STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harjinder Singh






......Appellant






Vs.
PIO/Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana





.....Respondent

AC No: 99  of 2007:

Present:
None for the appellant.


None for the Respondent-Deptt.

Order:

This case came up for consideration before the Court today. It was observed that the copy of the original application under Form-A (or simple application) along with proof of fee has not been found with the Appeal.  These documents not being available, the matter cannot be pursued by the Commission to be within its jurisdiction, since the complaint lies only with respect to cases under the Right to Information Act. However, since the notice for hearing has been dispatched on March 26, 2007, it may not have reached the parties well in time.


Let fresh notices be issued for May 03, 2007. 



Sd:






Sd:


  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Lalit Goyal






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/ Distt,Transport Officer, Sangrur



.....Respondent

CC No. 802  of 2007:

Present: None for the complainant.

Shri Kesar Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO.

Order:

In terms of the order of the Commission of March 20, 2007 compliance Report has been filed by the Distt. Transport Controller, Sangrur through his representative Shri Kesar Pal Singh, Junior Assistant and he states that the information has been sent to the complainant through Regd. Post, and he has supplied a photo-copy of the receipt of the Regd. letter addressed to the complainant (which has been received by fax today). The complainant had also been given due notice of the hearing today on 26/29-3-2007, but he has not appeared. Therefore, it is presumed that he has received the required information. As such the case is disposed of.




SD;






SD:


  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pritam Kaur






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/ Secretary, Higher Education & Language Deptt Pb.
.....Respondent

CC No. 908 -of 2007:
Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the P.I.O.Respdt-Deptt.
Order:

Shri Pritam Kaur, vide her complaint dated December 18, 2006 made to the Chief Information Commissioner submitted that her application dated November 3, 2006 made to the PIO/Secretary (Sh. Narjinderjit Singh I.A.S), Higher Education Punjab, Mini-secretariat,  Punjab, Chandigarh, has not been attended to.                           Shmt. Pritam Kaur is a Retd. Research Officer of the Language Department.                           Her complaint was referred to the P.I.O. by the Commission on December 29, 2006 for response within 15 days for consideration of the Commission, but no response has been received, even to-date. Thereafter, the case was entrusted to this Bench and the date of hearing was fixed for April 3, 2007 (today).
2. Today, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant (in case, she had asked for information to be supplied to her by Regd. Post.) or on behalf of the P.I.O. Therefore, it is seen that the said P.I.O. has admitted the contentions of Pritam Kaur that her rights under the R.T.I. Act have been disregarded. Even the notice given by the Commission has gone unanswered and the absence of the P.I.O. or his representative today has also been noted by the Commission with disapproval.

3. It is hereby directed that the concerned information should be supplied without fail to the Commission/Complainant, through the Commission, on the next date of hearing, i.e. May 16, 2007. In case, the information has already been supplied to her before that date, proof of due receipt from the complainant and copy of the information supplied may be filed for record of the Court also. In that case,                      in case she does not appear, it will be presumed that she has received the information.
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4. The P.I.O. may also show-cause why action as envisaged under Section 20 (1) of the Act, should not be initiated against him for non-supply of the information within the stipulated period and non-response to the notices of the Commission. He is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1), Proviso, thereof for personal hearing in case he so desires. In case, no reply is received and he is also not present personally, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission will then proceed to make orders under Section 20(1) of the Act, in his absence. Adjourned to May 16, 2007.
        


 SD:







SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
opk
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/Dy.Secy. Pb.School Education Board, Mohali


.....Respondent

CC No.  013- of 2007:

Present:
None for the Complainant.


None for the Respondent-Deptt.
Order:

Shri Tarlochan Singh had filed his application on November 16, 2006 along with the Demand Draft to the Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali asking for relevant rules.  On not receiving the reply within the stipulated period, he filed a complaint to the Commission on December 19, 2007. The reply has since been received by him on February 12, 2007 to the original request. Letter of the Advocate is also attached stating that since he has received the information required by him, he is withdrawing his complaint.


The request is allowed and the complaint is disposed of as withdrawn.



SD:  






SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Seema Rani






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/D.C. Fatehgarh Sahib






.....Respondent

AC No.73-  of 2007:

Present:
None for the appellant.


None for the PIO/ Respdt-Deptt.

It was observed that the notices for hearing have been issued only on March 28/29, 2007 for today, whereas there were two holidays in-between,                                         so the parties may not have received the notices and may not have sufficient time to attend the Court today. 


Let fresh notices issue to the parties well in advance.

Adjourned to April 25, 2007.



Sd







Sd:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.

Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Seema Rani






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/State Women Commission, Chd.



.....Respondent

AC No.81-  of 2007:

Present:
None for the Appellant.


None for the PIO/Respdt-Deptt.

Order:

It was observed that the notices for hearing have been issued only on March 28/29, 2007 for today, whereas there were two holidays in-between,                                         so the parties may not have received the notices and may not have sufficient time to attend the Court today. 


Let fresh notices issue to the parties well in advance.

Adjourned to April 25, 2007.



Sd:






Sd:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Raminder Kaur






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/Distt. Dev. & Panchayats officer, Mohali



.....Respondent

CC No. 578- of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO/Respdt-Deptt.
Order:

It was observed that the notices for hearing have been issued only on March 28/29, 2007 for today, whereas there were two holidays in-between,                                         so the parties may not have received the notices and may not have sufficient time to attend the Court today. 


Let fresh notices issue to the parties well in advance.

Adjourned April 17, 2007.




SD:  






SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pritam Kaur






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/Secy. Higher Education, Pb




.....Respondent

CC No.  907-of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO/Respdt-Deptt.
Order:

It was observed that the notices for hearing have been issued only on March 28/29, 2007 for today, whereas there were two holidays in-between,                                         so the parties may not have received the notices and may not have sufficient time to attend the Court today. 


Let fresh notices issue to the parties well in advance.

Adjourned to May 16, 2007.




SD:






SD:


  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Satnam Singh






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/Principal Secy. Medical Education & Research, Pb


.....Respondent

CC No. 007 of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO/Respdt-Deptt.
Order:

Dr. Satnam Singh, vide his letter dated December 01, 2006 addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh stated that his application dated November 04, 2006 addressed to the Principal Secretary, Deptt. of  Medical Education & Research, for information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 with due payment of fee had not been attended to and instead an interim report was sent to him  with the Project Report on the first National Institute of Public Health,  coming up in Mohali was still awaited from the Public Health Foundation of India, New Delhi. His I. P. for Rs. 10/- was returned. Thus, in spite of the fact that in a Newspaper report of October 14, 2006, it had been clearly mentioned that the Principal Secretary to the N.E.R. Sh.  J.R. Kundal said that after land allotment, the Project Report will go before the Punjab Council of Ministers for final approval. The said complaint was forwarded to the P.I.O. on January 02, 2007 for reply within 15 days. Vide his letter dated January 17, 2007, the Superintendent informed Dr. Satnam Singh with reference to his application that a copy of the Project Report received from Professor Sri Nath, President Public Health Foundation of India was enclosed as desired. He was also requested to deposit the requisite fee. In the endorsement to the Commission, it had been stated that the copy of the Project Report had been supplied to the complainant. There is also a suggestion, “Suggested that the complainant should have approached the next higher authority/appellate authority, 
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i.e. Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, under R.T.I. Act. The date of hearing was fixed for today. None has appeared. It is presumed that the copy of the report has been received by the complainant and that his request made in his application has been fulfilled.

The matter is disposed of.


  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April, 03, 2007.
Opk’




SD:







SD:

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bharat Bhushan Goyal




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/PUDA, Ludhiana.





.....Respondent

CC No 916-  of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO/Respdt-Deptt.
Order:

On the letter dated December 05, 2006, 39 demands have been listed on various aspects of PUDA activities. He filed letter dated December 29, 2007 in the Commission on January 23, 2007. he received reply from PIO/PUDA, Mohali, in which queries to questions 7,19,24,35 and 39 have been replied.

2.
Another letter was sent from the Estate Officer-cum-Public Information Officer, PUDA, Ludhiana, answering some more queries of the applicant, but none of these satisfied the applicant because he filed another letter to the Commission on February 5, 2007 stating that he is not satisfied by the letter sent by PIO/ PUDA Ludhiana, and further that the Commission should write to them to furnish full information. He has also mentioned that a period of three months has elapsed since he has filed the application on November 27, 2006. Therefore, it is directed to the concerned office Punjab Urban Development Authority (now GMADA), Mohali, to furnish the required  information within one month, otherwise the Commission will be constrained to initiate proceedings against P.I.O. concerned under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.



Adjourned to May 30, 2007.



SD:






SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 

State Information Commissioner
April 03, 2007.
Opk’

