STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Om Parkesh Goyal,

# 1053, Sector-11,

Panchkula.

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

O/o Estate Officer,
GAMADA, Puda Bhawan, 

MOhali.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 242 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent,        GMADA, Mohali 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the Respondent and stated that no further deficiency has been pointed out by the Appellant  nor has he attended any of the four hearings held so far in the Commission. Respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies as pointed out earlier by the Appellant for item no. 2(h) and 3(j) before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 07.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 





       Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bajranglal Gupta,
Aggarwal Telecom,

# 219/11, Dorai Byawar Road,

Ajmer.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,
Amritsar.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.1914 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Bajrang Lal Gupta, Complainant


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


Heard
2.
Complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent so far with reference to his application for information dated 09.05.07. During the last hearing on 17.01.08, neither the Respondent nor any of his authorized representative was present despite directions of the Commission. It was ordered that before ex-parte proceedings are initiated, Respondent be given a registered notice intimating him about the next date of hearing. In spite of registered notice, nobody appeared on behalf of the Respondent at today’s hearing. PIO-cum-Deputy Controller has directed Sh. Parkash Singh, Superintendent, Land Acquisition Section, Improvement Trust, Amritsar to attend the Commission office on 05.02.08 alongwith the concerned record and the copy of the letter was also sent to the Commission for information. In spite of direction given by the PIO, Sh. Parkash Singh, Superintendent, Land Acquisition Section, 
Contd….P-2

-2-

Improvement Trust, Amritsar neither supplied the information  to the Complainant and nor has attended the Court as directed by the PIO which shows that he is not taking the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. In the above circumstances there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to PIO and Sh. Parkash Singh, Superintendent to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for every day that the information has not been provided to Sh. Bajrang Lal Gupta in respect of his application dated 09.05.07, after 30 days from the receipt of the above mentioned application, be not imposed upon him under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005.
3.
Adjourned to 07.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties




Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th February, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajat Sood,
429, Govt. College,

Road Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2195 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajat Sood, Complainant


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


Heard
2.
The Complainant states that he has been supplied incomplete information with reference to his first application and for his second application, no information was supplied till date.  Respondent is absent.  The Respondent was also absent on the last date of hearing which shows that he is not taking the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness.
3.
 In the above circumstances there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for everyday that the information has not been provided in 
Contd……P-2

-2-

respect of his applications dated 19.10.07, after 30 days from the receipt of the above mentioned applications, should not be imposed upon him under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005.

4.
Adjourned to 07.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties




Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New 

Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road,

Patiala.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.


……………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, Complainant


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


Heard
2.
During the last hearing on 17.01.08, neither PIO nor his authorized representative appeared before the Commission in spite of issue of notice. One more opportunity was granted to PIO to appear in person or through an officer not below the rank of APIO for today’s hearing. Again today neither the PIO nor his authorized representative attended the hearing which shows that the PIO is not taking the RTI Act seriously. 
3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post, to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, 
Contd…..P-2

-2-

Patiala to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for everyday that the information has not been provided, in respect of his application dated 10.07.07, after 30 days from the receipt of the above mentioned application, should not be imposed upon him under Section (20) of the RTI, Act 2005.
4.
Adjourned to 07.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                        Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Singh Gill,
5991, Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Distt. Ferozepur.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1908 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Manmohan Singh, Complainant


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


Heard
2.
The Complainant states that no information has been provided to him as directed during the last hearing. In this case application for information was made on 20.08.07 and incomplete information was provided on 24.09.07. No further information was supplied even after the directions issued by the Commission in its order dated 17.01.08. 
3.
 In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to PIO, Municipal Council, Abohar, to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for everyday that the information has not been provided in respect of his application dated 20.08.07, after 30 days from the receipt of the above 
Contd…..P-2

-2-

mentioned application, should not be imposed upon him under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005.

4.
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




         Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th February, 2008

