STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,
104 (Prem Kunj), New

Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rohit Umat, A0dvocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.

2.
It has been observed that the Respondent is deliberately avoiding to give the information. During the last hearing he was asked to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him but in today’s  hearing Mr. Rohit Umat, Advocate  appeared on behalf of the PIO and states that  since PIO is on leave, the required affidavit could not be filed and has asked for another date. PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith affidavit showing cause why action should not be taken against him and also compensation be not paid to the Complainant due to the harassment suffered by him on account of non supply of information. Respondent is also directed to bring the complete record pertaining to all the cellular towers installed at Patiala and the register containing information regarding all the NOCs issued by M.C., Patiala. In case no NOC has not been issued by the M.C. Patiala, Respondent 
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should file an affidavit stating that no NOC have been issued for the installation of cellular towers in Patiala.
2.
Adjourned to 11.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
# 142, Sec-29, CHD Road,
Ludhiana.

      …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2380 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the complainant


(ii) Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer, Smt. Madhu.P.Singh, Advocate 


     and Sh. Harvinder Singh, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that the balance information has still not been provided to him. Smt. Madhu. P.Singh, Advocate appearing on behalf of Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer states that since Sh. Rajesh Kumar has been transferred to Bathinda, one more chance be given so that the PIO can look at the record to give the proper reply for the information asked for.

3.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gian Deep Singh,
S/o Sh. KUldeep Singh,

# 10, V.P.O.Lalru,

Tehsil.Dera Bassi, Distt-Mohali.

       …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007

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


(ii) Sh. Bajidner Pal . Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.

2.
During the last hearing, Respondent was asked to supply the information on the four points which are as under:-
i)
Residential certificate of Smt. Sapna Rani, D/o Sh. Gurmail Singh.

ii) 
Original form of Vandhana Arora.

iii)
Punjabi certificate of Smt. Neeru Bala.

iv)       Clarification regarding the selection of Smt. Uma Devi & Smt. Harsupreme 

Kaur as candidate from Chandigarh.

3.
Complainant states that for point no. 1, as per advertisement for this post, it was clearly written in the advertisement  that appointment letter will be issued only after proof of residence from BDPO ( In case of villages) and from E.O. (In case of cities) is submitted. However, clear cut reply has not been given by the Respondent that the residential certificate as mentioned in the advertisement is available in the record or not. For point no. 2 regarding original form of Vandhana Arora, the reply has been given by the Respondent that the form is not traceable. 
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For point no. 4 clarification regarding selection of Smt. Uma Devi & Smt. Harsupreme Kaur as candidates from Chandigarh was asked, but no correct reply has been given. It has not been clearly submitted how Smt. Uma Devi & Smt. Harsupreme Kaur were considered in Patiala district by mentioning resident of Mohali in their forms. The Complainant demands that action be taken against the erring officials and also enquiry be held or FIR lodged against officials who have misplaced the record.  The selection of Smt. Vadhana Devi and Smt Harsupreme Kaur, residents of Chandigarh and selected for Patiala district as per the record showed their residence as Mohali. This clarification be also given whether residents of Mohali can be selected against the post of Patiala district as per the advertisement. Respondent is directed to clearly submit the reply. For point number 1. It will be clearly stated how candidate was considered for selection in the absence of residential certificate which was required for selection to be issued by the BDPO/E.O.
4.
 As mentioned by the Respondent that original form of Smt. Vandhana Arora is not traceable, action taken against the erring official by holding an enquiry or by lodging an FIR and the result thereof should be reported to the Commission on the next date of hearing.

Regarding selection of Smt. Vandhana Arora and Smt. Harsupreme Kaur shown selected from Patiala district as resident of Chandigarh but as per information supplied it was mentioned that their address is of Mohali.  This information should be submitted in response to the item no.7 of the application for information.
5.
In the earlier order, show cause notice was also issued to the PIO and he was asked to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. However, in the orders dated 11.04.08 it has been inadvertently mentioned that affidavit has been filed.  Respondent is directed to file affidavit in response to the show cause notice already issued. It has been observed that the PIO is not deliberately giving the information and has also failed to attend the hearing in the Commission. He 
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has been sending a junior level clerk to attend the proceedings without any authorization, who is also not aware of the facts of the case. During the last hearing three months time was given to the Respondent to submit the reply but after three months neither the PIO  attended the hearing himself nor submitted the required information correctly . PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing along with affidavit showing cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act and also why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him on account of non supply of information
6.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagan Nath,
S/o Sh. Ralla Ram,

# 274, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 43 of 2008 

(In CC No. 1298 of 2007)

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, on behalf of  the Complainant
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Sh. Jagan Nath, Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him  in CC-1298/2007, and has requested that MC, Khanna may be  directed to supply the information as requested by him in CC-1298/2007. PIO, MC, Khanna is directed  to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete record  as per application for information.

3.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,
S/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

# 273, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna, Tehsil-Khanna,

Distt-Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 42 of 2008 
(In CC No. 1297 of 2007)
Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, the Complainant
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him  in CC-1297/2007, and has requested that MC, Khanna may be  directed to supply the information as requested by him in CC-1297/2007. PIO, MC, Khanna is directed  to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete record  as per application for information.
3.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,
138-Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.

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

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

  MR No. 44 of 2008 

   In

 AC No.  34 of 2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant
ORDER


Sh. Rajinder Singh was asked to appear before the Commission, either personally or through an authorized representative who should be well conversant with the facts of the case. Neither Sh. Rajinder Singh nor his authorized representative attended the today’s hearing. He was also not present while deciding AC-34/2008. It appears that the Appellant is deliberately not attending the Commission. The reply submitted by the Respondent which Sh. Rajinder Singh claimed not to have been received the copy of the same be sent to Sh. Rajinder Singh along with the orders.. The case is disposed of. 
2.
Copy of  the order be sent to the Appellant only.




   Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,
138, Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.

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

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

                 MR No. 46 of 2008 

                             In

                 AC No.33 of 2008
Present:
 None is present on behalf of the Appellant

ORDER


Sh. Rajinder Singh was asked to appear before the Commission, either personally or through an authorized representative who should be well conversant with the facts of the case. Neither Sh. Rajinder Singh nor his authorized representative attended the today’s hearing. He was also not present while deciding AC-33/2008. It appears that the Appellant is deliberately not attending the Commission The reply submitted by the Respondent which Sh. Rajinder Singh claimed not to have been received the copy of the same be sent to Sh. Rajinder Singh along with the orders.. The case is disposed of. 
2.
Copy of  the order be sent to the Appellant only.




    Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amritpal Singh,

263/13, Gali No-8,

Hussian pura, Distt-Amritsar.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

                CC No. 716 of 2008
Present: 
(i)
Sh. Amritpal Singh, the Complainant.


(ii)
Sh. Parduman Singh, XEN-cum- APIO on behalf of the 


           Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

2.
Sh. Parduman Singh, XEN-cum- APIO states that, as directed by the Commission, repeated efforts have been made to locate the requisite record but the record is still not traceable.  Due to the serious lapse on the part of Smt. Manjit Bedi, concerned diary clerk, a show cause notice bearing no.XEN-3/191 dated 11.08.2008, has been issued and served upon her. Respondent is directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of record against the delinquent official and action taken be intimated to the Commission on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 10.10.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   




Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. J.S.Sandhu, Gen.Secy,

C- 2170, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent             
                 AC No. 437 of 2007
Present : None
ORDER


Respondent has sent a fax message that information is very ticklish and tedious, and requires some more time to collect the information.  He has also discussed with the Complainant.   

2.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   




Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

Vill- Sahora Kandi,

PO-Siperian, Tehsil-Mukerian,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Sahora Kandi.

……………………………..Respondent

                 CC No. 706 of 2008
Present:
None
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties to appear and present their case.

2.
Adjourned to 25.09.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties




Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar (W),

P.O.Khalsa College, Putlighar,

Amritsar (Pb).

       …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DTO,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1655 of 2007

Alongwith
CC No. 1656 of 2007

CC No. 1678 of 2007 

CC No. 1677 of 2007

CC No.1700 of 2007

CC No. 1789 of 2007

CC No. 1791 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER


Respondent has sent a telephonic message that due to death of his relative, it is not possible to attend the today’s hearing and has requested for some other date. During the last hearing, PIO Sh. Vimal Sethia, DTO, Amritsar was directed to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in supplying the information and also show cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. PIO is directed to ensure that a written affidavit is filed before the next date of hearing in response

to the show cause notice already issued to him, failing which it will be presumed that Sh. Vimal Sethia is deliberately avoiding the reply to the show cause notice.
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2.
Adjourned to 26.09.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st  August, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vivek Markanda,

Bureau Chief,

Jagbani (Palka Bazar)

Sub Office, Nawanshehar.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nawanshehar.

……………………..Respondent

MR 45/2008 
In

CC No. 2102 of 2007

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



(ii) Sh. Santok Lal, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


`
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Complainant on personal level. Copy of the receipt has been taken on record. Complainant is absent, it is presumed that he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21ST August, 2008

