STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh,
# 180, Gali No. 5,

G.T.B. Nagar,

Mandi Mullanpur Dakha,

District Ludhiana.




__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh







          __________ Respondent

AC No. 34 of 2009
Present:        None 
ORDER

The applicant had been asked to specify his grievance vide the Court’s orders dated 18.02.2009 and the case had been fixed for hearing today but, the appellant has neither given any response to the aforementioned order of the Court nor has he appeared in the Court today. 

In the above circumstances, it would appear that the appellant is no longer interested in pursuing his case. This case is therefore disposed of with the rider that it will be restored on the receipt of a response from the appellant to the Court’s orders dated 18.02.2009.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab


.After the Court had risen for the day, the appellant came and gave details of his grievances  to  the  Reader  of  the  Court. These  have  been  seen.  Most  of  the 
…P2/-
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grievances appeared to be inadmissible and clarifications are required from the appellant in respect of a few others. 


This case is accordingly adjourned to 10.00 AM on 17.04.2009 to give another opportunity to the appellant to make his submissions.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. A.S. Wadhawan,
S/o Late S. Lal Singh Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur - 146001.







__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Sainik Welfare Officer,

Ferozepur.







__________ Respondent

AC No. 626 of 2008

Present:        None 
ORDER


The applicant had been asked to specify his grievance vide the Court’s orders dated 18.02.2009 and the case had been fixed for hearing today but, the appellant has neither given any response to the aforementioned order of the Court nor has he appeared in the Court today. 


In the above circumstances, it would appear that the appellant is no longer interested in pursuing his case. This case is, therefore, disposed of with a  rider that it will be restored on the receipt of a response from the appellant to the Court’s orders dated 18.02.2009 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO.  Lehra-gagga, Distt. Sangrur.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurudwara Pabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 660 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Ajaib Singh, Advocate, Sh. Sham Singh, President, Guru Granth Sahib, Gurudwara, Lehra, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that he is not aware of the application for information in this case. Copies of the complaint submitted by the appellant and of his application for information have been given to the respondent in the Court today with the direction that he should send the information required by the appellant to him before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO.  Lehra-gagga, Distt. Sangrur.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Pabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 661 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Ajaib Singh, Advocate, Sh. Sham Singh, President, Guru Granth Sahib, Gurudawara Lehra, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been brought by the respondent to the Court and the same may be sent to the appellant along with these orders. The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies in the information being sent to him, at 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

Encls----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO.  Lehra-gagga, Distt. Sangrur.






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Pabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

AC No.  662 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Ajaib Singh, Advocate, Sh. Sham Singh, President, Guru Granth Sahib, Gurdwara, Lehra, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letters dated 30.08.2008 and 30.01.2009. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Narinder Singh,

# 3030, Sector 71,

Mohali.





  
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o M.D. Punjab Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 906 of 2007
Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Avinash Chander, Asstt. Storage & Technical Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that delivery order No. 10 dated 29.01.2007 is not available in the records of the Ferozepur Distt.  or at the Head Quarters and that the District Manager, Ferozepur has reported that it is an old record that has been weeded out.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.K Maurya,

Hall No. 1, Opposite to Room No. 106,

1st Floor, Lawyer Complex,

District Courts, Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1126 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been delivered to him on 12.03.2009. According to him no further information remains to be provided to the complainant.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The same is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009. In the meanwhile, the complainant may intimate the deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been provided to him, to the respondent and the Commission. The respondent may come prepared with his response to the court on the next date of hearing. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

Retd. Lecturer,

H. No. 1529, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal of S.K.R.M. College, Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar, Mohali.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  320 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Smt. Saroj Goyal, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sri Maninderpal Singh, Principal, SKRM College.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has provided some information to the complainant in response to her application for information dated 12-2-2008 and 10-12-2008, but the information which has been supplied has not been given in accordance with the complainant’s application. It is not apparent from the information which was supplied whether regular deductions were made from the pay of the complainant every month for the repayment of the loan taken by her, and whether the recoveries which were made were regularly deposited in her account or not.  The replies given by the respondent to the letters of the complainant seeking requisite clarifications are also ambiguous regarding the actual position. In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to prepare a statement as follows:
	            1
	               2
	               3
	             4

	Month  /  year

(Starting from the first month of deduction)
	Amount deducted from the pay.
	Reasons for non-deduction, if no deduction made.
	Amounts of repaid loan which have been deposited in the account of the complainant, with date of deposit.


…P2/-
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The respondent is directed to fill up the above table, starting from the month from which the recovery of the loan commenced till the date when the last recovered installment was deposited in the complainant’s account, and send it to the complainant by post before the 10th April, 2009.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Davinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya

Ward No. 8, 

Mohalla  Bhattan,

Garhshankar



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1186 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Davinder Kumar,complainant in person. 
ii)     
 Sri Shishpal, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the  complainant had been called to his office  by the then PIO, in response to his application for information dated 11-4-2008 and directed to deposit a sum of Rs. 5,000/- as fees for the information required by him, but this amount was not deposited because of which the information was not given to the complainant. The respondent is unable to mention the date on which the complainant  was called by the PIO and admits that no written communication was sent to the complainant.  In these circumstances, the benefit of doubt has to be given to the complainant, and since the information  required by him has not been given to him within 30 days of the date of receipt of his application in the office of the respondent, it must now be provided free of cost, as provided in the RTI Act.  The respondent is directed to comply with these orders   before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Talwar,

S/o Late Sh. Raj Kumar Talwar,

197, Anand Nagar, Backside-St.

Patrick School, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1165 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Talwar complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are three applications for information of the complainant, two of them are dated 24.03.2008 and the third is dated 22.04.2008. The information with regard to the application dated 24.03.2008 on the subject of water supply and installment of tube wells, and the application dated 22.4.2008, has been given by the respondent to the complainant. The respondent states that the information in respect of the other application dated 24.03.2008, on the subject of Municipal Streets from Grewal Farm to the house of the applicant, will be given to the complainant within three weeks from today. 


Adjourned to 10.00 on 24.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Leading Traders,

Opposite Sukhram Nagar,

Jagraon Bridge G.T. Road,

Ludhiana – 141008.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1214 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 06.10.2008.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. B.S. Sidhu,

H. No. 13-G,

Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1447 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant in this case was not given till now because of the conflicting orders received from different Benches of the Commission regarding the admissibility of an application which asks for the site plan of a building of a third party. It has been clarified to the respondent in the Court today that the site plan of a building of a third party is required to be provided under the RTI Act in case any specific reason is forthcoming for its requirement. In this case, a citizen of Ludhiana City is alleging that a marriage palace and a hotel are creating nuisance and inconvenience and he has therefore made an application for information in order to satisfy himself that the marriage palace and hotel have been constructed and are running in accordance with the sanctions given by the Municipal Corporation. I find that this is a valid reason for entertaining the application and, therefore,  the respondent is directed to give point-wise information to the complainant in accordance with his application dated 26.05.2008 before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 24.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                     __________Complainant

Vs.

Sri Amrik  Singh,    (By Regd. Post)  

Accountant-cum-Public Information Officer,

O/o  The  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                               __________ Respondent

CC No.  1568 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sri Vikas Uppal, Inspector,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was given by the complainant on 25-3-2008.  The application is quite clear and unambiguous. Some information was supplied to the complainant in the month of May, 2008 but the same was found to be deficient and deficiencies were pointed out to the respondent by the complainant. Nevertheless, the information for which he had applied as far back as on 25-3-2008 was not given to him and amazingly, the representative of the PIO present before us is still not in a position to give the information to the complainant, despite a lapse of more than a year and the notice issued by the Commission.

From the above, I conclude that prima facie, the information has not been given by the PIO malafidely and without reasonable cause. In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sri Amrik Singh, Accountant-cum-Public Information Officer, O/o The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Malerkotla,  to show 










-----p2/
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cause at 10 AM on 24-4-2009, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day 
that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sri  Sushil Kumar, dated 25-3-2008,  should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. D.P. Khosla,

Member BJP Working Committee,

# 1878/8,     Kila Mohalla,

Shivpuri Road,     Ludhiana – 141008. 

__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1575 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant to the Court today and the same should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.  The respondent states that there is no mention in the records of the Corporation about any unauthorized occupation of any office by the employees of the Union.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009.




 
     Punjab

Encls----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram Saran,

S/o Sh. Attar Chand,

Mansar Wal Dona,

Near Gori Shankar Cold Store,

Kapurthala. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kapurthala.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1409 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Ram Saran,  complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sri  Kuldip Singh, BDPO,   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complaint of the applicant for information in this case has been allocated to the bench of Hon’ble SIC Lt. Gen. (Retd) P.K.Grover as well as the bench of the undersigned.  In response to the notices which had been issued  by both the Courts, the respondent has brought the required information today, which has been handed over to the complainant.  The complainant may go through this information and mention the deficiencies, if any, and make any other submission which he may like to,  at 2-00 PM on 26-3-2009 before Hon’ble SIC Lt. Gen (Retd) P.K.Grover, who has issued notice on the same complaint in CC-3111/2008.  The present case, CC-1409/2008 may also be transferred by CIC to the bench of SIC Lt. Gen (Retd) P.K.Grover for final adjudication.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
     Punjab

CIC

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Thakur Dass,

VPO Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Block Bamial, Teh. Pathankot,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1439 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)     
Sri Suraj  Parkash, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant was sent to him vide his letter No. 783 dated 7-4-2008.  Apparently, the information was not received by the complainant because he made a complaint to the Commission in the first week of July, 2008.  The respondent  has brought a copy of the information to the Court which may be sent  to the complainant along with these orders for his information.


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   March, 2009




 
      Punjab
Encl----1
