STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

# 2314, Phase-11,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nadala, Distt. Kapurthala.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 513 of 2012

Present
  None for the parties.
ORDER


During the hearing dated 21.06.2012, Respondent was directed to bring original record and dispatch register in the Commission in order to find out whether the information demanded by the Complainant has actually been sent or not. Today, both the parties 
are absent. Complainant has sent a fax that due to some urgent domestic problems, he is unable to attend the hearing. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent –PIO to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 28.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Adv. Buta Singh, Bairagi,

House No. 22, First Floor, 

Sector 2A, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1088 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Angrej Singh, HC on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing,  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order of the Commission.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj, Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mukatsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner

Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur 

 …………………………..Respondent

AC No. 591 of 2012

Present
  (i)   None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Sant Singh, SDE on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2
During the hearing 12.06.2012, Respondent had brought information to personally deliver it to the Appellant. But, Appellant was absent and Respondent was advised to send the information to the Appellant through registered post. Today, again it is observed that the Appellant is absent without any intimation. Sh. Sant Singh, SDE appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant. It is presumed that the Appellant is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Adv. Buta Singh, Bairagi,

House No. 22, First Floor, 

Sector 2A, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Bathinda 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1078 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Buta Singh Bairgari, the Complainant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied but this information has been provided to him after the lapse of seven months.  None is present on behalf of the Respondent.  Respondent is directed to be very careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Adv. Buta Singh, Bairagi,

House No. 22, First Floor, 

Sector 2A, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1095 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Buta Singh Bairgari, the Complainant




(ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, HC on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied but this information has been provided to him after the lapse of seven months.  Respondent is directed to be very careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.  

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Kastoor Chand,

R/o K.No. 306, Astha Enclave,

Barnala, Tehsil and Distt. Barnala 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue),

Civil Sectt., Punjab, Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 856 of 2012

Present
  None for the parties. 
ORDER


During the hearing dated 10.05.2012, Tehsildar Barnala was directed to provide the information to the Complainant within 15 days failing which action under Section 20(i) will be initiated. Even on the last date of hearing i.e. 26.07.2012, neither of them was present and last opportunity was granted to both the parties to appear before the Commission. Last opportunity is again granted to both the parties i.e. Respondent and Complainant to appear before the commission.

2.
Adjourned to 28.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers, Railways Road,

Kurali, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1061 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Surjit Singh, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Sh. Surjit Singh, Suptd., appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Preet Sukhan, Suptd., O/o Local Govt., Branch -3, Mini Sect., Sector 9, Chandigarh. Complainant states that Sh. Preet Sekhon visited the Commission today and he did not appear in the Court. Last opportunity is granted to Sh. Preet Sekhon to appear before the Commission failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. Sh. A. Kartik, Additional Secretary, Local Govt., is directed to direct Sh. Preet Sukhan, Suptd. to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.


3.
Adjourned to 16.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                          State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

CC: 1.
Sh. A. Kartik, Additional Secretary, IAS, Local Govt., Punjab,  Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh

Sh. Preet Sukhan, Suptd., O/o Local Govt., Punjab, Branch -3, Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Avinash Kumar Goyal, Advocate

Kothi No. 462, Phase –I, Model Town,

Bathinda (Punjab)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

Regional, Deputy Director

Local Govt., Bathinda 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 509 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Avinash Kumar Goyal, Advocate, the Appellant 



(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, EO alongwith Sh. Rajesh Kumar, LO, the 



Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Appellant. It is observed that the information provided by the Respondent is incorrect. Respondent has sought some more time to provide the correct information to the Appellant. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent failing which action under Section 20(i) RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 23.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

S/o Om Parkash

# 627, Ram Leela Chowk,

Jalalabad (west), Distt. Fazilka

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Kewal Krishan, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Tehsildar and Smt. Darshan Kaur, HDR on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 16.01.2012 pertaining to the certified copies of the plots no. 526/31-32-33.  Respondent states that the registries were never registered regarding the above said plots, these plots were allotted to the Complainant in 1992 and some of the record regarding allotment has been misplaced in the transaction.  Respondent has agreed to reconstruct the such record to issue the sale certificate in favour of the Complainant with the orders of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.  Complainant is advised to file a fresh application regarding the sale certificate.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                   (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  761 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant

(ii) Capt. P.K.chhither, Addl. P.P. O/o DGP, Vigilance Bureau, Pb and Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector O/o SSP, Vigilance Bureau, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the complete information from the O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb and is satisfied but the PIO O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala has provided him the information which is incomplete.  Copy of the deficiencies in the information provided by the O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Since, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb has already been supplied the information. Therefore, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb is exempted from further appearance.

3.
Adjourned to 07.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 




Sd/-
                                                                                        (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

 






…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  759 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant
(ii) Capt. P.K.chhither, Addl. P.P. O/o DGP, Vigilance Bureau, Pb and Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector O/o SSP, Vigilance Bureau, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the complete information from the O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb and is satisfied but the PIO O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala has provided him the information which is incomplete.  Copy of the deficiencies in the information provided by the O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Since, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb has already been supplied the information. Therefore, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb is exempted from further appearance.
3.
Adjourned to 07.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 




Sd/-







(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  758 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant

(ii) Capt. P.K.chhither, Addl. P.P. O/o DGP, Vigilance Bureau, Pb and Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector O/o SSP, Vigilance Bureau, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the complete information from the O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb and is satisfied but the PIO O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala has provided him the information which is incomplete.  Copy of the deficiencies in the information provided by the O/o SSP, Vigilance department, Patiala is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Since, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb has already been supplied the information. Therefore, Director Vigilance Bureau, Pb is exempted from further appearance.

3.
Adjourned to 07.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-


                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Member RTI Activist Fedration,

Siyal Street, Sirhind.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Pb, New Court Complex,

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1441 of 2012
Present
  (i)   None is present on behalf of the complainant 




(ii) Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 04.07.2012 through registered post. Copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within 10 days. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. Complainant is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 23.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravinder Singh Gill,

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh Gill,

Block:J/2, Modren Jail,

Faridkot.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Moga.

 …………………………..Respondent

AC No.  769 of 2012

Present
  (i)   None is present on behalf of the Appellant



 (ii) Sh. G.S.Sangha, DSP on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant is absent.  Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within ten days from the receipt of this order.  

3.
Adjourned to 28.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajinder Parshad Rathi,

S/o Sh.Hari Krishan Rathi,

Gobind Nagri, St No.1,

Last Chowk, Abohar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar. 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Ferozepur.

 






…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 756 of 2012

Present
  (i)   Sh. Rajinder Parshad Rathi, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Rajinder Pal , Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Appellant. Appellant states that incomplete and unsatisfactory information has been given to him so far. E.O., Municipal Council, Abohar is directed to be personally present alongwith original record on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 23.08.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Gurtej Singh,

C/o Dr. K.K.Jindal,

Chamber No.20, Distt. Courts,

Mansa.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Bathinda Urban Development Authority

Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1434 of 2012

Present
  None for the parties. 
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 28.08.2012 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. R.S.Chauhan,

92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. GNE College, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Chief Administration,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector:62, SAS Nagar. Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1438 of 2012

Present
  (i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Shiv Kumar, A.O. and Sh. Chet Ram, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th  July, 2012

