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

Sh. Gian Chand, (Lamberdar),

VPO Ghiala, Tehsil Pathankot

Distt. Gurdaspur – 145 101

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP, Gurdaspur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 218 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Complainant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further cause of action is required and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd   Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Mukand Singh,

S/o Sh. Pal Singh,

Vill. Manke, Distt. Moga

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 208 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.         Complainant states that complete information has not been provided to him. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant as sought by him in his application for information dated 27.12.2010.  In case the record is not traceable, inquiry should be conducted and action be taken against the erring officials, before the next date of hearing.
3.         Adjourned to 25.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd   Feb.  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. Lalit Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Complainant sought information vide his RTI application dated 29.11.2010 but information has been denied on the plea that the application is not written in Punjabi language. 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 25.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd Feb.  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. Anil Shukla, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Parbodh Kumar, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh. Anil Shukla, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Complainant, states that incomplete information has been provided to him. Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant. Respondent has provided some of the attested copies of log book of the Vehicle 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 25.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd  Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Surinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh, 

Ward No. 6, Near Shiv Mandir,

Sirhid Sahar – 140 406

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council, Sirhind

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 216 of 2011

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

(ii) Smt. Nisha, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the record relating to the information is very old and is not traceable. Respondent is directed to ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant after tracing the record, before the next date of hearing. PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.          Adjourned to 25.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd  Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Kartikay Kaushal,
S/o Dr. Bharam Sharma,

4227/1, Shirhind Gate,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Nigam,
Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 221 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Dr. Bharam Sharma, on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.          Complainant is absent. He has authorized his father Dr. Bharam Sharma to appear before the Commission for today’s hearing. Complainant states that complete information has not been provided to him. Respondent states that information as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. 
3.      In view of the facts explained by the Respondent and the Complainant, Complainant is advised to approach the proper forum i.e senior officer/authority to take action regarding short comings found by him in the information provided.

4.          No further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of the closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd   Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Vasdev Puri,

C4F/141 Janak Puri,

New Delhi- 110 058

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 223 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rahul Bhargav, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Suptd. O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the sought for information, as available in the record, 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: 22nd   Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Narinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Tek Singh,

Vill. Bhullar, 

Tehsil and Distt. Tarn Taran

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP, Tarn Taran

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 80 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, SI, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that Complainant has earlier sought similar information in CC No. 3614/2010 which has already been disposed of by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Sh. P.K.Verma on 07.1.2011. 

3.
Since the subject matter in these two cases is substantially the same, the complaint is , therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd   Feb.  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

First Appellate Authority

Commissioner,

Patiala Division, Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 26 of 2010

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

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

ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has informed that he is busy in another Court and is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has sought another date. Respondent states that copy of the notice of hearing and order dated 01.02.2011 have not been received. Another copy of the same is given to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to ensure that complete information is provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

3.         Adjourned to 25.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd  Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Dinesh Chadha,

VPO Badva,

Distt. Ropar – 140 117

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Industries and Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 91 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. G.S. Joga, Suptd and Sh. Dwarka Parshad, Sr. Assistant on  behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent states that record relating to their office from 1985 & 1986 onward has been checked and the information relating to the three trusts sought by the Complainant does not exist in their record.  Information for item no. 1 and 2 are queries, which cannot be provided as their office is responsible only for the registration of the firms and societies.  Complainant has already been requested to visit their office and check the record but the Complainant has not visited their office.
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: 22nd  Feb.  2011

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

Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab (RTI Cell)

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1124 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul, the Appellant


(ii) Dinesh Sohni, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed on the last hearing dated 28.01.2011, Appellant has filed his written reply. Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent has sought another date to go through the same and file his submission.

3.         Adjourned to 22.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 22nd  Feb,  2011

               State Information Commissioner
