STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. L.S. Gupta,

B-X-550, Patel Nagar,

College Road, Barnala
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DEO (EE),

Sangrur

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 331 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. L.S. Gupta, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harvinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that entire information has been given to the Appellant.  Appellant states that the information supplied is irrelevant and is not as asked in his application for information. Respondent has provided some information to the Appellant in the Commission today. Appellant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
S/o Late Sh. Dalip Singh,

H.No. 240, Sector 43A,

Chandigarh

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

O/o Director Social Security &
Women & Child Development Pb.,

SCO : 128-129, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2356 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Shkuntla, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has sought information relating to enquiry conducted by Smt. Bhupinder Kaur, Deputy Director against Smt. Gurbaksh Kaur, Senior Assistant but even after the period of one year no enquiry has been conducted. He further states that he has filed a complaint on 12.07.2007 under RTI Act to provide him the information relating to his complaint
3.
Respondent states that reply to the application of the Complainant has already been given vide letter no.RTI/SS/07/662 dated 10.08.2007 that this enquiry was marked to Deputy Director Smt. Bhupinder Kaur. She is on leave and after her joining present position of the case will be intimated to the Complainant. However, after the completion of the enquiry, Complainant was also supplied requisite information vide letter no.RTI/SS/08 /1878 dated 18.11.2008, 
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and this information was sent to the Complainant on 19.11.2008, through office peon, who reported that Complainant refused to accept the same. The Respondent today again gave the copies of the enquiry report to the Complainant and he again refused to accept stating that no useful purpose will be served by this enquiry. Since, the information stands supplied, no further action is required.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the both parties.

Sd/-
           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 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- 146001.

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

O/o Distt. Sainik Welfare Office,
Moga

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2271 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Tarlok Singh, Welfare Employees, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information has already been supplied vide letter no. 952 dated 04.12.08. Complainant is absent. He is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing. 
4.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Anita Rani,
W/o Sh. Deepak Saini,

BXX-1729, St. No. 1,

New Prem Nagar,

Near Rose Garden, Ludhiana

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

O/o Guru Angad Dev Veterinary and
Animal Science University, Ludhiana

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2375 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. P.D. Mahajan, Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that entire information has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Vivek Singla,
R/o # 3269, Sector 21-D,

Chandigarh-1600021.

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

O/o Director Social Security
& Women & Child Development Pb.,

SCO : 128-29, Sector 34A, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.495 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Vivek Singla, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Shakuntla, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that he is satisfied with the reply of item no. 1 but for item 2 of his application correct information has not been supplied. PIO is directed to file an affidavit with regard to item no. 2 that the information supplied is as per record available in the office.
3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Brish Bhan,
S/o Sh. Sarup Chand,

H.No. 33, Kahangare Road,

Patran, Distt-Patiala.

         …………………………….Complianant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Panchayat/Block Samiti,
Patran, Distt-Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2318 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Brish Bhan , the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Karandeep Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

V.P.O Uppal, Tehsil & Distt-Ludhiana.

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

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2269 of 2008
Present:
(i)None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Inderpal Singh, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information demanded is third party and third party has given in writing that information relating to him should not be disclosed and accordingly Complainant has been informed that information can not be supplied to him being third party under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005. Complainant is absent.
3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
Note:-
After the hearing was over, Sh. Sital Singh, Complainant appeared and states that he is present since morning and he did not know when the case was heard as the peon did not inform him.  Complainant further states that he has asked for information relating to Sh. Baghwant Singh who is working as Steno. He has demanded his attendance register as Sh. Baghwant Singh has been doing private work during office hours and he wants to 
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know whether he has got his leave sanctioned during that period and also submits copies of documents i.e copy of the sale deed etc.   to prove his allegations and that information demanded is in public interest. Copies of the orders along with the documents submitted by the Complainant be sent to the Respondent to reply on the next date  of  hearing why it should not be disclosed?
Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R/o V. Jaimel Singh Wala,

P.O. Mour, Tehsil-Tapa,

Distt-Barnala.

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

O/o Pb State Ware Housing
Cooperation, SCO-74-75, Sec-17,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2261 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Biker Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Avinash Chander, Assitt. Storage and Technical Officer, and Sh. Harbajn Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

                                                                                           Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Subash Chander Anand,
S/o Sh. Roshan Lal Anand,

# 2372/X-9, Gali Jaswant KT,

Dullo, Amritsar.

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

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 471 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Subash Chander Anand, the Appellant


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


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that he has filed an application for information on 02.07.2008, but no information was supplied to him. He filed an application with Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar being the first Appellate Authority and the first Appellate Authority vide his order dated 26.08.2008, ordered that information sought for by the Appellant is not barred under the provision of the RTI Act 2005 and as such this appeal deserves to be accepted and accordingly remanded the case back to the PIO with the directions to provide the permissible information within the period of 20 days.
3.
Appellant states that incomplete information was supplied to him even after the orders of the first Appellate Authority.

4.
From the facts above, it appears that this is the case of mala-fide denial of information by the PIO. However, since it is the responsibility of the first Appellate 
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Authority to ensure that the orders passed by it are duly complied with  by the PIO., the Commission, therefore, has decided to remand the case back to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amrtisar, first Appellate Authority to ensure that its order under Section 19(i) of the RTI Act 2005 are duly complied with and the requested information furnished in terms of orders so passed.

5.
If the compliance is not ensured within the 30 days from the date of receipt of these order, the Appellant should approach the Commission for initiation of proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for imposition of penalty and /or recommending appropriate disciplinary action.

6.
This will be without prejudice to the right of first Appellate Authority to initiate other penal action under the service rules against the PIO for willful violation of lawful orders passed by a public servant while exercising statutory powers.  By these directions the appeal is disposed off.  
7.
Disposed of. Copies of the orders be sent to the both parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
-
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balwinder Singh Bhangy, Reportor,
Ward No-9, P.O Bhogpur,

Distt-Jalandhar.

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

O/o Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar
Mills Ltd, Bhogpur-144201,

Distt-Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2351 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Bhanu Partap, Advocate on behalf of Sh. Rahul Sharma, Advocate & on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Bhanu Partap, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Cooperative Societies does not come under the RTI Act and this matter is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High court. The Respondent is directed to file a written submission in this regard. Respondent also states that he has not been provided the copy of the application for information, the same is provided in the Commission today.  Complainant has sent a postal order to the Commission which should be returned to the Complainant as there is no fee for filing an appeal in the Commission.

3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jagjit Singh Pandher,
S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh Pandher,

R/o Azad Nagar Topa Mandi,

Tehsil-Topa, Distt-Barnala.

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

O/o Pb School Education Board,
SAS Nagar, Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2322 of 2008
Present:
(i)  Sh. Jagjit Singh Pandher, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has checked the information supplied and there are some deficiencies in it. Complainant is advised to pint out the deficiencies in writing to the Respondent.  Respondent has agreed to remove these deficiencies before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   
                                                                                          Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

H.No. 113/9, Krishan Basti,

Samana, Distt-Patiala.

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

O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,
Pb, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2368 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, the Complainant


(i) Sh. Daljit Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has been provided irrelevant information and the Respondent has also charged Rs.124/- from him. Respondent has delivered more information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 20.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhdeep Kaur Jassar,
D/o Sh. KUldeep Singh,

H.No.2, Ghuman Colony,

Bhupinder Road, Patiala

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

O/o Principal,
Mata Sahib Kaur, Khalsa,

Girls College of Education,

Dhamo Majra, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2353 of 2008
Present:
(i)  Sh. Inderdeep Singh , H/o Smt. Sukhdeep Kaur, on behalf of the 

     Complainant 


(ii)  Dr. Santokh Singh Parmar, Advocate on behalf of the 



     Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 22.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

                                                                                                Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISISON PUNJAB

S.C.O 32-33-34, SECTIOR 17-C

Sh. Om Parkash,

R/o 1609/2, Ram Gali,

Ahlluwalia,

Amritsar

…………………..Appellant

V/s

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Municipal Town Planner, Town Hall,

Amritsar

…………………..Respondent

AC No. 249/ 2008

ORDER


The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 27/11/2008.

2.
A perusal of the file in this case that the information relates to the property of one Vijay Kumar, who  has reportedly expired.  It has also been intimated, by the representative of the Respondent, that Vinod Kumar is the brother of Sh. Vijay Kumar deceased. Since, the information pertains to third party, a notice to third party is necessary before a decision is taken on the supply of information. In this case, I had directed notice to Vinod Kumar vide my order dated 22.10.08.  Pursuant to the notice, Vinod Kumar has sent his objections dated 21.11.08.  

3.
I am, however, of the view that in case of death of the person concerned, legal heirs of the deceased are entitled to notice.  Under the Hindu Succession Act 1956, the class-1 heirs are wife, sons and daughters.  In this view of the matter, notice to Vinod Kumar (brother) is not enough.  
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4.
I, therefore, call upon both the Appellant and the Respondent to disclose the names of wife, sons and daughters of deceased Vijay Kumar before further proceedings in this matter are taken.

5.
The case is ordered to be fixed for hearing on 29.01.09. Copies of this order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th December, 2008
