STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjeet Singh,

# 720, Sector: 43-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1931/2008
Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh, XEN(Retd), Complainant, in person.
Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Om Pal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the case has already been put up to the concerned competent authority to take a decision in the matter and as and when the decision is taken, the information relating to Points 2 and 3 will be supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

The Complainant states that  the Public Authority may be directed to take the decision within certain time frame so that information could be supplied within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   The Respondent is directed to convey the concern  of the Complainant to the competent authority, responsible for taking decision. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.4.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana- 141 008.



    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.317/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of  Principal   Secretary,        Industries and Commerce, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information as required by the Appellant vide; his application dated 18.2.2008 has since been supplied. He further states that on the last date of hearing the representatives from all the PSUs appeared stating that requisite information stands supplied.

2.

Shri Gurmit  Singh, States that they filed a case with the CBI Court to supply the record deposited with the CBI but the  court of  Shri Ballbir Singh, PCS, Special Judicial Magistrate, CBI, Patiala rejected their plea stating that the record has been sent to the CBI for investigation. 
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3.

The Respondent pleads that since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing  and the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Appellant,   the case may be closed. 

4.

Therefore,    the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No.1792/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephone message has been received from the Complainant requesting that the case may be adjourned as he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to ill health.

2.

The Respondent pleads  that since  the interviews are being held in the Punjab Public Service Commission for recruitment, the case may be fixed in the month of April, 2009.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21.4.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjun Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura Town.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,

Rajpura , District: Patiala.






 Respondent

AC No. 659/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri  Vinod Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Sjhri Shiv Kumar, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant  has intimated  the Commission vide letter dated 4.2.2009 that the requisite information has been supplied to him on 24.12.2008 and has requested that his application dated 21.12.2008 seeking information, may be treated as withdrawn.

2.

The Respondent has also intimated the Commission vide letter No. 995, dated 18.2.2009 that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant and pleaded that the case may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

ShriTejinder Singh,
Journalist, 

Plot No. 40, Village:  Bholapur,
Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.  3177/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant  vide Memo. No. 109/MOH, dated 7.11.2008 and due receipt has been taken  from the Complainant , in which he has stated that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied.  Photo  copy of the receipt,  on the covering letter of Memo. No. 109/MOH, dated 7.11.2008,  has been submitted, which is taken on record. 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dayal Singh,

C/o Flat No. 74, First Floor,

B-Block, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No.  3121 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant. 


Shri Parkash Singh, Superintendent Sales-cum-APIO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into four sheets, including one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. AIT/Deputy Controller/RTI/7124, dated 20.2.2009, with a copy to the Commission. He pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 

2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him. His absence shows that he might have received  the information and  is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpritpal Singh,

214, Nirankari Colony,

Fatehgarh Churian Road, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 





 Respondent

CC No.  3122 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurpritpal Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Aftab Bhatia, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 12.11.2008. On getting no information, he filed a complainant with the Commission on 19.12.2008. Accordingly,  the Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has asked for Action Taken Report on his representations dated 5.1.2008, 6.10.2008 and 5.11.2008 sent  to Shri Shakti Bhatia, MTP office of Municipal Corporation Amritsar by registered post but he has not received any response  till date. 

3.

The Respondent states that some portion of the building has been demolished and photo copy of the lay-out plan sanctioned on 7.8.2008, has been
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 supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that the construction was started much before the plan was sanctioned by the competent authority. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will supply Action Taken Report on the representations of the Complainant, alongwith photo copies of the noting portion, duly authenticated,  within a period of 15 days. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.03.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tilak Raj Sharma,

S/o Late Shri Sardari Lal,

# 38, Partap Nagar, (Backside Gurdwara),

G. T. Road, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 




 Respondent

CC No. 3157/2008

Present:
Shri Tilak Raj Sharma, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Aftab Bhatia, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application,  seeking certain information,  with the PIO on 3.11.2008 and on getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 5.12.2008, which was received in the Commission office on 12.12.2008 and filed another complaint with the Commission on 22.12.2008, which was received in the Commission office on 26.12.2008. Accordingly, two cases have been opened on the same application in the Commission. One case(CC-2933/2008) has been allotted to the Bench of Lt. Gen. P. K. Grover, which has been fixed for hearing on 5.3.2009 and the second case( Instant case – CC 3157/2008) has been
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 allotted to this Bench.  It is appropriate that the case No. CC-2933/2008 may be closed and Registry may inform Lt. Gen. P. K. Grover, accordingly. 

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has been informed vide Memo. No. MTP/1606, dated 24.12.2008 that copy of the sale deed may be obtained from the Sub-Registrar Revenue  as the land was registered by the Sub-Registrar in the name of Ms. Santosh Puri. The Respondent states that the information relates to the year 1982 and is not available on record. He further states that the Complainant may be directed to supply GR number and date when the building plan was approved by the Municipal Corporation Amritsar. 

3.

It is accordingly directed that the Complainant may  approach the Revenue Authorities for obtaining copy of the sale deed of the said plot. 

4.

Since the information is 20 years old,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar,

# 165, Mahian Gali, 

Ghass Mandi, Ludhiana. 






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.  3102 /2008

Present:
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, as available on record, will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days and requests that the case may be adjourned . 

2.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 24.03.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vipin Kumar,

# 103, Chaura Bazar, 

Ghass Mandi, Ludhiana. 






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.  3101 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, as available on record, will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days and requests that the case may be adjourned . 

2.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 24.03.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,


138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road Amritsar – 143004.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 




 Respondent

AC No. 664/2008

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Pardeep Kumar, S.D.O., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant except Sr. No. 8 where copies of the telephone bills have been asked for. The Respondent states that no official telephone  has been installed in Zone-4 and hence detail of telephone bills cannot be supplied. 


3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. The Complainant can, however, approach the Vigilance Department to get his remaining grievances,  relating to his family dispute,  redressed.  
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,


138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road Amritsar – 143004.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 




 Respondent

AC No. 665/2008

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Pardeep Kumar, S.D.O., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The whole matter relates to family dispute between the Complainant and the Respondent.



3.

Therefore, the Complainant is  advised to approach the Police Department and the Revenue Department to get his grievances redressed.  

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikram Sharma, Advocate,

# Chamber No.146, District Courts,

Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

CC No.3163/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A Fax message received from the PIO states that information was sent to the Complainant vide letter No.6442/MOS, dated 5.2.2009 which he refused to accept and after that the letter was sent to him through registered post.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmel Singh, S/o

Shri Piara Singh,

Vill-Godwal, Tehsil Raikot,

District: Ludhiana- 141109.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Raikot, District: Ludhiana.

CC No.3130/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jaswant Singh, BDPO, Raikot, Shri Manwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Balwant Singh, SEPO on behalf of the Respondent.





ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and receipt in token of information is taken on 24.11.2008.


2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




 Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Puri, S/o Shri Beant Singh,

C/o Shri Mahinder Pal Singh Brar,Advocate,

Chamber No.15, District Courts, Faridkot.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, M/s Guru Nanak Sales Corporation,

Surgapuri, near Kala Ram Di Kothi, Kot Kapura,

District: Faridkot.







 Respondent

MR No.135/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.



ORDER

1.

None is present for the second hearing.

2.

The case is disposed of due to lack of pursuance from both the parties.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Puri, S/o Shri Beant Singh,

C/o Shri Mahinder Pal Singh Brar,Advocate,

Chamber No.15, District Courts, Faridkot.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

M/s J.K.Lakshmi Cement Limited, J.K.Puram,

Sirohi, Rajasthan.







 Respondent

MR No.136/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present for the second hearing.

2.

The case is disposed of due to lack of pursuance from both the parties.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

          Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Puri, S/o Shri Beant Singh,

C/o Shri Mahinder Pal Singh Brar,Advocate,

Chamber No.15, District Courts, Faridkot.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

J.K.Lakshmi Cement Bathinda,

Punjab.







 Respondent

MR No.137/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present for the second hearing.

2.

The case is disposed of due to lack of pursuance from both the parties.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Prof.Kanwaljeet Singh,

Director Sports & Head

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, University College,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.

MR No.138/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.



ORDER

1.

As none is present on behalf of both the parties, one more chance is given to them to pursue their case.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24-03-2009.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Gupta, Press Reporter,

Cabin No.10, First Floor,

SCO No.94-95, Sector: 17-C,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO No.95-98, (Bank Square) Sector:17-B,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.2349/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri R.C.Aggarwal, PIO-cum-DGM, PFC,Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.1.2009, when it was directed that the Complainant will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO after receiving the information, sent by the Respondent within a period of 15 days and it was also directed that the PIO-Respondent will file an affidavit why the penalty may not be imposed and compensation given to the Complainant.

2.

The Respondent states that he has filed a detailed affidavit dated 17.2.2009, running into three sheets, with a copy to the Commission and he pleads that since the information stands supplied, the case may be closed.

3.

In the affidavit, the Respondent states that the process of supplying 
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the information started on 1.9.2008, i.e. within 30 days. He further states that the total information has been supplied after getting legal advice from the competent authority. As first they were thinking that the information demanded by the Complainant is third party information. However, after the directions given by the Commission, the information stands supplied in toto.



He further states that Shri D.P.Soni, AGM-cum-PIO was predecessor-PIO who retired on 31st January, 2009 and he further states that there was no deemed PIO/APIO  appointed by the Corporation.

4.

The Complainant vide his request dated 24.2.2009, states that he is ill and is unable to appear in the Court, the case may be adjourned.

5.

The Respondent states that since the Complainant is not present and has not submitted his observations/comments which were directed to be filed within a period of 15 days; and also the Complainant has not mentioned any thing about his observations/comments in his letter dated 24.2.2009.

6.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

          Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.02.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

