STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gian Deep Singh,
# 10, VPO-Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil- Dera Bassi,

Distt- Mohali.
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council Rajpura,
Distt-Patiala (Pb).

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2068 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Gian Deep, Complainant


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


Heard.

2.
The Complainant states that no information has been received by him with respect to his application for information dated 06.09.07. Respondent is absent. PIO is directed to supply the information within 7 days from the receipt of this orders or he may personally appear on the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for not supplying the information.
3.

Adjourned to 14.02.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datawasiyan’,
# 735-R, Partab Nagar,

Bathinda.
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2270 of 2007


Along With

CC No. 2271 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiyan’, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Complainant, vide his application dated 24.04.07 seeking information demanded to know the action taken on his telegrams sent to the E.O, M.E, AME and J.E. Under item No. 2, he wanted to be supplied a copy of the proceedings initiated/ taken on his application dated 27.11.06 made to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.

The representative of the Respondent states that no action has been taken on the application/ telegrams of the Complainant. However, the Complainant is not satisfied with the reply. Even otherwise it is not believable that the senior functionaries of a public authority shall not be taking any action on the applications made to them by the members of the public. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply the copies showing ‘action taken’ on original application/ telegrams of the Complainant before the next date of hearing. I also direct Shri Kamal Kant, E.O-cum-PIO to appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. 29.02.08.
4.
Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datawasiyan’,

# 735-R, Partab Nagar,

Bathinda.

    ……………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2271 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiyan’, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that no action has been taken on the application/ telegrams of the Complainant. However, the Complainant is not satisfied with the reply. Respondent is directed to supply the copies showing ‘action taken’ on original application/ telegram of the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datawasiyan’,

# 735-R, Partab Nagar,

Bathinda.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.


……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2268 of 2007

Present:
(i) (I) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiyan’, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent states that the copy of the newspaper cutting dated 01.06.05 is not available in their record. The same has been supplied to the Respondent by the Complainant and the Respondent has been directed to submit the reply within 15 days.
3.

Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datawasiyan’,

# 735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.

    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

AC No.401 of 2007

Present:
(I) (I) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiyan’, Appellant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.

The Appellant stated that the incomplete information has been supplied to him in respect to item No. 1 of his application and also copy of the notice as per item No.3 of his application has also not been supplied. The Respondent is directed to supply the above information within one week.
3.

Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datawasiyan’,

# 735-R, Partab Nagar,

Bathinda.

    ………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 402 of 2007

Present:
(I) Sh. Bachan Singh ‘Datewasiyan’, Appellant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.

Respondent has stated that the Appellant has asked for information with reference to his letter No. 155 dated 19.09.2000. The same is not available in their record. Appellant was asked vide letter No. 314/W dated 15.01.08 to supply the copy of the letter, so that the required information could be supplied to him.  Appellant has supplied the same today in the Commission office and Respondent has agreed to submit the reply within one week.
3.

Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha,
North India Sc/St & Bc

Employees Presidium (Regd),

H.Q.1243; Sec-23-B,

Chandigarh.
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy, 
Welfare Deptt, Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2242 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Manjit Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Avtaar Singh, Senior Assistant, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant
ORDER


Heard.

2.
The Respondent and Complainant stated that they have not received the notice in this case; however, they have come to attend the hearing in case CC No. 2243/07.  The Respondent states that the required information in this case is available with them but the Complainant has been asked to deposit the prescribed fee for 65 pages of information. Complainant states that the application for information was given on 06.09.07 and the Respondent has not intimated the prescribed charge within 15 days as per the Act. He should be given information free of cost. As per direction of the Commission, Respondent has handed over the required information to the Complainant today who is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha,

North India Sc/St & Bc

Employees Presidium (Regd),

H.Q.1243; Sec-23-B,

Chandigarh.

    ………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy, 

Welfare Deptt, Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2243 of 2007

Present:
(i) (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Avtaar Singh, Senior Assistant, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant

ORDER


Heard.

2.

The Respondent and Complainant stated that this case has already been decided by the Lt. (Gen).P.K.Grover State Information Commissioner, in CC No. 2016/07. No further action is required.                          
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sarabhjit Singh Kahlon,
‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp, Tel.Exchange,

VPO-Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Pricnipal Secy,
Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt, Sec-9, Pb,

Chandigarh.


……………………..Respondent

CC No.2234 of 2007

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


(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

This case came up for hearing before this bench on 1st February, 08. None is present on behalf of the Complainant. Respondent states that Complainant has also filed complaint no. CC-486/05 and CC-1213/07 on the similar matter which are pending before the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Lt. (Gen.) P.K.Grover, so this case may be transferred to the Bench headed by Lt. (Gen.) P.K.Grover, State Information Commissioner. In view of submission made by the Respondent Chief Information Commissioner may consider the transfer this case from this Bench. Let papers of this case be placed before the Chief Information Commissioner by the Deputy Registrar.
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sarabhjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp, Tel.Exchange,

VPO-Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,
Arya College, Opp.

Police Lines, Ludhiana.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2235 of 2007

None
ORDER

2.
Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties concerned with this case to appear and present their case.
3.
Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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:
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
The Complainant states that incorrect and misleading information has been supplied to him with respect to his application for information dated 01.10.07 and he has already pointed out the deficiencies vide his letter dated 31.01.08. Sh. Jaswinder Singh, PIO states that the above said information was to be given by Works Clerk,  Section Officer, Accountant and Store Keeper and they have been reminded vide letter dated 04.01.08 to supply the information. PIO is directed to ensure that the correct reply is submitted to the Complainant within 7 days from the receipt of this order and also submit the explanation of Section Officer, Works Clerk, Accountant, Store Keeper that why they should not be held responsible for not supplying the information within 30 days from the receipt of application for information and action be not taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act.
3.
Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance.    
                                          (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  1st February, 2008
