STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhdev Sharma,
Kothi No.552, 

Giani Jail Singh, Nagar,

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

O/o DC,
Ropar.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2164 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sukhdev Sharma, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Yadav Rai Singh, Steno, O/o DC, Roapr on behalf of the 


     Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Complainant states that he has been supplied incomplete and misleading information. Copy of the letter pointing out the deficiencies in the information supplied is handed over to the Respondent before me today.  Respondent states that some of the information relating to Sh. Aman Kumar, who is working as a Senior Assistant in the Department of D.C. Ropar, is not being provided as it is a third party information. Notice be issued to Aman Kumar to be present on the next date of hearing to explain why the information should not be disclosed. The PIO is also directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 18.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated 15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Rulda Ram,
R/o New Bhagat Singh Colony,

St No.6,

 Rampura Phul,

Distt- Bathinda.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

MC, Rampura Phul,

Distt-Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2185 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Ruldu Ram, Complainant


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


Heard
2.

Respondent is absent. The Complainant has stated that no information has been supplied to him so far in respect of his application dated 13.07.07. Complainant further states that he was taken ill and that is why he could not attend the last hearing. The application for information is pending with the Respondent for the last 6 months and the information is not being given to him. 
3.

Respondent is directed that the required information be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 27.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated 15th February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. A.S.Wadhawan,
415/9, Mohalla Punj,

 Piplan, Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur.

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

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Hoshiarpur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2163 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Tilak Raj Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO
ORDER


Heard
2.

Complainant is absent. The Respondent states that the Complainant has deposited the money on 8.02.08 and that the information will be given to him expeditiously and further states that instructions have already been issued to the staff to supply the information immediately. 

3.
Adjourned to 27.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Manjit Kaur, Sarpanch,
Gram Panchayat, Dialpura,

Block-Dera Bassi,

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

O/o Director,
Deptt. Of Rural,

Development & Panchayat, 

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1861of 2007
Present:
(I) Sh. Ajaib Singh on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Dharampal, Superintendent, Director Panchayat on behalf of  the Respondent,
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission during the last date of hearing, Complainant had not given the copy of application submitted to Secretary Rural Development and Panchayat (Pb). Complainant states that the same is not available with him but the Secretary Rural Development had sent his application to the Director Rural Development, Panchayat and who has further sent it to Distt-Development and Panchayat officer for inquiry and copy of the same has also been forwarded to him vide his letter No.3454 dated 19.06.07. He therefore, sought that  his application be traced and action taken on it be intimated to him. Complainant further states that incorrect information had been supplied to him regarding item No.1 as Director Dept. of Rural Development and Panchayat in his order dated 06.07.07 had mentioned that Sarpanch had not given the reply to the notice allegedly served on him, and he has asked for the details of service of notice alleged to be served on him. The Respondent has agreed to supply all the information before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 07.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                                                            Sd/-

                                                                       (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,
# 1362, St No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar,

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

O/o Director,
Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1951 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd-cum APIO & Sh. Daljit Singh, Sr. 


    Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
The Respondent states that the Complainant is still to inspect some more record and that they have mutually fixed 26th Feb, 2008 for inspection of record.

3.
Adjourned to 11.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

# 1362, St No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar,

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

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1952 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd-cum APIO & Sh. Daljit Singh, Sr. 


    Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
The Respondent states that the Complainant is still to inspect some more record and that they have mutually fixed 26th Feb, 2008 for inspection of record.

3.
Adjourned to 11.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

# 1362, St No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar,

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

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1953 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd-cum APIO on behalf of the 


              Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
The Respondent states that information running into 1088 pages duly attested has already been handed over to the Complainant. The Complainant may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 11.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balwinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Vill;- Kheri Jattan,

Amargarh, Tehsil-Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,
Akal Degree College,

Mustuana Sahib,

Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1518 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Complainant is absent.  Respondent states that Complainant has not intimated him about any deficiencies in the information already supplied to them. As the Complainant is absent, it is not possible to verify whether he is satisfied with the information supplied.
3.
Adjourned to 11.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008

Note : Complainant appeared after the above hearing and stated  that he is late as he has lost  the way and further stated that he has not been provided correct  information. He has shown the copy of letter written to him in which information relating to  points number 2 to 8 has not been provided. Adjourned to 11.03.08 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Respondent is directed to provided the correct information before the next date of hearing.
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Near Baghwala Gurdwara,

W.No.21. Mansa.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Mansa.

……………………………..Respondent

MR -7/2008

In

CC No. 2042 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amritpal, PIO-cum-Accountant
ORDER


Heard
2.
The Respondent states that Complainant never approached him nor he ever advised him not to attend the proceedings before the Commission on 11.01.08 as alleged by the Complainant in his application which has been registered as MR No. 7 of 2008. Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and the case was disposed of. Today again this case was re-opened on the request of the Complainant but Complainant is again absent which shows that his allegation against the officials of the Municipal Corporation is false. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shiva Collection Middul,

Mal St, Bathinda.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

MC, Goniana,

Mandi, Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2145 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Pintu Moga, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Deepak Sethia, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of the 


    Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
As directed during the last date of hearing, Respondent has shown the property register of the period 1965-66 which shows that the name of Sh.Hari Chand and Sh. Chanan Ram had been added afterwards with red ink and in the year 1966-67 name of Roshan Lal and Chanan Ram had been deleted but no record has been shown on the basis of which ownership had been changed, PIO could not explain how these changes had been effected. He, however, states that the Ex-officer might be in a position to explain the correct position in this behalf
3.
In view of the forgoing, Executive Officer, MC, Goniana, is directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing or cause the information to be delivered regarding with the change of ownership of property C-113 affected in the year 1965-66 and 1966-67.
4.
Adjourned to 27.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Vijay Kumar Gupta,

Bhattan Street,

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

O/o Executive Officer,

MC, Mansa.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2107 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Bhagwant Singh, Asstt. Municipal Engineer on behalf of the 


     Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
 Complainant states that during the last hearing on 24.01.08, Respondent was directed to give the required information before the today’s date of hearing. Instead of providing the information, PIO has written a letter to him that the relevant record is with the accounts section and that the accounts section has written that this is a third party information which cannot be disclosed. PIO has written this letter after a period of more than six months and even without checking third party provision under the Act. The information demanded relates to the work done, number of sanctions accorded and payments details etc. which cannot be withheld under the provisions of Section 8 of the RTI Act. Complainant further stated that the information is not being given to him deliberately and wants that action should be taken against the PIO under the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act. PIO is directed to supply this information to the 
Contdd…P-2

-2-

Complainant within 15 days and he should be present on the next date of hearing along with the officials concerned, who have to supply the information.

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, Nabha to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for each day that the information has not been provided, after 30 days from the receipt of the above mentioned application, be not imposed upon him under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005.

4.
Adjourned to 27.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Manmohan Singh Gill,

Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, CHD.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar, Distt-Ferpzepur.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1908 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Manmohan Singh Gill, Complainant


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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that the information demanded is not being provided by the PIO deliberately. This information is very vital for him and is required in a case pending in the Hon’ble High Court which is listed for 28.02.08. He further stated   that PIO should be penalized for not providing the information and that he should be suitably compensated for the detriment caused to him on account of the non supply of information.  
3.
PIO is absent in spite of show cause notice issued to him. I once again direct the PIO to supply the information to the Complainant by 25th February 2008, failing which it will be presumed that the PIO is deliberately not providing the information to the Complainant. PIO is granted another opportunity to show cause why penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 be not imposed on him.  It is further directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO should appear personally before the Bench. 
4.
Adjourned to 29.02.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

        
Sd/-

                                      (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

R/o Vill- Kuthala,

Tehsil-Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sr.Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Ahmedgarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.1505 of 2007

Present
(i) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, Complainant


(ii) Dr. K.S. Khurana, Sr. Medical Officer, CHC, Ahmedgarh
ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has shown the record which shows that Sh. Basant Singh died on 12.03.03 and that the OPD register in use was started on 01.01.03.  He has also shown a report prepared after taking into custody the record available after the death of Sh. Basant Singh by a committee of two medical officers. This report does not make any mention about the OPD register demanded by the Complainant. Respondent has also shown a letter no. 112 dated 04.10.04 intimating the Court of Additional District and Sessions Judge, Sangrur that the OPD register pertaining to October 16 & 17, 2000 was not traceable as the record keeper at that time had died on duty without handing over charge.  Copy of this letter and the death certificate of Sh. Basant Singh have been taken on record.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, no further action in this matter is called for. The instant complaint is, therefore, Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                      Sd/- 
                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   15th February, 2008
