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

Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate,

# 3458, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab,

Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO,

Roopnagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3532 of 2010

Present:
(i) SH. Dinesh Chadda, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nitname, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

    Today, the case has come up before me for confirmation of compliance of the direction given vide order dated 21.04.2011. 

2
The Respondent, however, has made an application saying that there is a typographical mistake in the order dated 21.04.2011 which needs to be corrected. The Respondent states that in fact the amount as mentioned in figures i.e. Rs. 2500/- is the correct amount of compensation awarded and that the amount in words i.e. Rupees Twenty Five Thousand is a typographical mistake. 

3.
I have perused the order dated 21.04.2011.  Paragraph No. 7 thereof reads as under :-

“In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs. 2500/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as Compensation for attending hearings in the Commission. The compensation shall be paid by the office of DDPO, Roopnagar and not by the PIO within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 10.05.2011 (at 11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.”
4.
In the instant case, I find that there have been in all five hearings in the case i.e. 23.12.2010, 18.01.2011, 25.01.2011, 04.02.2011 and 15.03.2011. The Complainant in the instant case is an Advocate living in Chandigarh. As per practice, followed by me, I have normally awarded compensation @ Rs. 500/- per hearing. Since, the Complainant in the instant case belongs to Chandigarh, there is no question of my having awarded more than Rs. 500/- (Rupees Five Hundred) per hearing to him. In this backdrop, the mention of “Rupees twenty five thousand” in words towards compensation in paragraph 7 is clearly a typographical mistake.  
5.
I, therefore, order that for the brackets and words “(Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only)”, the following be substituted :-


“(Rupees Two Thousand Five Hundred Only)”.  
6.
The order dated 21.04.2011 be treated as modified accordingly. A mention of this modification may also be made at the foot of the said order. 

7.
Complainant states that he has been provided three lists by the DDPO and BDPO, Roopnagar and he does not know which is correct list.  Respondent is directed to provide correct list as sought by the Complainant.

8.
Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Ghambir,

# 41, Joshi Colony,

Lawarence Road, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Personnel, Punjab, (PCS-wing),

Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer

Punjab Public Service Commission

Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, 

Patiala – 147 001

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 739 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant has pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent today in the Commission regarding item No. 4(a) and 4(c).  Complainant is advised to point out deficiencies in writing to the Respondent within one week.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.          Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St.I-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O.Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1142of 2010

Present: 
(i) Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate , the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant has sent a request for transfer of above case to some other bench.
3.         In view of the foregoing, the Deputy Registrar is directed to place the papers of this case before the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for appropriate orders.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1689 of 2010

Present:
(i) SH. Surinder Pal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) SH. Harish Bhagat, APIO On behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has sent a request for transfer of above case to some other bench.
3.          In view of the foregoing, the Deputy Registrar is directed to place the papers of this case before the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab for appropriate orders.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Rakesh Lohia,

T-18, Gali No. 6, 

Gali Nathe Khan, Katra Khazana,

Amritsar – 143 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Bardari Garden, P.B. No. 39, Patiala – 147001

Public Information Officer

Personnel Department, 

Punjab Govt.

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 736 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Clerk and SH. Rakesh Bhatia, PIO, the Resondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that information provided is not authenticated.  Respondent has provided the authenticated information to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.  
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Dilabgh Singh &

Saroop Singh,

S/o Harbans Singh,

Vill. Mallha, PO Kang,

Tarn Taran  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Khadoor Sahib,

Tarn Taran

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 104 of 2011

Present:              (i) Sh. Dilbagh Singh, the Complainant


    (ii) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that compensation of Rs. 4000/- as awarded by the Commission to the Complainant has been paid.  Respondent has also submitted the copy of the action taken report sought by the Complainant today in the Commission.

 3.       In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Darshan Singh,

Municipal Bhawan,

Sector-68, Nagar Nigam,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation, 

Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 588 of 2011

Present:

(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



(ii) Smt Babita Jaiswal, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.

The Complainant is not present. Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.
3.
        In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,

H.No.1732/6, Mohalla Sujapuria,

Jagraon-142026, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Jagraon,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Local Govt., Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 67 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Adarsh Kumar Sharma, EO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that compensation of Rs. 3000/- as awarded by the Commission to the Appellant has been paid by the public authority.  Appellant states that he has received the same and is satisfied.  On the last hearing, a show cause was issued to Sh. Adarsh Kumar Sharma, E.O O/o Municipal Council, Mahillpur.  Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is hereby withdrawn. No further action is required. The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket,

New Delhi - 17

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 857 of 2010

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


       (ii) Smt. Rattan Deep Kaur, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         On the last hearing, Appellant was awarded a compensation of Rs. 6000/-.  Respondent states that she has brought the compensation to personally deliver to the Appellant today in  the Commission.  Appellant is absent.  Respondent is directed to send the compensation amount to the Appellant by registered post under intimation to the Commission.

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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Dinesh Chadda,

VPO-Barwa, Distt-Ropar,

Pin-140117.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce of Punjab. 

Chandigah.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 717 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Dinesh Chadda, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Pushpa Devi, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has not provided any information to the Complainant inspite of the addresses given by the Complainant on the last hearing.  Respondent has transferred the application of the Complainant to the PTU, whereas, she should have asked the concerned institutions to provide the information regarding addresses/registration no..  In the order dated 13.04.2011, Respondent was asked to provide the information after checking the record of the last three years. Inspite of the directions of the commission, Respondent has failed to provide the information.  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Respondent should also file an affidavit that information could not be traced in the record on the basis of addresses and registration number given by the Complainant being incorrect.
3.             Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Plot No.40, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Vill-Bholpur, PO-Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Transport Department, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 715 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Tejinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jyoti Raman, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 05.05.2011.  Complainant states that he has not received the same.  Another copy of the information is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.
3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla

C/o Mr. Jaswant Singh

# 3016, Tribune Colony,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training

Sector 36A, Chandigarh
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Technical Education and I.T. Punjab

Plot No. 1A, Sector 36A,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3425 of 2010
Present: 
(i) Dr. Rajinder K. Singla, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Sandep Kumar Bajaj, Deputy Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         In the hearing dated 13.04.2011, PIO-cum-Registrar of Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training  was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Respondent states that remaining information is to be provided by the Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab.

3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab may be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Directorate of Technical Education and IT Punjab should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. Sanjeev Sood,

S/o Late Sh. Joginder Pal,

Soodan Mohalla,

Phagwara-144401.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.P to Police,

Kapurthala, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 206 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Sanjeev Sood, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Inspector and Sh. Narinder Kumar, Sub Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2. Respondent has not produce any proof regarding efforts made by the Police department to collect the information from the mobile companies.  One more opportunity is given to the department to write to the concerned mobile companies to provide the details on the plea that the same is required for the investigation in the murder case. Since, SI Ravinder Singh was investigating officer, he is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3. Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: SHO, Sadar Phagwara Police Station

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

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali,

Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

Present: 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate and Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.      During the hearing dated 13.04.2011, the order dated 18.03.2011 was stayed regarding imposition of penalty. Today, Respondent prays for more time to submit more documents.

3.
Sh.  S.K.Sharma, Advocate and Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that the compensation has already been paid to the Complainant. Respondent has submitted a photocopy of acknowledgment given by the Complainant having received the compensation.
4.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th May, 2011

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

Sh. Tilak Raj,

S/o Sh. Rattan Chand,

R/o Vill-Khurdwar (Ram Colony),

P.O.Sujanpur, Tehsil-Pathankot,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D,P.O,

Sujanpur, Pathankot.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 719 of 2011

Present:
      (i) Sh. Tilak Raj,  the Complainant


      (ii) Smt. Surinder Kumari, Supervisor on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has not been informed about the vacant post in Meera Padrali, Gram Panchayat, Block Sujanpur.  On the last hearing, Complainant was advised to point out deficiencies to the Respondent but he has failed to do so.   Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  
3.           Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th May, 2011

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

Sh. S.C. Ralhan,

E-184, Phase IV, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141 010

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o  Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 676 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. S.C.Ralhan, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard
2.         Respondent states that the control of focal point, Ludhiana was transferred to them by PSIC. Respondent is only maintaining the roads of the focal point. Complainant states that road in front of Shed E-184, Phase-II, Focal Point, Ludhiana had been raised by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  He wants to know the level of the road fixed by the department at the time of allotment of the shed E-184.
3.     Since, the roads are being maintained by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the estimate for the repair/construction of road in front of shed E-184.  Respondent should also supply the copy of resolution passed by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the repair of roads of focal point during the last five years.

4.
 Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to he parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Office (Retd.),

Member, RTI Activities, Fedration,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Sirhind.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2567 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. S.K.Gulati, EO, Municipal Council, Sirhind on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided some information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 12.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 10th  May, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
