STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

S/o Shri Sham Sunder,

Near Mata Rani,

VPO: Varpal,

Distt. Amritsar.





                       --------Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.









    -------Respondent

CC No.2167 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Prem Lal , Complainant in person.



Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Prem Lal filed a complaint with Commission on 1.7.2010, with the grievance that PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar supplied him information 1/10th portion of the layout plan and no other information regarding points No.1,2 and 4 to 8, has been provided.
2.

Today, during the course of hearing, Respondent has submitted that this information does not relate to Sales Section, but it relates to Engineering Branch of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar. Respondent further submitted that he does not know much about the case, though he has received notice for hearing of this case and he has been sent by the PIO, Sales Section to attend this case before the Commission. The plea of the Respondent that he belongs to Sales Section and he has nothing to do with the Engineering Branch and he knows nothing about the case, is not acceptable. Commission has taken a serious view of this. PIO is hereby directed to be present on the next date of hearing and supply the information to the Complainant. 

3.

I order PIO to provide specific information at once before the next date of hearing. One single opportunity is granted to the PIO, failing which action pertaining to show cause will be taken. 
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4.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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



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

# 1186, LIG,Housing Board

Colony, Ranjit Avenue,

C-Block, Amritsar.                                                                                       --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar.







               -----Respondent

AC-579/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant..

Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 



Respondent was heard. He stated that information has been provided to the Appellant; vide No.AIT/6015, dated 4.8.2010. A fax message has also been received from the Appellant stating that he has received full information and appeal filed by him is not heard.

2.

Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                Sd/-


           

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mehenga Ram,

Member RTI Punjab,

Vill- Dholbaha, Tehsil & 

District: Hoshiarpur.








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector: 62, SAS Nagar Mohali.









    -------Respondent

CC-1824/10

ORDER

Present:   
Shri Mehenga Ram, Complainant in person

Mrs.Satya Devi, APIO-cum-Branch In-charge, Shri Chander Mohan, Clerk  (BDPO Office,Banga) and Ms Poonam Thakur,Teacher, on behalf of PIO/Respondent.


Respondent stated that information being old is related to Revenue Department and she seeks more time to provide information to the Complainant.

2.

Since the information relating to Revenue Department has not been transferred by them under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, it is now the responsibility of the PIO to supply complete information by accessing it from which ever source it is available before the next date of hearing.
3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 20.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.

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










                Sd/-


           

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajijder Kumar Singla,

C/o Mr. Jatinder Mudgil,

E-1/12,Punjab University,

Chandigarh.





 

 --------Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.



    -------Respondent
CC-1848/2010

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla, Complainant in person

Shri Kuldip Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO/Improvement Trust,  Ludhiana


On 21.7.2010, order was passed that information regarding points No1, 2 and 4 has been supplied as per performa in Annexures I, II and III. As per Item No.1, Complainant was allowed to inspect the relevant record and take photocopies of any documents that he wants before the next date of hearing.

2.

Today, Complainant submitted that information on the Website is not available and he has not visited the Respondent’s office that he is not clear what to inspect and has presumed whether the relevant record will be shown to him or not. He considered it futile to visit the office of PIO which he did not want to do so. 

3.

In answer to the Complainant’s repeated submissions that information regarding the plots has not been published, Respondent stated that it relates to the third party. He further stated that they are ready to provide any information he wants. 

4.

In view of the foregoing, it is seen that the Complainant is not interested to consider the Commission’s advice and he is not willing to inspect the record. No further action is required in the case.
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5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and is closed.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



   www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajnish Madhok,

BXXX/63, Nehru Nagar,

Street No.2, Railway Road,

Phagwara- 144401. 



                              --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Phagwara.



              --------Respondent

AC-382/2010

ORDER

Present:    
Appellant in person.

Shri Amarjit Singh, APIO-cum-Junior Assistant on behalf of the    Respondent.

 
In compliance of the order dated 14.7.2010, Complainant was allowed to inspect the relevant record and photocopies of the relevant record had been supplied to him. Respondent has also produced a copy of information, bearing No.359, dated 17.6.2010, according to which information was provided to the Appellant as per orders of the Commission, dated 26.5.2010.

2.

Respondent submitted that the Complainant has not pointed out any deficiency at that time what the Appellant is asking for now.

3.

In nutshell, all the information has been provided to the Appellant. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and is closed.

5.    

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



    Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagat Ram,

S/o Kartara Ram,

R/o Gali No.13, 

Mohalla: Santokhpura,

Distt. Kapurthala.




                               --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Phagwara.





-------Respondent

CC No.2175 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Des Raj, APIO-cum-Superintendent,on behalf of Respondent.


A message has been received from the Complainant that he is unable to attend the hearing today and he has requested to grant him one more opportunity of hearing.
2.

Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 8.7.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 16.4.2010, to the address of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Phagwara, with regard to water supply connection. His grievance was that no information has been provided to him regarding ‘Death Certificate’. He further stated that his water supply connection inside the premises which has got disconnected by giving wrong information by the Executive Officer, as he is lawful owner of the premises/House. So, his water connection should be restored. 
3.

Respondent today submitted that his RTI application is not clear what he is asking for. Respondent further stated that he has not received any other document other than RTI application. 

4.

On the perusal of the record, the plea of the Respondent is not accepted as the representation of the Complainant regarding issue of Death Certificate and Restoration of water supply connection was sent to the PIO along with the RTI
Cont…p/2






   -2-

application, by the Commission, through notice by registered post. So the Respondent is well aware of the fact what he is asking for. From the perusal of the record, it has been seen that the Complainant has sought information on two points, i.e. Issue of ‘Death Certificate’ and ‘Water Supply Connection’.
5.

It is very unfortunate that the Complainant has to take the recourse to prevail mandatory service. The main objective of the RTI Act, 2005 is to improve the working of the Public Authority, but this is the case which necessitated improvement of work culture in the Department. Hence the Respondent-Department is directed to provide information to the Complainant on the action taken on the representation filed by him, before the next date of hearing failing which penal action can be taken.
6.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




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

# 515, Green Field,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.                                                                            --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director Personnel/Deputy Chief

           Engineer, PSEB, Patiala;

      (ii) Secretary PSEB, Patiala.




               -----Respondent

AC-577/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Rajinder Singh,APIO-cum-Nodal Officer RTI Cell, Shri Satnam   Singh, APIO-cum-Nodal Officer RTI Cell, Shri S.K.Sharma, Deputy Secretary (PR), Shri Om Parkash, Under Secretary Zones(Secret) and Smt.Ranbir Kaur, Superintendent (Regulation),  on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Sukhbir Singh filed RTI application on 24.2.2010 with the PIO, O/o Director (Personnel) seeking information regarding ACR. The application was transferred to the PIO-cum-Director (Personnel) or Deputy Chief Engineer on 8.3.2010. He has not received any information from the PIO. Thereafter, the Appellant filed first Appeal to the Secretary PSEB on 13.4.2010, but to no avail. He filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 26.6.2010.

2.

Today, during hearing, the Appellant is absent. Respondent submitted that Shri S.K.Sharma, Deputy Secretary (PR) has brought information to be supplied to the Appellant in the Commission regarding point No.1 and he further submitted that remaining information is to be provided by the Director (Personnel)/ Deputy Chief Engineer. Regarding point No.(y) information has been brought by Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO to be supplied to the Appellant. This information may be sent to the Appellant by registered post within two days and the Appellant may point out discrepancy, if any, direct to the Respondent which should be made good by the Respondent before the next date of hearing.
Cont…p/2
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3.

The points of information which are transferred by the Nodal Officer under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, to the concerned PIOs, they are hereby directed to send information to the Complainant by registered post within 15 days of the receipt of these orders. 
4.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


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

# 26, Rose Enclave,

Khanna Paper Mill,

Majitha Road, Bypass,

Amritsar.





                                --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary PSEB,

Patiala.







          -------Respondent

CC- 2176/2010

ORDER
Present: None for the complainant


   Shri Rajinder Kumar, AO/APIO, 


   Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO, RTI Cell


   Shri Satnam Singh, Deputy Secretary/Nodel Officer, RTI Cell  for the respondent


The complainant has filed his second Appeal dated 26.4.2010  before this Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 808.02.2010.  The same has been listed for hearing today.  

2
During the course of hearing, the representative of the PIO stated that the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in his first appeal have been made up vide their letter dated 7.6.2010 which was addressed to the complainant.  It was also stated that the information asked for by the complainant is available on web-site – www.psebindia.org. It was further stated that all the information has been provided which was available  in their record.

3
Despite due and adequate notice, complainant  has chosen not to appear nor has sent any communication or a representative on his behalf.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



    Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mahesh Gupta,

S/o Shri Maman Chand,

R/o Bikaneri Road,Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, 

Fazilka, Distt.Ferozepur.


                                         ---Respondent

CC No.1828 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.

In the earlier order, the respondent was directed to make up the deficiencies in the information supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  None has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor any communication has been sent.  

2
The complainant is also not present but has sent a communication stating that he has not been provided complete information till date.

3
The PIO/Municipal Council is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing and explain for the delay in supply of full information to the complainant failing which action shall be initiated against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.
4.          Adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


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

S/o Shri Jagir Singh,

Vill:Bika, Block Banga,

District: SBS Nagar.





            --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Banga, Distt. SBS Nagar.




              -------Respondent

CC-2166/2010

ORDER

Present: None for the parties


The complaint of Shri Makhan Singh  dated 8.6.2010 made to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 19.2.2010 was taken up today for hearing.  

2
Nobody appeared on behalf of the respondent.   A perusal of the record shows that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 19.3.2010.  The complainant is  not present and nothing contrary has been heard from him about supply of the information.  It appears that  he is not interested in pursuing his case.

The case is disposed of as such.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



     Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:98764-38764

Sh.Munish Sharma,

# 731, Street No.7,

Gurbax Colony, Patiala.



                              -----------Complainant

Vs.

Mob:96461-18887 & 96461-11370

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Examination Section,

PSEB, Patiala.    




                              -----------Respondent

CC No. 1077 of 2010

ORDER

  

The date of pronouncement in this which was fixed for today is adjourned.  Further date will be intimated in due course.
2.      

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
 Chandigarh





                     (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)      

 Dated: 09.08.2010
                                                   State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Mukesh Bhardwaj, UDC,

Secretary (PSEB) Section, 

PSEB Patiala.                                                                                         -----------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (1) Deputy Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala. 






    

(2) Secretary PSEB, Patiala. 



                     -----------Respondent

AC No.149/2010
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jasbir Singh, APIO-cum-Deputy Secretary (Services-II Br.) and Shri Y.D.Sharma, Superintendent on behalf of Respondent.



Heard arguments on behalf of the Respondent heard. The Complainant is not present today.
2. 

Orders reserved.

3. 
   
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 09.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

