STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Satnam Singh,

S/o Shri Chandal Singh,

VPO: Sohal, Tehsil &

District: Gurdaspur.




                        --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Pb State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur.





                           -------Respondent
CC No.3531of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Satnam Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Des Raj, UDC  on behalf of Respondent.


The case was heard on 29.12.2010 and PIO had submitted that information relates to third party and cannot be supplied. In view of the circumstances and documents, it was concluded that PIO will bring the information in seal cover. 

2.

Today during hearing, PIO submitted information and documents have been inspected by the complainant in the Court. He has pointed out that these are not relevant documents. This information pertains to the orders of work-charged to workmen and he requires documents relating to daily wages to work-charged. Representative appeared on behalf of the respondent fails to tell any thing about this.
3.  

PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is adjourned to 25.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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



                   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Navneet Singh Kohli,

Advocate, # 48, New Green,

Model Town, Lane No.1,

Jalandhar- 144021.
                                                                              --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.

(ii) Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

                                  -----Respondent

AC-711/2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Amit Dhawan, Advocate, Counsel for the Appellant.

Shri Rajesh Mehta, Advocate, Counsel with Shri A.S.Azad, PIO-cum- EO for JIT and on behalf the respondent.



Arguments heard on behalf of both the parties.

2.

The case is reserved.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-   

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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



                   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Navneet Singh Kohli,

Advocate, # 48, New Green,

Model Town, Lane No.1,

Jalandhar- 144021.
                                                                              --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.

(ii) Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

                                  -----Respondent

AC-712/2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Amit Dhawan, Advocate, Counsel for the Appellant.

Shri Rajesh Mehta, Advocate, Counsel with Shri A.S.Azad, PIO-cum- EO for JIT and on behalf the respondent.



Arguments heard on behalf of both the parties.
2.

The case is reserved.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-    

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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



                   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Tarlochan Singh

HL-168, Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.



                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab etc. Vikas Bhawan,

Sector-62(Phase-VIII),

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



                                      -------Respondent

AC-1176/2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Appellant in person.
Shri Ranjit Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Mohinder Singh,Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 23.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 4.6.2010, with the grievances that PIO O/o Joint Development Commissioner (IRD) Mohali demanded arbitrarily the sum of Rs.70/- to deter him from asking the information. He protested against it and action is therefore, liable to taken against the PIO for demanding exorbitant price without any rationale behind it. Notice was sent on 10.1.2011 and parties were called for hearing today.

3.

Today during hearing, appellant submitted that PIO has asked for to deposit the fee; it was just with the malafide intention not to supply information. But on the other hand, PIO submitted that there was no malafide intention and he also submitted a letter bearing No.15/48/2010/IRD-1/1079, dated 24.1.2011, giving the explanation. Respondent submitted that information running into 22 pages, on 18.6.2010, remaining information running into 10 pages and 17 pages, has been supplied on 10.12.2010 and 7.1.2011 to the appellant respectively.
4.

On the perusal of the record, it has been seen that PIO vide his letter bearing No.15/48/2010/IRD-1/8820, dated 18.6.2010 demanding from the
cont…p/2
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appellant to deposit Rs.44/- for 22 pages and there is no other letter exists in the office or record whereby PIO has demanded Rs.70/- and PIO has also explained the matter in detail.

5.

From the facts and circumstances of the case, I conclude and find no merit in the appeal. I deem it fit to take no action against the PIO.

6.

In view of the above, the case is dismissed.

7..

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                  Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


     Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Tarlochan Singh

HL-168, Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.



                         `1                          --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Commissioner (IRD),

Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62(Phase-VIII),

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



                                        -------Respondent

AC-1177/2010

ORDER
 

Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 24.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 7.6.2010 to the PIO, O/o the Joint Commissioner (IRD), Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62(Phase-VIII), SAS Nagar, Mohali, seeking information pertaining to Shri Jagmohan Singh Saggar, Superintendent, DRDA Office, Ludhiana.
2.

Respondent submitted that the complainant has sought the same information in AC.No.1178/2010 and it is under progress with the Hon’ble Bench of Shri P.K.Verma, SIC. 

3.

In view of the above, the case is hereby dismissed.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.N.K.Syal

Accounts Officer (Retd._

Member RTI Act Fed.(Punjab)

Sysal Street, Sirhind-140406.                                                                --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary

Local Government, Punjab

Chandigarh.





                

  -----Respondent
CC No.2981of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri N.K.Sayal, Complainant in person.


Shri Taranjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.


The case was heard on 3.11.2010, 8.12.2010, 10.1.2011 and it was adjourned for today. On 10.1.2011, respondent submitted that enquiry report is pending with the Chief Vigilance Officer, Local Government. 

2.

Today, during hearing, information running into 17 pages including forwarding letter, has been handed over to the complainant. However, complainant wants action taken report. Complainant stated that this information is not relevant. In this regard, respondent states that besides this, there is no other document exists in the office and no action has been taken. So, no more information can be provided to him for non-availability of the record in the office.

3.

With this, the case is closed and disposed of. 

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







                                     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o late Shri Payare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road, Kurali,

District: Mohali.


 
                                     --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Patiala.

                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3894 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Lokesh Kumar,Complainant in person.


Shri Sukhdev Singh, Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 17.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 13.8.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o      Municipal Council,Kurali, seeking information in 5 points.

2.

Respondent submitted that strike is going on in the office and Almirah is locked where the record is lying. He sought a short adjournment and assured information will be supplied before the next date of hearing. He also submitted that some information has been supplied, but the complainant has refused to take the information. 
3.

The case is adjourned to 25.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






                                                  Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o late Shri Payare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road, Kurali,

District: Mohali.


 
                                      --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Patiala.

                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3892 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Lokesh Kumar,Complainant in person.



Smt. Pankaj Bala, Junior assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 17.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 17.9.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o      Deputy Director, Local Govt., Patiala, seeking information on action taken report on his application dated 16.8.2010 and 19.8.2010. 
2.

During hearing today, the respondent presented a letter whereby they have written to the Executive Officer, Barnala to conduct the enquiry and report be sent within one month to the Department. She submitted that information will be supplied to the complainant as and when the enquiry is complete.

3.

With this direction, the case is closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ashwani Chawla,

Kothi No.1390, First Floor,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.




                   --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Samana,

Distt. Patiala.









    -------Respondent

CC No.3590 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gurpartap Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of Respondent.


On the last date of hearing, the complainant has pointed out the deficiencies in the information supplied to him. PIO was directed to make up the deficiencies.

2.

Today during hearing, complainant is not present. PIO has brought information running to 540 pages and he is directed to send this information by registered post within a week and a copy of receipt be sent to the Commission for record.

3.

With this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






                                                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Tilak Raj, Social worker,

S/o Shri Rattan Chand,

R/o Vill: Khadawar, PO: Ferozepur Kalan,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur. 
                                     --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o CDPO Sujanpur,

District: Gurdaspur.

                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3897 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Tilak Raj, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent. 


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 20.10.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 23.8.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o CDPO Sujanpur, District: Gurdaspur, seeking information on three points as under :-
i)
;hHvhHghHUHpbke ;[ikBg[o ed'A ftZu nkfJnk, T[; fdB s'A b? e/ nZi sZe fizB/ th   czv ;oeko tZb'A nkJ/ jB, T[BQK dk t/otk ns/ feE/ you fes/ jB .

ii)
fezBk nKrBtkVh ;?ANoK ftZu ykbh n;kwhnK gJhnK jB ns/ fezB/ fuo s'A ykbh jB ns/ fezB/ w?vheb bht go ub/ nk oj/ jB.

iii)
doyk;s ftZu fbfynk ;kok t/otk fbysh o{g ftZu fJZe fJZe rb dk ft;Eko Bkb ;{fus ehsk ikt/.

2.

No information has been provided nor has he sent any communication to the complainant. PIO is directed to provide information within 10 days under intimation to the Commission. Any delay on the part of PIO will be dealt with seriously under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
3.

The case is adjourned to 25.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                             Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Capt Sher Amir Singh,

# 3001, Sector: 35-D,

Chandigarh0160022.




             --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o PUDA Mohali.





              -------Respondent

CC No.3582 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Capt Sher Amir Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Gulshan Kuar, APIO-cum-AO GMADA and Shri Satnam Singh, Senior  Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


In compliance of the earlier order dated 10.1.2011, respondent filed an explanation, vide letter No.rwkvkFghHnkJhHUH(cH1116)$272, fwsh 4H2H2011$16H3H2011 in reply to the delay occurred in supplying the information, today in the Court.

2.

I have considered the plea taken by the respondent in the matter of delay in supply of information to the complainant. The plea taken by the respondent is tenable. The information stands supplied and no further action is required.

3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





                                                            Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


     Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hari Chand & 4 Panches,

Village: Teur, Tehsil: Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Teur, Tehsil: Kharar,

District: Mohali.






    -------Respondent

CC No.3570 of 2010





                   ORDER

Present: -
Shri Hari Chand etc.Complainants in person.



Shri Gurmel Singh, Member Gram Panchayat on behalf of Respondent. 



On 10.1.2011, the PIO was directed to provide information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

2.

Respondent submitted that he has provided the information, but the complainant is not satisfied. Complainant stated that only the amount of grants has been provided and no detail of expenditure has been provided. Respondent is directed to provide complete information within ten days.

3.

The case is adjourned to 04.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






                                                    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurkirat Singh Dhillon,

H.No.4123, Phase-II,

Urban Estate,Patiala.




                    --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer PWD 
B&R, Patiala.









    -------Respondent

CC No.3544 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Malkiat Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Sanjay Kumar,



Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
 

Respondent has brought information to be provided to the complainant. He is not present today. He has sent a letter dated 5th March, 2011 requesting that he has to appear in his LLB. Examination that is why he is unable to attend the court and he has sought an adjournment.

 3.
 
The case is adjourned to 25.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






                                                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 16.03.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

