STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dinesh Kumar,

# 56-B, Gali Patwarian,

Gopal Nagar, St No-3,

Majitha Road, Amritsar-143001.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Pb Tourism Development,

Corporation Ltd. (PTDC),

SCO- 183-184,

Sec-8-C, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1677 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Pritam Singh, Legal Advisor, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the information as sought for has been provided and copy of the information provided is taken on the record. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Swaran Kaur,

D/o Lakhwinder Singh,

Vill-Duttal, Tehsil-Patran,

Distt-Patiala.

C/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

H.No.739, St No. 11,

Tripti Town, Patiala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant, Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Samana, New Anaz Mandi,

Samana, Bhwani Gash Road,

Saman, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1914 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Balkar Singh on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Guljar Singh, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has provided the document giving specimen signature and also the order vide which the record has been destroyed. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejwant Singh,

VPO-Bhawaur, Tehsil-Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DDPO, 
Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 693 of 2008

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


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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that information has not been provided to him inspite of the order of the Commission, Sh. Jagwinderjit Singh Sandhu, DDPO, Sangrur was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him and he was also directed to be personally present.  Sh. Jagwinderjit Singh Sandhu, DDPO, Sangrur has neither submitted the reply to the show cause notice, nor he has personally attended any of the hearings as directed by the Commission.  Last opportunity is granted to Sh. Jagwinderjit Singh Sandhu, DDPO, Sangrur to be personally present on the next date of hearing and also file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice already issued to him. Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur is requested to direct Sh. Jagwinderjit Singh Sandhu, DDPO, Sangrur to be personally present on the next date of hearing failing which ex-party decision will be taken.
3.
Adjourned to 19.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009
CC:
Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Vill-Goslan, P.O Seho Majara,

Distt-Ropar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President/Secretary,

The Dulchi Majra, C.A.S.S.

Limited, Dulchi Majra.

Ropar





   ……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 2305 of 2008 

alongwith 

  CC No. 2306 of 2008 &

CC No. 2307 of 2008

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


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Notice of hearing and order of the last hearing has been received back undelivered. It seems that the address of the Respondent is not correct. Copy of the order be sent to Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar to deliver it to the PIO of Dulchi Majra, Cooperative Society, Ropar. Assistant Registrar is also advised to direct the PIO of the Society to supply the information and to attend the hearing on the next date of hearing.   
3.
Adjourned to 17.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009

CC: Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, W No. 12 (15),

Hamayunpur Sirhind,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Secy.,

School Education, Pb,

527/5, Mini Sectt. Sec-9,

CHD. 

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 1500 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Uma Kant Tripathi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that in this case no information was to be provided from their office. The sought for information was to be provided by the Director Education Dept. which has been provided. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.

Sd/-
   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh,

20, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 1256 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Ajaib Singh, Suptd-cum-APIO, Sh. Pritam Singh, Suptd. and Sh. R.L.Berry Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 The required information has already been supplied to the Complainant, so no further action is required in this case. However, Respondent was issued show cause notice and was directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, for not supplying the information on time. Inspite of 2 hearings affidavit has not been filed by the PIO giving the reasons for delay. One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to file an affidavit failing which action will be taken as per Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 on the next hearing 
3.
Adjourned to 19.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o Ms Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majith Mandi, Amritsar-143006.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent





        CC No. 2288 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to provide the information sought by Complainant. In today’s hearing, Complainant states that he has received the information but penalty should be imposed on the PIO for not supplying the information in time.  Respondent states that Complainant has filed about 100 applications right from 2006 till date against Sh. Sanjeev Soni, Law Officer, seeking information regarding his appointment details etc. A case is also pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, in this regard, still best efforts have been made to supply the information in all these cases and the delay is on account of an unduly large number of applications of the Complainant on the same issue. I agree with the reply of the Respondent and do not find it a fit case to impose penalty. No further action is required.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh Pahwa,

R/o Goal Chaker 183-G, 
Mohant Jai Ram Dass,

Patiala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Ayurvedic,Pb, 
Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1552 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Dheeraj Joshi, Junior Assistant O/o DRME, Pb, Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd-cum-APIO O/o DHS, Sh. Sumitar Singh, Suptd O/o Director Ayurveda, Pb, Chandigarh, & Sh. Gulshan Rai, Senior Clerk O/o Director AYUSH, Patiala.
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Dheeraj Joshi who appeared on behalf  of the PIO , O/o DRME, Pb states that all the record pertaining to Complainant stands transferred to Director Ayush, Patiala. He has also requested for supply of a copy of the complaint.  Copy of the complaint is handed over to the representative of the PIO, O/o DRME as requested by him. He is directed to show all the documents i.e. Government orders for transfer of record and charge papers regarding handing over record to Director AYUSH, Patiala on the next date of hearing. PIO O/o DRME is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 17.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
CC:-
Director Medical, Education & Research, Punjab,


Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parveen Kumar Singla,

Bhagwant Rai, Pachvati Nagar,

St No. 1/A, Bathinda.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Transport Officer,

Muktsar.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 1449 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Parveen Kumar , the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, DTO-cum-PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the information as available in the record has already been supplied to the Complainant as per his application. For seeking any additional information, Complainant may file a separate application. The Audit Reports required by him cannot be given as these were not demanded by him in his original application. As regards, item no. 4 of his application in which copy of clearance certificate obtained by Lahore Sargodha Co., Malout to transfer the mileage and buses to other person, is sought, PIO has sent letter no. 2072 dated 18.12.2008, to State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to provide this information to the Complainant as the same relates to their office. PIO O/o State Transport Commission is directed to provide this information to the Complainant within two weeks with a copy to the Commission. For information regarding Audit Reports, Complainant is advised to file a fresh application as this 
Contd… P-2
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was not demanded by him in his original application. As all the information relates to the office of DTO, Muktsar, stands supplied. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th  January, 2009
CC:
State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Jeevan Deep Building, 


Sector 17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashutosh,

H.No.3179, Sec-38-D,

Chandigarh.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President, 

S.D College, Barnala.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 1534 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Munish Geol, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the information as demanded by the Complainant stands supplied to him.  Respondent further states that the information asked for by the Complainant was not clear and after seeking clarification  from the Complainant  information was supplied to him and the delay in supplying the information was due   to the non cooperation on the part of Complainant 
3.       Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurnam Singh Saini,

SUptd, Grade-2,

Agriculture-3, Branch,

7th Floor Mini Sectt, Pb,

F.C.S. Sect, Pb, Chandigarh.

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue Pb, Chandigarh..

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 307 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Jagat Singh, Sr.Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Appellant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of orders be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
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, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Atul Nathalia, Advocate on behalf of the Counsel for the 



    Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 In today’s hearing neither the Respondent nor his Counsel is present.  Sh. Atul Nathalia appearing on behalf of Counsel for the Respondent states that due to death of his close relative, Counsel for the Respondent had to go to Hissar and has requested for adjournment of the case to another date.
3.
Complainant states that as directed during the last hearing, deficiencies  have been pointed out to the Respondent vide his letter dated 31.12.08 and 02.01.09 , no reply has been received from the Respondent in response to the deficiencies pointed out.

4.
Complainant further states that as directed during the earlier hearing, compensation has not been paid to him. After the award of compensation he has further attended two hearings, thus Rs. 6000/- is due to him on account of compensation awarded to him.  He also prays that as the Respondent has failed to pay the compensation he should be paid enhanced compensation at the rate 
Contd…P-2
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of Rs. 1000/- per hearing in future as the Respondent is not deliberately supplying the information.
5.
I have observed that Municipal Council, Sirhind is not taking the RTI Act seriously.  Executive Officer(E.O), Municipal Council, Sirhind was directed to personally appear on the last hearing but the Respondent’s Counsel  had submitted that E.O. is engaged in an official work with the Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government , Punjab and is therefore unable to attend the Commission’s hearing.

6.
Respondent was directed on the last hearing to promptly give reply to the deficiencies but no reply has been given to the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant.

7.
On the last hearing Respondent was directed to pay the compensation amount and was warned that in case of failure, Commission will consider enhancing the compensation. In spite of the fact that warning was issued still direction of the Commission was not compiled with.
8.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to ensure to make the payment of the compensation amounting to Rs. 5000/- as awarded earlier and also another Rs. 1000/- for another two hearings after the award of compensation. Respondent is further warned that in case this payment of compensation is not made before the next date of hearing the Commission will be completed to enhance the compensation to Rs. 1000/- per hearing as requested by the Complainant. Respondent is also directed to give the reply to the deficiencies pointed out  by the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.

9.
Copy of the orders be also sent to Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government (Pb.) to take action against, Municipal Council, Sirhind for non-compliance of Commissions orders.

10.
Adjourned to 19.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
CC: Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government (Pb.), 603/6, Mini Sectt. Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o Ms Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majith Mandi, Amritsar-143006.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 2287 of 2008

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



(ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.

2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 16th January, 2009
