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

Sh. H.L.Bhandari,
52, Tagore Nagar-A,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 789 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. H.L.Bhandari, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that in response to the application of the Complainant sought for information, as available, in record has already been provided to him. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He wants that action should be taken against the society in respect of Park No. 337-D, Tagore Nagar, not adhering to the clauses of the agreement. Complainant is advised to seek information from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana regarding action taken on his complaint in respect of Park No. 337D.  Since, the information has already been supplied by the Respondent, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. R.L.Chhabra,

133, Lajpat Nagar,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 790 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. R.L.Chabra, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Harpal Singh, Clerk, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on behalf 
of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. The postal order submitted by the Complainant to the Commission is returned herewith as no fee is required to file appeal in the Commission. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Sudesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Dasandhi Ram,

R/o B-I-1422, Ram Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Nabha, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 817 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Sudesh Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Charanjiv Mittal, APIO and Sh. Bharatvir Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 02.12.2010 but incomplete information has been provided to him.  Respondent vide their letter dated 03.01.2011, informed the Complainant that documents as sought by him regarding transfer of his property are not traceable. Not satisfied with the reply, Complainant has approached the Commission. In today’s hearing, Respondent has submitted a copy of the resolution No. 28 dated 28.02.2011 vide which it was approved that the old record relating to House Tax Branch upto the year 2005-2006 be allowed to be destroyed.  It appears that when the Complainant has sought the documents by which his property had been transferred to deny the information, Respondent had passed the resolution for destroying the record. Respondent has not produced any list of the approved record/files to be destroyed.  Respondent is directed to bring documents to prove that the sought for record had been destroyed,  on the next date of hearing.
3.           Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Rakesh Singh, Advocate,

Near Railway Station
Satsang Road, Bareta,

Distt. Mansa

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,
Mansa, Punjab

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 819 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Arihant Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. N.S. Brar, DTO Mansa, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.        Sh. Arihant Goyal, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Complainant without any authorization. Respondent has provided the sought for information to Sh. Arihant Goyal, Advocate today in the Commission. He has received the same. Copy of the information is taken on record.
3.        In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complainant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Rajeev Salvaan,

H.No.3041/1,

Sector-71, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer
Municipal Committee,
Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 822 of 2011

Present:
 (i)  Sh. Rajeev Salvaan, the Complainant 

(ii) None  is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant sought information regarding residential /commercial property of Sh. Harbhajan Singh s/o Iqbal Singh and Sh. Harminder Singh, S/o Sh. Karnail Singh, Village Chungian, Tehsil Kharar but no information has been given to him so far. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 

3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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. 

4.
PIO, O/o E.O. Municipal Committee, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jarnail Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Laxhman,

Vill:Chudiala Sudha,

Tehsil-Kharar, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, SAS Nagar,

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 830 of 2011

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



   (ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has sought information from the BDPO, Kharar on 13.01.2011. Sh. Baljit Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent has brought information duly authenticated to personally deliver it to the Complainant. Complainant has received the same 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 of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

6 Joyti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 834 of 2011

Present:
 Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 12.05.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Hakkikat Singh,

S/o Sh. Hajara Singh,

# H.No.8, Gali No.1,

Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO,

Sirhind, Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 838 of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has sought information from the PIO O/o BDPO, Sirhind relating to late Sh. Hajjara Singh, who was the father of the Complainant. He further state that no information has been provided to him after the period of eight months. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. Respondent has failed to provide the information within stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  Respondent is directed to provide the 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 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
Note:-
   Sh. Najjar Singh, Clerk appeared after the hearing and states that he has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to send the same by registered post under intimation to the Commission. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week.

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

Sh. Usha Rani,

# 825, SSST Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Patiala-147003.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 848 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Usha Rani, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Complainant states that she filed an application for information on 10.08.2010, but still no information has been provided to her. Respondent states that he has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the same and pointed out that information relating to item No. 2 has not been provided. 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 imitated. 
3.            Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

R/o 310 Deep Nagar,

Near S.D.College,

Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.I.G,

Jalandhar Range,

Jalandhar Cantt.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 849of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.        Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 24.12.2010, but no information has been provided by the Respondent. Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied. Respondent is directed to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.
3.           In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complainant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Nalin Kaushik, Advocate,

S/o SH. Ramdutt Sharma,

O/o Chamber No. 7025,

Near Distt Courts Complex,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Ludhiana, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 851 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.         Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant by registered post and endorse a copy of the same to the Commission. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O:Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur, Distt-Jalandhar,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 252 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

            Appellant has sent a fax message that due to some urgent work he can not attend today’s hearing. He has sought another date to state his case. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. One more opportunity is given to both the parties.
2.         Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Public Information Officer,

Moter Vehicle Inspector,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 475 of 2011

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         In response to the application of the Complainant dated 01.02.2011, Respondent has provided the information vide his letter dated 16.03.2011. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Copy of the same is again given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Ashu Mittal, Advocate 

S/o Sh. Khazanchi Lal, Chamber No. 2

District Courts, Faridkot

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 212 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Surinder Garg, the Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.      In response to the deficiency pointed out by the Complainant, Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission, Complainant wants some more time to go through the information provided.
3.
On request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sharma,

Assistant Trust Engineer,

Improvement Trust, Kapurthala 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Roopnagar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 210 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. G.P Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         On the last hearing dated 25.03.2011, Complainant was advised to point out the deficiencies to the Respondent. Respondent states that Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided which are in the form of queries and information was sought in the format. Complainant is advised to visit the O/o Respondent on any working day and inspect the record. Respondent is directed to provide the documents as pointed out by the Complainant after the inspection of record. 
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: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase- 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.S.P,

Roopnagar,

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.S.P,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 26 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Manjit Singh on behalf of the Appellant
 
(ii) Sh. Rajan Gupta, Clerk O/o Deputy Commission, Ropar and Sh. Kuljit Singh, O/o SSP, Roopnagar on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh.Kuljit Singh appearing on behalf of the office of SSP, Roopnagar states that the sought for documents has been sent to the O/o SSP, Mohali. 
3.           In the order dated 25.03.2011, PIO O/o SSP, Mohali was directed to appear before the Commission alongwith the complete information but neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. It is observed that PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali is not taking RTI seriously, inspite of the directions of the Commission. Last opportunity is given to the PIO O/o SSP Mohali to provide the complete information to the Appellant, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  

4.            Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander Goyal,

12-A, Professor Colony,

Makhu Road, Ferozepur City,

152002.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Assistant Registrar,

Coop-Societies, The Mall,

Ferozepur City.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1947 of 2008
Present:
 (i) Sh. Ramesh Chander Goyal, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Complainant has sought information from the PIO O/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur regarding College Teachers’ Cooperative, House Building Society Ltd. On refusal of the information, Assistant Registrar referred the case to the Sub Division Magistrate, Ferozepur to enquire into the matter. Sub Divisional Magistrate, Ferzepur has conducted an enquiry and submitted the enquiry report to the Assistant Registrar vide their letter dated 21.01.2010. Complainant has sought information from the Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur. Assistant Registrar is directed to take action against the society for not providing the sought for information/record as per rules under intimation to the Commission within three months.
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: 19th April, 2011

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma,

Advocate

# 585, Phase -2, 

Mohali
           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 844 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, Advocate, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that incomplete and unauthenticated information has been provided to him. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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. 

4.
PIO, O/o General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Chandigarh is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
