STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1717 of 2013 

Sh. Hariom Parkash,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-14001.





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 






   ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Harjeet Singh, Building Inspector (94272-26451) office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, Ludhiana.
ORDER

1. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 28930, dated 26.12.2013 indicating that he has not been able to inspect the record. He has further mentioned that he shall be unable to attend today’s hearing and has sought an adjournment.
2.  The respondent states that the complainant was written vide letter no. 2218/ATP/D/RTI dated 24.12.2013 for inspection of record which in the custody of Sh. Madanjeet Singh, Junior Draftsman whose mobile number is 98551-27175.
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1027 of 2013
Sh. Harish Kumar 

R/o RZ-213-L/17, Tughlakabad Extension,

Near Tara Apartments, New Delhi-110019

……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagroan.
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
Sh. Harish Kumar appellant in person.

For the respondent: Ms. Apneet Riyat, IAS-cum-PIO, SDM Jagraon.
ORDER  

1. The appellant seeks an adjournment to go through the reply submitted by the respondent. 

2. The respondent files reply to the written submission made by the appellant which is taken on record. Copy thereof has been given to the appellant. Besides, she further refers to decision dated 27.04.2012 of Central Information Commission in CIC/AD/C/2012/000354.    
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-   

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1045 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)

PIN-125001






……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation Zone -D, 

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Harjeet Singh, Building Inspector (94272-26451) office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, Ludhiana.

ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 245 dated 03.01.2014 stating therein that he has yet not received the information. He has further mentioned that penal action against the PIO be initiated and the compensation be awarded to the appellant.
2.
The respondent files endorsement of the written submission dated 13.12.2013, addressed to the appellant, which is taken on record. It indicates that the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker vide letter dated 03.06.2013. 

Cont…p2

Appeal Case No. 1045 of 2013
3.
The PIO is hereby directed to send the requisite information again by registered post within 15 days from today. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
        








Sd/-  
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1956 of 2013
Date of decision 03.01.2014

Master Ujagar Singh,

R/o Street No.1 Maan Colony Near Baba Mukand Singh,

Sen. Sec. School, Village Daba, Ludhiana-141014.  

     …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development Panchayat Officer(BDPO),

Mehal Kalan, District- Barnala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Development Officer(DDPO),

Barnala.






          ………Respondents

Present: 
Master Ujagar Singh appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Singh, BDPO, Mehal Kalan and Sh. Tona Singh, Panchayat Secretary (89681-56800).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 12.02.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 8 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 06.03.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 05.09.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 14.10.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that the requisite information has been provided to him and he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent.
4.
The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant to his satisfaction and now no more information is pending with the PIO.
Cont……p2

 Appeal Case No. 1956 of 2013

5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant to his satisfaction. Now no action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2164 & 2165 of 2013 

Date of decision 03.01.2014

Sh. Major Singh S/o Sh. Narian Singh,

Village Banwala P.O. Dutal,

Tehsil Patran, Patiala.





        

 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO)
Patran, District-Patiala. 

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer (DDPO)
Patiala.




 

          

..Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Bikkar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Banwala Block Patran. 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 20.06.2013 in Appeal Case No. 2164 and dated 14.06.2013 in Appeal Case No. 2165 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 and 2 points mentioned respectively in his RTI applications. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 22.07.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 03.10.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.12.2013 in the Commission.
Cont…….p2

APPEAL CASE NO. 2164 & 2165 of 2013 

4.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.  

5.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the requisite information has been provided on 01.01.2014, under receipt, to the appellant after depositing the assessed fee of Rs. 470/- for the purpose by the latter. In the end, he states that since the requisite information has been provided the appeals may be disposed of.

6.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant   on 01.01.2014. No further action is required in both the appeal cases which are hereby closed and disposed of.
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be placed on each file of Appeal Case No. 264 & 265 of 2013 and also sent to the parties.

Sd/-   

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2506 of 2012 
Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Gurminder Singh

R/o Near Bus Stand, Bhairupa,

Distt. Bathinda-151106.






…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO office of District Transport officer Bathinda.(98554-01140)
ORDER

1. The matter to come up for order on 03.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh          

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3180 of 2013
Date of decision 03.01.2014 

Sh. Surinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Santokh Singh, 

R/o # E-13/1381, Near Jagtar Singh Deepuwala Cheharta, 

Village Kala, Ghanupur Baba Farid Nagar, 

Amritsar, Punjab Pin no. 143105.


    ………………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, Punjab Mandi Board,

Bath Road, Opposite Gas Agency,

Tarn Taran.


 


     ……………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None present.
ORDER  
1. The RTI application is dated 01.08.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information on 9 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 30.08.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 15.10.2013 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from her about the reason of absence.

4.  The respondent is also not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received in the Commission diary no.163 dated 02.01.2014 from the respondent indicating that the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker on 02.01.2014 under receipt.
Cont…….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3180 of 2013 

5.  After going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent PIO to the complainant. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
         
Sd/-  
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATEINFORMATIONCOMMISSION,PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3234 of 2013

Date of decision 03.01.2014
Karamjit Kaur, D/o Sh. Harjit Singh, 

R/o # 4, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Backman Biscuit Factory,

Patiala-147001 (Punjab).

                                ……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Government College For Women

Patiala- 147001.

                  ……………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None present.
ORDER  
1. The RTI application is dated 22.07.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information on 5 points mentioned in her RTI application. On not getting the information she filed complaint in the Commission on 02.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 15.10.2013 in the Commission.

3.   The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from her about the reason of absence.

4.  The respondent is also not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from the Principal-cum-PIO office of Govt. College of Girls, Patiala indicating that the requisite information has been provided to  the information seeker who has tendered in writing that she is satisfied with the information provided to her on 25.11.2013. 
Cont…….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3234 of 2013

5. After going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent PIO to the complainant to the satisfaction of the latter. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
    

Sd/-  

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3288 of 2013
Date of decision 03.01.2014 

Miss Sonika,

D/o Sh. Hem Raj, 

R/o 487 Gali No. 24 , 

New Awadhi Near Baba Balak Nath Mandir 

Basti Tanka Wali,

Ferozepur Cantt. – 152001.                                    ………………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Umang Red Cross College of Special Education (M.R.)

Faridkot.



                                    ……………..………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Hem Raj on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Subhash Chander, Joint Secretary office of the respondent PIO. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 10.07.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information on 4 points mentioned in her RTI application. On not getting the information she filed complaint in the Commission on 06.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.10.2013 in the Commission.

3.   On the behalf of the complainant Sh. Hem Raj is present in the Commission and states that the complete information has not been provided by the respondent PIO.
4.   The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant and endorsement thereof has been sent to the Commission bearing no. 760 dated 11.12.2013 by registered post. 
Cont…….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3288 of 2013

5.    After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that some information has been provided to the information seeker. If information seeker feels aggrieved that there is deficiency in the information provided to him he may file appeal with the first appellate authority. In view of foregoing the instant complaint is closed and disposed of.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 03.01.2014


               
        State Information Commissioner

