STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Pardeep Chaudhary (9888200089)

H.No. J-6/1,Gobind Colony,

RajpuraTown,TehsilRajpura

District Patiala








Appellant                                                                                                                                                              

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Rajpura

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, 
Local Government Department,

Patiala









Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO.1439 of 2016
Present:   
Sh. Pardeep Chaudhary, the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Sushil Kumar, Draftsman (98038-01103)

ORDER
1. Sh. Sushil Kumar, draftsman is appearing on the behalf of the respondent states that the requisite information relates with point no. 1 of first RTI application dated 19.11.2015 was handed over during the hearing.

2. On this, the applicant expresses his dissatisfaction and states that Building Plan of property is not provided as mentioned in point no1. 
3. On hearing both the parties, it is found that the information of third party cannot be provided as per the RTI Act and rest of the requisite information of point 1 stands supplied.
4. The applicant also expresses his dissatisfaction on the statement on record in last order dated 06.09.2016 of Ms Puspa Rani, Senior Assistant that information was provided which relates to point no. 2 of first RTI application. Appellant stated that no information was provided with regard to point no. 2 of first RTI application therefore no question arises of appellant’s satisfaction.
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APPEAL CASE NO.1439 of 2016
5. The respondent PIO is directed to produce the evidence(s) with respect to letter no. 4841-72 dated 15.03.2016 signed by the Regional Deputy Director, Local Government Department, Patiala to justify that requisite information was provided to the appellant.
6. The Respondent PIO is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
7. Sh. Sushil Kumar, draftsman is appearing on the behalf of the respondent states that with regard to the second RTI application dated 17.11.2016, a similar case is filed in the Commission with Appeal Case no. 1437 therefore this case will be dealt with the hearing of the Appeal Case no. 1437 only. 
8. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.11.2016 at 11.30AM.
9. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order to be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                               (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016
at 11.30 AM

                State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S. Hundal Advocate

Chamber No.82

District Court,

Phase 3 B1, SAS Nagar-160059






Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga










Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO. 1386 of 2016
Present:   
Sh. H.S. Hundal



For the respondent: Sh. Jagsir Singh, Assist. Accountant (9463921709)
ORDER
1. Sh. H.S. Hundal is present for today’s hearing.

2. Sh. Paramjeet Singh, the concerned respondent cannot attend today’s hearing due some personal reasons.
3. Sh. Jagsir Singh is appearing on the behalf of the respondent requested for an adjournment. 
4. On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned for 03.11.2016 at 11:30AM.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order to be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016 at 11.30 AM
                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal Advocate

Chamber No.82

District Court,

Phase 3 B1,SAS Nagar-160059






Appellant                                                                                                                                                           

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga










Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO. 1388 of 2016
Date of Institution:12.04.2016

Date of Decision: 12.10.2016
Present:   
Sh. H.S. Hundal


For the respondent: Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman (97801-00340)
ORDER
1. Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman is appearing on the behalf of the respondent personally hand over the requested information during the hearing. 
2. The appellant Sh. H.S. Hundal is satisfied on the information provided.
3. As the information stands supplied, no further action is required.

4. In wake of above, the instant Appeal Case is disposed of & closed.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order to be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016 at 11.30 AM
                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Surinder Singh

H.No. 236, Ward No. 2

Morinda, Roopnagar.





….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Morinda









….Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 580 of 2016
Date of Institution: 10.03.2016
Date of Decision: 12.10.2016
Present: 
Sh. Surinder Singh, the Complainant 

For the Respondent: Sh. Harbans Shrama, Advocate (9855447865)
ORDER
1. Sh. Surinder Singh, the complainant is present for today’s hearing.

2.  Sh. Harbans Shrama, Advocate on the behalf respondent states that the information sought for has already been provided to the complainant. The respondent also states that they can only provide the copy of rules instead of explanation of rules.
3. On hearing both the parties and going through the documents placed on record, it is found that the required information stands supplied and no further action is required.

4. In wake of above, the instant Appeal Case is disposed of & closed.
5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016 at 11.30 AM
                 
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surinder Singh

H.No. 236, Ward No. 2

Morinda, Roopnagar.




Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council ,Morinda
First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Mini Scretriat, Ludhiana.







Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO.1041 of 2016
Present: 
Sh. Surinder Singh, the Complainant 

For the Respondent: Sh. Harbans Shrama, Advocate (9855447865)

ORDER
1. Sh. Surinder Singh, the complainant is present for today’s hearing.

2.  Sh. Harbans Shrama, Advocate on the behalf respondent states that the available information sought for has already been provided to the complainant. He Further states that information with regards to point no. 1 is not available in record as per his knowledge and further he assures that the information related to point no.1 if any will be provided by the next date of hearing.
3. On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned for 03.11.2016 at 11:30AM.
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order to be sent to the parties

Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016 at 11.30 AM             

        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Baldev Singh,

Village GhanGas,TehsilPayal,

District Ludhiana.








Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Executive Engineer,

Head Works, Ropar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Engineer,

Punjab Canals,

Sector-18,Chandigarh







Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO.1858 of 2016
Present:   
Sh. Baldev Singh, the appellant & Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon (9872356433).
For the respondent: Sh. Ved Prakash Dhingra, Deputy Collector (9888471472)
ORDER
1. Sh. Baldev Singh, the appellant appeared in today’s hearing along with Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon.
2. Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon, on the behalf of the appellant stated that with regards to  burji no. 24 to 26 of RTI Application no Marking (Nishandehi) has been done.
3. Sh. Ved Prakash Dhingra, Deputy Collector is appearing on the behalf of the respondent PIO states that with regard to burji no. 24 to 26 Marking ( Nishandehi) has been done by their staff on the Report of Revenue Patwari and three Markings (Burji’s ) has been marked i.e. left, right and centre.
4. Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon shows his dissatisfaction and asked for the timings of Marking (Nishandehi) with regards to burji no 24 to 26.
5. On this Sh. Ved Prakash Dhingra, Deputy Collector stated that the appellant was informed and advised to be present at the site at the time of marking (Nishandehi)
Contd…2

APPEAL CASE NO.1858 of 2016
but neither the appellant nor any of his representative(s) were present at the site on the given date. He also presented the reports where the appellant had denied for being present on the site.
6. On this, Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon stated that they refused to go to the site as people at the site have done illegal constructions at the site and the appellant has fear in his mind that they may harm the appellant and some unwanted circumstances may arise.
7. On this Sh. Ved Prakash Dhingra, Deputy Collector again provided the copy of information to the respondent.
8. On this, Sh. Harnek Singh Sekhon shows his dissatisfaction and states that the information is of Khasra no. 1308 and no information with regards to burji no.24-26 is provided to him.
9. After hearing both the parties and going through the documents placed on record, I am of the considered view that an important issue is involved in this case, hence, this case file is sent to Deputy Registrar to place it before the Hon’ble  CIC to constitute a Division Bench or a Larger Bench in this case to decide this issue.



Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 12.10.2016 at 11.30 AM             

        State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Deputy Registrar



(Along with Case File)

