STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Som Chetan s/o Shri Deen Dayal

Krishna Gali No. 2, Ward No. 11,

Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur.                                               …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Dhariwal`

District Gurdaspur.                                                                …Respondent

CC No. 320    of 2012
Order

Present: 
1. Sh.Som Chetan complainant in person.

2. Sh. Baljit Singh Inspector  on behalf of respondent PIO- cum- Executive Officer, o/o Nagar Council, Dhariwal.

The complainant vide an RTI application dated 15.11.2011 addressed to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Dhariwal, Distt.Gurdaspur sought certain information relating to House meeting held on 07.07.2011. Executive Officer, Nagar Council. Dhariwal demanded a sum of Rs.1229/- from the complainant as additional fee / document charges, which was duly deposited by the complainant. Still failing to provide point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant within a period of thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 31.1.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Sh.Som Chetan complainant, who is present in person, states that though the entire information is available in Nagar Council’s record but he has still not been provided any information.

The case file has been perused. It is observed that a letter No.781 dated 07.05.2012 has been received from Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Dhariwal. On perusal of this letter, it is found that the reply given by the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Dhariwal is highly unsatisfactory. 
Sh. Manmohan Singh Randhawa, E.O.-cum-PIO, Nagar Council, Dhariwal , Distt. Gurdaspur is, therefore, directed to provide
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point-wise, complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant within a period of two weeks under registered cover. He is also directed to explain in writing as to why provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act 2005 should be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him. He shall be present on the next date of hearing.

To come up for hearing on 30.05.2012.







Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh s/o Shri Sham Singh

Vill. Kamma P.O. Isru, Tehsil Khanna,

District Ludhiana.    






…Complainant                                                                         

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Officer,

Ludhiana (west).
                                                                                    …Respondent

CC No. 323   of 2012
Order
Present: 
 Shri Jarnail Singh complainant in person.



 None on behalf of the respondent.



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 04.11.2011 addressed to the Distt. Food & Supplies Officer, Ludhiana sought certain information relating to availing the facility of Ration Card for Aata-Dal Scheme. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission’s office on 1.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



The District Food & Supplies Controller (West) Ludhiana is, therefore, directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost within a period of two weeks. An officer not below the rank of APIO shall be deputed on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the provided information.



To come up for hearing on 30.05.2012.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
A copy of the above order along with a copy of RTI application is sent to District Food & Supplies Controller (West) Ludhiana for compliance of above order.
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Singh s/o Shri Baldev Singh,

Vill. Jogi Majra, P.O. Maloud, 
Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana.           
    




…Complainant                                                                           

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(Elementary Education),

 Ludhiana.                                                                  

 …Respondent

CC No. 324   of 2012
Order
Present: 
Shri Harjinder Singh complainant in person.

Sh. Harminder Singh, Legal Assistant along with Sh.Pritam Singh, Distt. Co-ordinator, on behalf of respondent PIO.

The complainant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to the PIO-cum-DEO (E) Ludhiana sought an information on ten points relating to Sikhya Karmis posted in the Distt. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005,  he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 01.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. The complainant states that only partial and incomplete information has been provided. Therefore, PIO-cum-DEO (E) Ludhiana is directed to supply the point-wise compete, correct and duly attested information on all the ten points to the complainant within a period of two weeks.  He will be present on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the supplied information.

To come up for hearing on 30.05.2012.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Pawan Kumar Goyal, B.A. LL.B,

S.C.O. 9, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh-160022                                                          …Appellant   
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Food Supplies,

Punjab, Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

Director Food Supplies, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.       



…Respondents                                                                   

AC No. 213  of 2012
Order
Present: 
Sh.Charanjit Singh Supdt., along with Sh. Mandeep Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of respondents.


None is present on behalf of the appellant.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 08.10.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Director Food  Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh sought information on the following two points:-

1. Copy of Rice Milling Policy for the crop year 2008-09 and 2009-10;

2. Copy of letter No.R.P.I. ( 2094)/6384 dated 09.12.2009

Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed the first appeal with the FAA-cum-Director, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 30.11.2011 but to no avail. He filed a second appeal with the Commission, received in its office on 08.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. The respondent PIO states that complete information, as sought by him, have been sent to the appellant under registered post.
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After the hearing was over, the appellant appeared before the Commission and was given the photo copies of information which was given by the respondent to the Commission for its perusal/record.  Since the information stands provided, the case stands disposed of and closed.




 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh,

86, Central Town, Railway Road,

Kapurthala-144601        
                                                            …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supplies  & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Punjab, S.A.S.Nagar, 

Mohali.  

First Appellate Authority

District Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.                                                                ...Respondent

AC No. 215 of 2012

Order

Present: 
1. Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO Mohali;



None on behalf of the appellant.

The appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.12.2011 addressed to the  PIO-cum-DFSO Mohali sought an information i.e. photo copies of the documents enclosed by Smt. Swaranjit Kaur w/o Sh.Kamaljit Singh and Sh. Sawinder Singh, residing in H.No.1419/22, Phase II, Mohali while getting the Ration Card issued in their favour. Failing to get timely response, as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal with the DFSC, Mohali but to no avail. He, therefore,  filed a second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 09.12.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO Mohali appearing on behalf of respondent PIO states that the requisite information was sent to the appellant but the same has been received back undelivered. He is, 
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therefore, directed to send the complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant again under registered cover.



To come up for hearing on 29.05.2012.






Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector 14,

Hissar (Haryana).                                                                           …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary,

Department of Personnel, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,

Principal Secretary,

Department of Personnel, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh    




…Respondents                                                                    

AC No. 227 of 2012

Order

Present: 
Sh.Ramesh Kumar, Supdt., along with Sh. T.P.Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of respondent PIO.


None is present on behalf of the appellant.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 02.07.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Chief Secretary Punjab sought certain information on nine points for the period from 01.01.2008 onwards. On this RTI application of the appellant, the PIO-cum-Supdt., o/o Chief Secretary Punjab demanded an amount of Rs.35/- as additional fee/document charges from the appellant, which was duly deposited by him. The appellant also filed first appeal with the FAA-cum-Chief Secretary Punjab vide letter dated 26.08.2011 and thereafter,  filed  second appeal with the Commission under section 19 (3) of the RTI Act 2005 vide letter dated 19.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



The case file has been perused. Those present on behalf of respondent PIO have been heard. It is observed that the appellant has been provided the information vide letter dated 24.08.2011, letter dated 24.10.2011 and again vide letter dated 07.05.2012. The provided information has been discussed with the respondent. It is observed that the information, as was available on record,  have been provided to the appellant. The appellant is, therefore, directed to file his point-wise observations on the 
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deficiencies, if any, to the PIO and the First Appellate Authority within a period of seven days. On receipt of observations from the appellant, the respondent PIO shall provide the remaining information, if any, to the appellant within a period of another ten days.

 It has been observed that the appellant  usually does not appear before the Commission, as a result of which the provided information by the respondent PIO/First Appellate Authority cannot be discussed with him. The appellant is, therefore, directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that the provided information is correct in all respects and the case shall be disposed of without affording any further opportunity.


To come up for hearing on 30.05.2012.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

# 375/12, New Sant Nagar,

Basti Sheikh, Jalandhar.





     …Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Municipal Corporation 

Jalandhar.                                                                               …Respondent                             

AC No. 230 of 2012
Order
Present: 
Sh.Sham Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Sh.Gurcharan Singh, Executive Engineer on behalf of PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

The appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.11.2011 addressed to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar sought certain information relating to Microwave Towers installed in Mohalla Sant Nagar, Flex Health Club, Jalandhar. He also filed first appeal with the FAA, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 09.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

The case file has been perused and Sh. Gurcharan Singh appearing on behalf of respondent PIO and the FAA, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has been heard. It is observed that the requisite information was provided to the appellant vide letter dated 17.01.2012. He further states that detailed information has again been provided to the appellant on 07.05.2012 vide letter NJo.330/CE/SL dated 04.05.2012, with certain clarifications, which has been duly received and acknowledged by the appellant. 

Since requisite information stands supplied to the appellant, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinay Mohan,

# 1404, First Floor,

Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.            
                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Dera Bassi, 
District S.A.S. Nagar.  
F.A.A    Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Dera Bassi, 
District S.A.S. Nagar                                                                Respondents
AC No. 240    of 2012
Order
Present: 

Sh. Vinay Mohan, appellant in person.




None is present on behalf of the respondents.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.11.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-ADC, SAS Nagar, Mohali sought the following information:-

“ Kindly provide the information under the RTI Act 2005, regarding the number of electric connections that have been given to the occupants of residential project “Onyxe Paraiso’ under MC Zirakpur without the requisite clearances from competent authorities for the project”.



In response to this RTI application, the Deputy Commissioner’s office transferred it to the Executive Officer, M.C. Nagar Council, Zirakpur under section 6 (3) of RTI Act 200 vide letter No.1947 dated 08.12.2011. Failing to get any response  within thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005,  the appellant vide letter dated 10.12.2011 filed the first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Mohali for seeking the requisite information but of no avail. Therefore, he filed a second appeal with the State Information Commission Punjab received in its office on 09.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



The case file has been perused. It is observed that letter dated 02.05.2012 under the signatures of PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Derabassi  has been received in the Commission’s office wherein it has been mentioned that the said notice should have been sent to Municipal Council, Zirakpur instead of M.C.Derabassi.



In view of these facts, Executive Officer, M.C.Zirakpur is directed to supply the correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of ten days free of cost under registered cover.  Executive Officer, M.C.Zirakpur shall be present in person on the next date of hearing with copy of supplied information.



To come up for hearing on 29.05.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
A copy of this order be sent to:-

1. Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur with RTI application of appellant.
For necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Singh, 

V.P.O. Beas,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, 

District Amritsar.          
                                                       …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Rayya, 
District Amritsar.  

F.A.A District Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Amritsar                                                                              …Respondents

AC No. 164  of 2012
Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Manmohan Singh, BDPO, Rayya.


Vide application dated 01.10.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh sought certain information on nine points pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Beas, under the RTI Act, 2005.


When no response was received, the first appeal was filed by him on 15.11.2011 and ultimately, the instant Second Appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 31.01.2012 pleading that no information has so far been provided.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Manmohan Singh, BDPO, Rayya, appeared and submitted a written acknowledgment dated 09.05.2009 from the appellant to the effect that complete satisfactory information has been received by him. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh s/o Late Shri Sahib singh,

R/o 755/14, Opp. Northern Railway Workshop,

G.T.Road, 
Amritsar.          
                                                      
 …Appellant                  

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.  

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






        …Respondent                                                                        

AC No. 170   of 2012
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, Building Inspector 


Applicant, vide an RTI application dated 13.05.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on five points relating to the residential property situated in his neighbourhood in Amritsar.  Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 16.06.2011 and thereafter, the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, the appellant is not present.  However, a communication dated 04.05.2012 has been received from him seeking another date. 


Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, appearing on behalf of the respondent, has tendered written submissions contending that as the appellant is a non-resident, he is not eligible to seek information under the Act.  It is made clear that Sh. Gurbax Singh, despite his being currently a non-resident, has given his residential address of India by virtue of which he is very much eligible to seek information under the RTI Act, 2005.  Thus the contention of the respondent is clearly misconceived and hence not accepted.


Respondent, in its submission under reference has also stated that since the information pertained to third party, in terms of Section 11 of the Act, they had written to the person concerned who has requested them not to part with their personal information.   It has further been submitted by the respondent that the appellant was intimated of the position within the prescribed time limit. 


It is however, observed that the First Appellate Authority has not passed any speaking order on the first appeal preferred by the applicant-appellant.  In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.    The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the complainant and the Public Information Officer of his office, who are directed to appear before him on 06.06.2012.


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, is complete, relevant and correct. 

 
Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 13.05.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Gurbax Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


With the above noted observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.         






…Appellant                                                                                       

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.  

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Municipal  Corporation,

Amritsar.                                                                                 ….Respondents                  

AC No. 171 of 2012
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. P.C. Bali in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, Supdt.


Applicant, vide application dated 01.09.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on 8 points relating to Resolution No. 146 dated 17.01.1984, under the RTI Act, 2005.  Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 07.10.2011 and thereafter, the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Bali states that the information sought has not so far been provided to him.  


Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written submissions, dated nil, wherein it has been pleaded that the information sought is about 29 years old and the relevant file is not traceable at their end, despite thorough search.   However, it is stated that information on points no. 7 and 8 is enclosed.


The case file has been perused and the parties have been heard.   Upon due consideration of the matter, Sh. Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is  hereby directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of 10 days.  He is further directed to explain in writing, vide self-attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful delaying and denying the information and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant, in getting the information sought.
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Sh. Bali is advised to file his observations on the information, when received, with the respondent within seven days of its receipt; and the respondent shall remove the deficiencies / discrepancies pointed out by the appellant, within a period of 10 days.


Sh. Anurag Mahajan, PIO shall appear personally on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the supplied information, for its perusal and records.  


Adjourned to 06.06.2012.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.         






…Appellant                                                                                       

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.  

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Municipal  Corporation,

Amritsar.                                                                                    ….Respondents                  

AC No. 172 of 2012
Order
Present: 
Appellant Sh. P.C. Bali in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, Supdt.


Applicant, vide application dated 01.09.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information on 7 points relating to the land of Lions Club Amritsar Greater.  Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 07.10.2011 and thereafter, the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Bali states that the information sought has not so far been provided to him.  


Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written submissions, dated nil, wherein it has been pleaded that the information sought is about 28 years old and the relevant file is not traceable at their end, despite thorough search.   However, it is stated that the information in question does not exist in their office record and that that the original file is ready to be produced before the Commission for its perusal.


The case file has been perused and the parties have been heard.   Upon due consideration of the matter, Sh. Anurag Mahajan, XEN-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is  hereby directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of 10 days.  He is further directed to explain in writing, vide self-attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful delaying and denying the information and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant, in getting the information sought.
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Sh. Bali is advised to file his observations on the information, when received, with the respondent within seven days of its receipt; and the respondent shall remove the deficiencies / discrepancies pointed out by the appellant, within a period of 10 days.


Sh. Anurag Mahajan, PIO shall appear personally on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the supplied information, for its perusal and records.  


Adjourned to 06.06.2012.

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,









Premier Complex, Vill. Nichi Mangli,

P.O.Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana




…Complainant












Vs

The Public Information Officer,




 
o/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 3360 of 2011

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO.


In the earlier hearing dated 01.03.2012, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent and accordingly, he was granted another opportunity to provide complete satisfactory information to the complainant, after allowing him inspection of the records.


Today, Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO, Ludhiana appeared on behalf of the respondent and submitted a written acknowledgment dated 30.04.2012 from the complainant stating that complete satisfactory information has been received by him. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,









Premier Complex, Vill. Nichi Mangli,

P.O.Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana




…Complainant












Vs
The Public Information Officer,




 
o/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







…Respondent

CC No. 3361 of 2011

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: G.S. Sandhu, DTO, Ferozepur.


In the earlier hearing dated 01.03.2012, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent and accordingly, he was granted another opportunity to provide complete satisfactory information to the complainant, after allowing him inspection of the records.


Today, Sh. G.S. Sandhu, DTO, Ferozepur appeared and submitted that complete satisfactory information has already been provided to the complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh.  The complainant was not present today.  However, later a phone call was received from him informing the Commission that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction and that he had no objection if the case was disposed of. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Major (Retd) Hardip Singh

s/o Shri Balwant Singh,

VPO: Sarhali Kalan, Distt. Tarn Taran-143410.


 …Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Tarn Taran- 143401.





…Respondent 

CC – 40/2012

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Rajeshwar Singh, Inspector. 


In the earlier hearing dated 20.03.2012, respondent was directed to provide complete satisfactory information to the complainant within a period of three weeks.  Also, the PIO was directed to appear personally in today’s hearing.


Today, neither the complainant is present in person nor any of his representative has appeared.  However, a communication dated 02.05.2012 has been received from him intimating that no information has been provided to him so far. 


On the other hand, Sh. Rajeshwar Singh, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that complete information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post on 09.03.2012.  The original postal receipt has also been presented for perusal of the Commission. 


Complainant was not personally present in the earlier hearing.  Same is the case today.  However, one more opportunity is granted to him to appear personally on the next date fixed so that the information supplied by the respondent could be discussed.   He is further directed to file his observations on the information provided and point out the discrepancies / deficiencies in the same, if any, to the respondent within a week’s time.  Thereafter, the respondent shall remove the objections of the complainant within a fortnight and shall ensure that point-wise correct, attested information is sent to the complainant.


In the next hearing, PIO-cum-DFSC, Tarn Taran Sh. Manish Narula is directed to appear to be present in person.  He will also submit his reply in writing to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 20.03.2012.


Adjourned to 06.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri G.S. Gandhi,

# 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh.







...Complainant





                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn.,

Udyog Bhavan, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.






    …Respondent



CC No. 915 of 2011

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. G.S. Gandhi in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO, Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer; and Vijay Gupta, Sr. Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 03.04.2012, respondent was directed to make payment of the compensation amounting to Rs. 5,000/- awarded to the complainant vide order dated 18.01.2012 by the then SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh.   It was further directed that point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information be supplied to the complainant, within a period of three weeks.

Further, respondent PIO was also directed to furnish an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate / Notary Public on all the ten points of the original RTI application dated 02.10.2010 submitted by the complainant.   He was further required to reply to point no. 3(i)(ii) of show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 20th September, 2011.


It is observed that the demand draft for Rs. 5,000/- towards the compensation has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the Commission, today.


Though an affidavit from Sh. Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer has been tendered today, however, neither any reply to the show cause notice from the PIO has come forward nor he attended the hearing today, despite clear directions in this regard; therefore, affording one more opportunity, the PIO is directed to file the same by the next date of hearing, without fail, and attend 
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the Commission so that the supplied information is discussed with him, which the complainant terms not to be of  his satisfaction. 


Complainant is advised to file his observations in the information provided within a period of one week and the respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies / discrepancies so pointed out by the complainant, within the next one week of its receipt. 


Adjourned to 29.05.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri G.S.Gandhi,

# 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh.







...Complainant





                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn.,

Udyog Bhavan, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.






    …Respondent

CC No. 914 of 2011

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. G.S. Gandhi in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO, Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer; and Vijay Gupta, Sr. Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 03.04.2012, respondent was directed to make payment of the compensation amounting to Rs. 5,000/- awarded to the complainant vide order dated 18.01.2012 by the then SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh.   It was further directed that point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information be supplied to the complainant, within a period of three weeks.

Further, respondent PIO was also directed to furnish an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate / Notary Public on all the ten points of the original RTI application dated 02.10.2010 submitted by the complainant.   He was further required to reply to point no. 3(i)(ii) of show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 20th September, 2011.


It is observed that the demand draft for Rs. 5,000/- towards the compensation has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the Commission, today.


Though an affidavit from Sh. Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer has been tendered today, however, neither any reply to the show cause notice from the PIO has come forward nor he attended the hearing today, despite clear directions in this regard; therefore, affording one more opportunity, the PIO is directed to file  the same by the next date of hearing, without fail, and 
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the Commission so that the supplied information is discussed with him, which the complainant terms not  to be of his satisfaction. 


Complainant is advised to file his observations in the information provided within a period of one week and the respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies / discrepancies so pointed out by the complainant, within the next one week of its receipt. 


Adjourned to 29.05.2012.



`





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sujan Singh Inspector (Retd),






Chandigarh Police,

# 297-A, Adarsh Nagar, Naya Gaon,

Distt. SAS Nagar






…Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Executive Officer, N.A.C.,

SAS Nagar







…Respondent

CC No. 377 of 2012

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Sujan Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, AME.


In the earlier hearing dated 19.04.2012, it was recorded that complete information stood provided to the complainant who sought time to study the same.


Today, Sh. Sujan Singh, the complainant has given a statement in writing that he withdraws his complaint and does not want to pursue the same any longer. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
