. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. In the earlier hearings, Respondent stated that Sh. Dharam Singh is responsible for the delay in supplying the information, but in today’s hearing, Respondent stated that Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, is responsible for the delay. Respondent is directed to pinpoint the person responsible or the delay in provided the information.
3.
Adjourned to 25.08.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  9th    July, 2009

