     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


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

S/o Shri Ishar Singh,

R/o Vill:Todarwal,

PO: Babarpur, Tehsil: Nabha,

District: Patiala.





                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Executive Engineer,

W/S and Sanitation Division,

Fatehgarh Sahib,

(ii) Chief Engineer,

W/S and Sanitation, Patiala.




                                    -------Respondent

AC No.1114 of 2010

ORDER

Present: None for the Appellant

    Shri Amritpal Singh, SDO on behalf of the respondent

The Appellant  filed his second appeal before the Commission on 23.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 08.07.2010 made to the address of PIO/Executive Engineer Water Supply and Saniation Division Fatehgarh Sahib seeking information regarding copy of his office letter No. 4522 dated 25..09.2010 and a copy of inquiry report conducted by the Sub Divisional Engineer and copy of statement and decision taken.
2
The PIO/Executive Engineer Water Supply and Sanitation Division Fategarh Sahib appeared and submitted that the information relating to his office has already been supplied to the appellant.  He further submitted that the remaining information relates to the Sub Division, Nabha for which  a letter has been written  to the Executive Engineer, Water supply & Sanitation, Patiala for supply of the same to the appellant. 
3
Accordingly, the PIO/Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Saniation Division No.1, Patiala is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant  before the next date of hearing.
4
A copy of this order be sent to the PIO, Office of Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation Division No.1, Ptiala for necessary action.
4
Adjourned to 09.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


    Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Bansi Lal Sharma,

Kailash Niwas, Professor

Colony, Dhangu Road 

Behind Hotel Venice,

Pathankot- 145001.




                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, RSD Project,

Khahpurkandi Township-145029,

District: Gurdaspur.

(ii) FAA:  -do-





                                             -------Respondent

AC No.1126 of 2010

ORDER

Present: Appellant in person
Shri H.K.Mahajan, XEN and Shri Balwinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

The Appellant  filed his second appeal before the Commission on 01.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 02.06..2010 made to the address of PIO/Executive Engineer Personal Division, R.S.D.Project, Shahpurkandi Township seeking information on 11 points.  The same was  taken up today for hearing.
2
 The appellant  had  made an appeal before the First Appellate Authority who directed  the respondent-department to supply the information to the appellant.  Having not been provided full information, the appellant filed his second appeal before the Commission.  During the course of hearing, the respondent present states that the information asked for by the appellant relates to  different wings of the department. So far as his department is concerned, the information running into 33 pages on points No. 1,2,4, 5, 7 and 8 of para 3 of the RTI application has been supplied to the appellant.  But the appellant states that he is satisfied only with the information provided to him on point No.4 and that the remaining information is misleading.  The information running into 7 pages  pertaining to points 5, 6, 9, 10 and 11 has been supplied to the appellant by the office of Superintending Engineer (Admn).  However, the appellant contended that he has been provided only copies of his letters and no relevant information has been provided to him.  






-2-

However, it has been  observed that the information asked for by the appellant on point 10 and  is in question form for which  the department is not obligate to provide the same.  Regarding point No,11, respondent submitted that list of  Houses T-3-T-4 has been provided to the appellant.  He further states that information sought by the appellant  on this point does not exist  in the form in which he has sought for.  It has to be collected and prepared  and that  needs enormous time and labour. The respondent present further offered the appellant to visit their office on any working day when he could inspect the record and get the  relevant information available with the department.
3
On perusal of the RTI application, it transpires that appellant  sought information in reference to the various letter numbers of different departments like in point No.1 – letter of the Secretary to Government and in point 2 – letter of Human Rights Commission etc.  The respondent submitted that  the information has been supplied to the appellant but he is not satisfied with the same. 
4
In view of the above, the appellant may point out the deficiencies in writing to the respondent as to how the information provided to him is deficient and a copy of the same be sent to the  Commission before the next date of hearing.

5
The PIO is directed to make up the deficiencies in information provided to the appellant and supply him complete information as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing.

6
Adjourned to 28.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


    Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manager, the Amritsar Cooperative

Labour and Construction Union Ltd.,

Albert Road, Amritsar.




                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Executive Engineer,

Construction Division-2,

PWD B&R, Amritsar.

(ii) Superintending Engineer,

Construction Division-2,

PWD B&R, Amritsar.









                                    -------Respondent

AC No.1128 of 2010

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


    Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent

The second appeal dated 26.11.2010 made by the appellant before the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 18.05.2010 made to the address of PIO/Executive Engineer, Construction Division No.2, PWD (B&R), Amritsar seeking information regarding photo copies of tenders etc. was taken up today for hearing.

2
During the hearing, the respondent present stated that the information has been provided to the appellant.  On the other hand, the appellant stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him. 

3
 The appellant  may point out the deficiencies in writing to PIO who will make up the same and provide complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing.

4
Adjourned to 14.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


    Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manager, the Amritsar Cooperative

Labour and Construction Union Ltd.,

Albert Road, Amritsar.




                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Executive Engineer,

Construction Division Circle,

PWD B&R, Amritsar.

(ii) Superintending Engineer,

Construction Division Circle,

PWD B&R, Amritsar.









                                    -------Respondent

AC No.1129 of 2010

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


    Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent


The second appeal dated 26.11.2010 made by the appellant before the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 06.08.2010 made to the address of PIO/Executive Engineer, Construction Division No.2, PWD (B&R), Amritsar seeking information regarding photo copies of tenders etc. was taken up today for hearing.

2
During the hearing, the respondent present stated that the information has been provided to the appellant.  On the other hand, the appellant stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him. 

3
 The appellant  may point out the deficiencies in writing to PIO who will make up the same and provide complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing.

4
Adjourned to 14.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


     Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulbhushan Sharma,

S/o Shri Madan Mohan Sharma,

R/o # 3276, Sector: 21-D,

Chandigarh.





 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Engineer,

PWD W/s & Sanitation,

Punjab Sub-Divn.No.II, Ropar.


                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3705 of 2010

ORDER
Present: Shri R.K.Gautam, Advocate for the complainant


    Shri Kuldip Singh, SDE for the respondent


Shri Kulbhushan Sharma’s complaint dated 30.11.2010 made before the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 25.08.2010 made to the address of PIO/Sub Divisional Engiener, PWD, Water Supply and Sanitation, Ropar seeking information on 3 points regarding utilization of sanctioned funds etc. was taken up today for hearing.
2
Today, during the hearing, the complainant states that he had pointed out deficiencies in the information provided to him by the PIO on 27.9.2010 but no complete information has been provided to him so far. The respondent present submitted that there is  no malafide intention on their part to withhold the information.  He further submitted that there are as much as 42 schemes in the Sub Division about which the complainant has sought information.  He has  only one official in the office who is also handicapped to deal with the records  and as such  it is very difficulty to prepare and supply this huge information within the specified period.   He also offered the complainant to visit his office on any working day and procure the information available with the department.
3
The complainant may visit the office of the respondent on any working day by mutually fixing date and time with the PIO and get the information available with the department as per his RTI application.  The PIO is directed to ensure that the complainant is allowed to inspect the record and get the relevant information accordingly.
4
Adjourned to 20.04.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance. 
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


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

S/o Meghraj, Ward No.6,

Village Library, Lehragaga-148031,

District: Sangrur.




 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Nabha,

District: Patiala.




                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3698 of 2010

ORDER

Present: None for the complainanrt


    Shri Pawan Kumar Kausahl, EO for the respondent


The complaint dated 11.11.2010 made by the complainant before the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 12.08.2010 made to the address of PIO/Nagar Council, Nabha seeking information regarding concession given to the residents of the area  in water supply bills.
2
During the course of hearing, the respondent present submitted that similar information was sought by an applicant who had been asked to deposit the requisite fee so that the same could be supplied to him.  The huge information was prepared by putting so much labour but the complainant did not turn up to deposit the fee and get the information.  In the present case, same information has been sought under same handwriting but under different name.  He shown his apprehension that the complainant is the same person who is asking for the information of this area with malafide intentions  and to harass him unnecessarily.  He further submitted that the information could be provided to him in case, the fee is paid by him as prescribed under the provisions of the RTI Act.  Despite due and adequate notice, the complainant is not present nor has deputed any representative.  
3
The information sought by the complainant is stated to be ready to supply to the complainant after the requisite fee is deposited by him.  Thus,  the complainant may visit the office of the respondent and get the information against payment of fee as admissible under the provisions of the RTI Act. 

4
The case is disposed of and is closed with the above observations.
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


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

Ward No.7, Banur,

District: Mohali.





 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Banur,

District: SAS Nagar (Mohali).


                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3691 of 2010

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

    None for the respondent


By his RTI application dated 6.12.2010 the complainant sought information from the PIO/Nagar Council, Banur regarding use of the Ambassador Car in the Council. On not having received the information, he filed his complainant before the Commission on 6.12.2010 which was taken up today for hearing.
2
Today, during the hearing, the complainant stated that the information has not been supplied to him till date.  None has appeared on behalf of the PIO nor has sent any communication.  

3
 The PIO is directed to provide the necessary information to the complainant within 15 days from the date of receipt of a copy of this order failing which action may be initiated against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.

4
Adjourned to 14.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Vijay Prabhakar

#  S-173, Industrial Area,

Jalandhar-144004.






          --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Drainage Division,

Jalandhar.




                                                -------Respondent

CC No.3419 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None present on behalf of the parties.




Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present despite due and adequate notice.   Even on the last date of hearing held on 15.12.2010, none of the parties had appeared nor had sent any communication.   It is presumed that the complainant is not interested to pursue his case.  The case is dismissed as such.

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Gurcharan Singh

H.No.C-156, Ragho Majra,

Patiala.





                                        --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Patiala.







                 -------Respondent

CC No.3382 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant


           Shri Gian Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO


On the last date of hearing held on 15.12.2010, none for both the parties was present and the case was adjourned for today.
2
Today, during the hearing, the representative of the PIO produced before the Commission a letter dated 02.12.2010 addressed to the complainant whereby the information has been supplied to him which has been duly acknowledged under his signatures. Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant .

3
In view of the above, no further action is required.  The case is disposed of and is closed as such.

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Jatinder Pal Singh

H.No.324, St. No. 2, 

Sudan Street,Patiala.






                 --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Patiala.





                                          -------Respondent

CC No.3460 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant


           Shri Gian Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO


On the last date of hearing held on 15.12.2010, none was present on behalf of  both the parties and the case was adjourned for today.

2
Today, during the hearing, A representative of the PIO appeared and produced before the Commission a letter dated 10.12.2010 addressed to the complainant whereby the information has been supplied to him.  Despite due and adequate notice, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant nor has sent any communication. It is presumed that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue his case further.

3
The case is disposed of and is closed as such.

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Vikramjit Singh Bajwa s/o Sh. Kamaljit Singh

Village Kakrala Bhaika, Teh. . Samana, 

Distt: Patiala






  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o B.D.P.O.

Samana






    -------Respondent

CC- 3118/10

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


    Shri Makhan Singh, Panchayat Secretary for the respondent

On the last date of hearing held on 20.12.2010, the case was adjourned for today with a direction to the BDPO, Samana to provide the information to the complainant regarding  details of monthly pension for the period August 2008 to 2010. Today, during the hearing, the complainant submitted that the information has not been provided to him till date.  Shri Makhan Singh, Panchayat Secretary who appeared on behalf of the DBPO, Samana submitted a letter wherein it has been stated that the old record sought by the complainant was not received in the Block office and that it has been written to the different Panchayat Secretaries to supply the record to their office and as soon as the same is received, the information will be supplied to the complainant.  On the other hand, the complainant submitted that irregularities  in disbursement of pension have been committed in the said office and the information is being denied to him intentionally.  
2
The PIO is directed to comply with the order of the Commission and provide the relevant information to the complainant forthwith failing which action may be initiated against him under section 20 (I) of the RTI Act.
3
Adjourned to 09.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

S/o Shri Hazura Singh,

R/o Khalwara Gate,

Phagwara, 

District: Kapurthala.
                                                                                       --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Phagwara

Distt: Kapurthala..





     -----Respondent

CC-2850/2010

ORDER

Present:  Shri Sapan Dhir, Advocate for the complainant


   Shri Naranjan Singh, Patwari for the respondent


On the last date of hearing, the PIO was directed  to provide  complete information to the complainant  after making  up deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  Today, during the hearing, the complainant submitted that he has not received information except on 3 points.  The Patwari who appeared on behalf of the PIO sought adjournment on the ground that the dealing Clerk is sick.  The Commission takes serious view of such a casual attitude on the part of the respondent department in supply of the information.  It may also be noted that no official below the rank of APIO should be deputed to appear before the Commission in future. The PIO is directed to provide  complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  PIO may note that no further opportunity  will be provided  to make up the deficiency and for causing delay, action may be taken  as per the provisions of the RTI Act.
2
Adjourned to 09.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance of the order of the Commission.

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Tarlochan Singh Sethi,

Ward No.04/80, Railway Road,.

Doraha-141421








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab

Chandigarh

FAA:    -do-









    -------Respondent

AC 774/ 10

ORDER

Present: Appellant in person


   Shri Sukhdev Singh, PIO


On the last date of hearing, the PIO was directed to be present on the next date of hearing and to clarify the position about the delay in providing the information to the appellant.

2
Today, during the hearing, the PIO sought adjournment on the ground that he has been recently appointed as such.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO to provide the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  A photo copy of the representation of the appellant has been provided to him today in the court.
3
Adjourned to 14.02.2011 for compliance

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 19.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

