STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Piara Lal Bhatia,
# 80, Ward No.8,

Krishna Colony, Dasuya,

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

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat Pb, 
Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 659 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Piara Lal Bhatia, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the entire information has been supplied to the 
Complainant vide letter No.16286 dated 19.05.2008. Complainant, however, submits that action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information within the stipulated period and that he should also be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him on account of the delayed supply of information. 
3.
 In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him.
4.
Adjourned to 28.08.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Kashmira Singh,
#328 CX, Model Town,

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

O/o Principal Secy.to Govt.
Pb, Local Govt., Sector-17/C,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2282 of 2007

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


(ii) Sh. A.S.Kahlon, Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent has filed an affidavit in respect of the direction of the Commission during the last hearing. He further states that information has been delivered to the wife of the Complainant on 16.04.2008. Respondent has been asked to produce the proof of the delivery of information. Fresh copy of the information is supplied to the Complainant in the Commission, today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing. 


3.
Adjourned to 28.08.08 (2.00 PM ) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th  May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. G.S.Sikka,
R/o 43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, 

S.D. College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Distt-Kapurthala
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2361 of 2007





Alongwith




       CC No. 2081 of 2007


Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Sikka, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocated on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER



Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Respondent and has filed an affidavit as directed by the Commission.
2.

Judgment is reserved. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Tejwant Singh,
S/o S. Amar Singh, 

VPO-Bhasaur, Tehsil-Dhuri,

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

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer (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 no information has been provided to him as ordered by the commission during the last hearing. PIO O/o BDPO, Sangrur was directed to file an affidavit showing cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not supplying the information and why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him as result of non supply of the information. In spite of the orders of the Commission neither the PIO nor any representative of the PIO appeared nor has the PIO filed the affidavit as directed by the Commission during the last hearing. One more opportunity is given to the PIO to submit an affidavit to the Commission within 15 days from the receipt of this order. He is also directed to provide the information to the Complainant within 15 days.

3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the 
Contd….P-2
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complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him and why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant. 
5.
Adjourned to 28.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Surindarjit Singh Jaspal,
762, Phase 3-B1,

Mohali - 160 059
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (G.M.A.D.A),
Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 715 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Surindarjit Singh, the Complainant


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


Heard.
2.
As directed during the last hearing, Complainant has pointed out the deficiencies, in the information supplied to him vide his letter no.11423 dated 19.05.2008, to the PIO, G.M.A.D.A, Mohali. Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. It, therefore, appears that the Respondent is deliberately avoiding to attend the proceedings in this case.  
3.
 In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him.
4.
Adjourned to 28.08.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Pritam Kaur,
House No.57-B,

Partap Nagar, Patiala.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Language, Pb,
Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Bhagat Singh on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Research Assistant & Sh. Mohan Singh, Suptd, O/o Secretary Higher Education & Language Department Pb on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.

As directed by the Commission during the earlier hearings, Sh. Jaspal Singh, IAS Special Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh and Sh. Balbir Kaur, Director, Language Department Punjab-cum-PIO have filed affidavits regarding the non-receipt of the application dated 15.09.2005 in their office from the then Deputy, C.M.Rajinder Kaur Bhattal. He has also brought the receipt and dispatch register O/o the then Deputy, C.M., Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal which shows that there is no entry regarding the receipt of application dated 15.09.2005. Appellant was directed to go the through receipt and dispatch register brought by the Respondent and after going through the same, he did not find any entry relating to the receipt of the application dated 15.09.2005.

3.       Since, the receipt and dispatch register has been checked by the Appellant himself and also affidavits have been filed by the Special Secretary to 
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Government, Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh and Director, 
Language Department Pb, regarding the non receipt of the application dated 15.09.2005 of the Appellant, no further action needs to be taken in this case. Appellant also agrees that no further action is required. 

4.   The case is disposed of. Copies of the orders be sent to the both parties.                  


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

H.No.148 Noorpura Basti,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.

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

O/o Rural Development,

Panchayat Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 692 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, the Complainant in person


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


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has not been provided correct information against points no. 2, 3,4,5,6 & 7 of the application for information. Perusal of the record shows that while the information application was made to the Secretary, Rural Development Panchayat Pb, Chandigarh, the notice issued by the registry was addressed to the PIO, Rural development Panchayat Pb, Chandigarh. However, the notice was received by the PIO O/o Director, Rural Development, Chandigarh and the PIO vide his letter no. 8747 dated 07.03.2008, directed to the Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Sangrur to supply the information to the Complainant. Complainant has received the incomplete information from D.C.E.O-cum-PIO, Zila Parishad, Sangrur vide his letter no. 1068 dated 17.04.2008. Complainant has already pointed out the deficiencies. Sh. Gurdev Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Director, Rural Development states that this 
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information is to be supplied by the PIO of the Zila Parishad, Sangrur. Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Sangrur is, therefore, directed to provide the information to the Complainant in respect of points no. 2,3,4,5,6 & 7 within 15 days from the receipt of the order of the Commission. He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 28.08.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 30th May, 2008

CC:   Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Sangrur
