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

Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja,

c/o Shri Kundan Lal,

R/o Near Ranjan Clinic, Batta Colony,

Fatehabad (Haryana)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

FAA Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 324 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. S.P.Garg, on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Rashpal Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the hearing dated 29.11.2012, Respondent was directed whatever deficiencies remain in the matter should be made good before the next date of hearing. Today, Sh. S.P.Garg appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that no information has been given to him regarding the deficiencies pointed to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to bring all the original record regarding the information demanded by the Appellant in the Commission on the next date of hearing. Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja, the Appellant  is advised to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 31.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal,

339, Choti Baradari Part-I,

Near Medical College,

Jalandhar City

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 806 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal, the Appellant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 23.08.2012, Respondent was directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant which is as under:-
(i)
Attested copies of the enquiry report which was held in 2010

(ii)
Present status of the enquiry report of the second charge-sheet which was held in 2011

(iii)  Attested copies of the property returns of Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer,  Jalandhar from 2004 to 2011.

3.
On 13.09.2012, Respondent stated that the complete information has already been sent to the Appellant and Appellant was absent, therefore, the case was adjourned to 29.11.2012. On 29.11.2012, appellant was again absent and the case was adjourned to 03.01.2012. Today,  Appellant states that he has received the information but he is not 
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satisfied with the reply of the Respondent pertaining to point no. 3 i.e. “Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, Jalandhar has not sent his property returns to their office”. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit pertaining to point no.3 on the next date of hearing.

4
Adjourned to 31.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Amandeep Aggarwal,

C/o People for Transparency,

Aggarwal General and Dental Clinic,

Longowal, District Sangrur – 148 106

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

Punjab CPWD B&R Branch

Sangrur at Patiala

Research Labortary Complex, Nabha Road,

Patiala – 147 001

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2209  of 2012

Alongwith

CC No. 2210 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present for today’s hearing. The perusal of the file shows that the complainant had demanded similar information in CC: 2679 of 2011 in the court of former SIC, Sh. P.P.S. Gill and the case was disposed of on 10.10.2011. Moreover, Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. 

2.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. Whatever information was available with the department has been supplied.  

4.
Since the information stands furnished to the Complainant, the case is closed and disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division PWD B&R, 

Mukatsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o S.E. PWD B&R, Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1443 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER


During the hearing dated 29.11.2012, Respondent had brought information to personally deliver it to the Appellant. Appellant was absent ,therefore, information was taken in the Commission. On 29.11.2012, Sh. Ranjit Singh, representative of the Appellant collected the information from the Commission. Today, Appellant is not present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   It appears he is satisfied.  The case is, accordingly, ordered to be closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. K.L.Malhotra,

# 324-A, Sector 51A, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary to Local Government 

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3290 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. K.L.Malhotra, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.  

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that some of the information has been provided to him and he has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided.  Copy of the deficiencies 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 Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Local Govt. Punjab

Civil Sectt.,  Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Local Govt. Pb,

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1214 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma alongwith Sh. Chhotta Lal, the Respondents
ORDER


Heard

2.
The brief of the case is that the Appellant filed his RTI application dated 24.10.2011 with the PIO, O/o Local Govt., Punjab on  15.02.2012. Respondent, O/o Local Govt., Punjab has sent a letter to the appellant on 19.03.2012 that this information does not relate to the government. Moreover, Appellant has demanded the information in the form of performa for which no information can be supplied, as the information which only exists in the record can be supplied. Later on, Appellant filed first appeal dated 15.04.2012 under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005 before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Principal Secretary, Deptt. Of Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.  His second appeal with the Commission is dated 23.05.2012 and the case was fixed for hearing on 27.09.2012.  
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3.
During the hearing held on 27.09.2012, the case was adjourned to 27.11.2012 at 11.00 AM. During the hearing dated 27.11.2012, both the parties were present and it is observed that PIO was not present and Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO was not aware of the full facts of the case.  Therefore, show cause was issued to  Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma, Under Secretary (revenue)-cum-PIO and the next hearing was fixed on 03.01.2013.
5.
Today, Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma, Under Secretary-cum-PIO has submitted his reply in response to the order showing cause. I have gone through the reply of the Respondent and agree with the reply of the Respondent resultantly, the proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI are dropped.

6.
It is observed that Appellant is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent, therefore, Respondent has given in writing  that the information regarding house tax is not available with the government. Appellant may file fresh application regarding the information of house tax from the Nagar council/Nagar Nigam. 

7.
Since, the information stands supplied, 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: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector 14,

Hissar

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner, 

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar 
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 83 of 2012

Present

(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Dr. Rakesh Singla, DFSC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Dr. Rakesh Singla, DFSC appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant and has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing causing. I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is, hereby, withdrawn.  Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, advocate appearing on behalf of he Appellant states that information has been provided to him very late and he has suffered mental harassment in receiving the information.  Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.

3.
Since, complete information has been provided to the Appellant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Sohan Lal Bhumbak, PCS Retd.,

H. No. 1895, Sector:34/D,

Chandigarh.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner to Govt.,

Of Punjab, Revenue Deptt.,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner to Govt.,

Of Punjab, Revenue Deptt.,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1016 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the O/o FCR, Pb states that information regarding point no. 4 has already been provided to the Appellant in point no. 1 and he is satisfied with the reply of the point no. 1 as both the point nos. 1 and 4 are same, therefore, complete information has already been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s haring.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/p-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann) 


                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Mahendra Goyal, Advocate,

# 248. Sector 49A, Advocates Society

Chandigarh-160047

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to GOP,

Department of PWD (B&R), 

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2252 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Mahendra Goyal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that no information has been provided to him sofar.  Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Complainant has not provided him the copy of the letter dated 02.03.2013, as advised to him in the last hearing that is why they had not provided him the information.  Complainant is again advised to provide the copy of the letter dated 02.03.2012 to the Respondent so that they can provide the sought for information to him.  Complainant is handed over the copy of the letter dated 02.03.2012 to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated as the most of the time has been lapsed in providing the information.
3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/o Sh. Hastoor Chand, R/o K.NO.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt>Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2351 of 2012

Present
( i)None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Paramjit singh, Naib Tehsildar, Barnala on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent for forth consecutive hearing. During the hearing dated 29.11.2012, last opportunity was given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission. But, today again Complainant is not present. 
3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. Whatever information was available with the department has been supplied.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent
4.
Since the information stands furnished to the Complainant, the case is closed and disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                                         (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Sukhminder Singh,

S/o Bant Singh,

r/o House No. 136, Street No.1,

Ward No. 10. Guru Angad Dev Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA),

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. _3137 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER


Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. On the last date of hearing i.e. 29.11.2012, Complainant was absent and Respondent stated that the sought for information had already been sent to the Complainant.

Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   It appears he is satisfied with the information provided. The case is, accordingly, ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan, Fazilka:152123.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2285 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. During the hearing dated 27.11.2012, Deputy Director was directed to be personally present but, today neither the Deputy Director nor his representative is present to attend the hearing, which shows he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Deputy Director, O/o Local Govt., Ferozepur  is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 
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4.
Deputy Director, O/o Local Govt., Ferozepur  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Deputy Director, O/o Local Govt., Ferozepur  is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 31.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post. 
 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Harchand Singh,

Voke Master,

S.K.S.S. School, Moga

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal 

Sh. Kewal Singh Dhaliwal Memorial

Government Senior Secondary School, 

Lipori, Distt. Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Moga

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 789 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Shukla, Principal on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.      In the last hearing, Sh. Ravinder Kumar Shukla, Principal was directed to file an affidavit regarding the loss of record.  In today’s hearing, he has filed his written reply, which is taken on record. Appellant is absent.  He has informed the Commission on telephone that due to some reason, he can not attend today’s hearing and has sought another date to pursue his case. One more opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission. It is made clear that in case the Appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.  
3.
On the request of the Appellant, the case is, therefore, adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  




Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chd.Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Bodies, Punjab Govt.,

Chandigarh.

Public Inforamtion Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2528 of 2012

Present
None for the parties
ORDER


During the hearing dated 27.11.2012, PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no.2. Today, neither the Respondent no. 1 nor Respondent no. 2 is present. They have not informed the Commission about their absence for today’s hearing, which shows that they have no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.   Last opportunity is granted to both the Respondent’s to appear before the Commission failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act will be initiated. 

2.
Adjourned to 31.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Pawar Khosla,

Khosla Palce, Khajuri Gate,

Batala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DIG, Border Range,

Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2500 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER

Complainant is absent for third consecutive hearing without any intimation. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for any hearing. Therefore, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. The case is, therefore, dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No.3, Civil Court Complex,

VPO:Phul Town, Distt:Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

O/o Rampura Phul Primary,

Cooperative Agriculture Development

Bank Ltd. Rampura Phul, Distt:Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2507  of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Arunjeet Singh Kakkar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Arunjeet Singh Kakkar, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that some more time be given to him to file his written reply.  
3.
On the request of the Respondent the case is, therefore, adjourned to 07.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1213 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Smt. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that most of the information has been provided to the Appellant and she has brought the rest of the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner,

Bathinda.

Public Information Officer

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2548 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, District Town Planner, PIO the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.   In the last hearing, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, DTP was directed to show cause for not providing the information and was directed to file his written reply in this regard.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, DTP appearing on behalf of the Respondent states some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Complainant and file his written reply.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to file his written reply in response to the order showing cause on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information.

3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Amarnath

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Bathinda Urban Development Authority

Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1343 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh, Amarnath, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Rajesh Gupta, Clerk, O/o BDA, Bathinda

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Rajesh Gupta, Clerk, O/o BDA, Bathinda appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission, he has personally brought the payment of compensation i.e. demand draft of Rs. 2000/- to deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, which is handed over to the Complainant. Copy of the same is taken on record.  

3.
Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Amarnath

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

Local Bodies, Pb.

Branch-3, Sector:17, CHD. 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1347 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant. 


(ii) Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- and is satisfied.  
3.
Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-

                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizen Forum

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director Budget & Accounts

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar -160062

FAA Director, Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar – 160062 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 368 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kesar Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.  
ORDER

Heard

2.
 Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission in the last hearing, information pertaining to eight districts is still pending.  Sh. Kesar Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he is not aware about the facts of this case and has sought another date.  
3.
It is observed that after the six hearings, complete information has still not been provided to the Appellant, which shows that PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.   
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4.
In view of the above, Respondent Sh. J.P.Singla, Deputy Director-cum-PIO O/o DRDP, Mohali is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent Sh. J.P.Singla, Deputy Director-cum-PIO O/o DRDP, Mohali is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent Sh. J.P.Singla, Deputy Director-cum-PIO O/o DRDP, Mohali is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (10.00 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: 3rd January, 2013

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Revenue Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:01, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Revenue Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:01, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1215 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies o the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division PWD B&R, 

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

O/o S.E. PWD B&R, Ferozepur
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1460of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Manwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Manwinder Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant by registered post on 20.11.2012 but Appellant has sent a letter dated 13.12.2012, that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated as most of the time has been lapsed in providing the information.  
3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 3rd January, 2013

