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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,
10904, Basant Road,

Near Bhagwanti Gurudwara,

Miller Ganj, Industrial Area,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner
Municipal Corporation

Zone ‘D;, Mata Rani Chowk

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner

Municipal Corporation

Zone ‘D;, Mata Rani Chowk

Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 328 of 2009

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Appellant

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

Heard

2.        Respondent states that he has informed the Appellate vide their letter dated 05.01.2011 to deposit the postage fee.  Appellant states that he has not received such letter.  However, Appellant is advised that as per Punjab Govt., Notification, he has to pay the postage fee and he can also submit a self addressed envelope duly stamped for supplying the information.  Stamps on the envelope shall be affixed according the mode of supplying the information, as desired by the Applicant i.e through ordinary, registered or speed post. However, Respondent has brought the information and the same has been delivered to the Appellant today in 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: 26th  April, 2011

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

989m Sector-15/A, 

Opp. Bishnoi Market,

Hisar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Transport,

Mini Sectt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Transport,

Mini Sectt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 142 of 2011

Present:
 (i)  Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Jr. ASssitant , O/o Director State Transport, Punjab, Sh. Vinod Kumar, Kaushal, O/o PRTC and Sh, Jagdish Kumar, Sr. Assistant O/o PRTC on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Appellant has discussed with the Respondent in the Commission regarding suo moto display of information as per Section 4 of the RTI Act 2005. After discussing, Appellant has pointed out that regarding information which does not relate to the department, It should be made public that this information is not applicable to their department. Respondent has stated that there is some difficulties in implementing this suggestion of the Appellant.  Respondent is again advised that he should look into the matter made compliance of the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant as per RTI Act 2005.
3.
Regarding information relating to the office of PRTC, Appellant has pointed out that information on the web site relating to the PRTC is not complete. Appellant has discussed in detail in the Commission today with the representative of the PRTC. As pointed out by the Appellant, Respondent is advised that he should up-date the 
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information regarding functioning of each branch  and it should also be displayed on the web site. Appellant is not satisfied regarding information relating to the budget. Respondent is advised to put the information relating to the budget on the web site with a compliance report to the Commission within one month.
4.
It is observed that State Transport Commissioner has sent compliance report to the Chief Secy., vide his letter No.18019 dated 10.06.2010 regarding updating of web site.  However, it has been found that needful has not been done yet.  State Transport Commissioner is directed to ensure that web site is updated as per Section 4 of the RTI Act 2005 without any further delay.  In case it is again found that compliance has not been made by that Suptd., (Policy) and other related staff i.e Suptd., Establishment, Statics, Section Officer, Accounts etc action should be initiated against them as per Service Rules by the State Transport Commissioner, Pb.

5.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
State Transport Commissioner, Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

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

Sh. J.S.Paul,

Lt. Col. Retd. President

11, Leather Complex,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar-144 021

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries and Exports Corporation Ltd.

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Punjab Small Industries and Exports Corporation Ltd.

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 21 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. J.S.Paul, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. H.S. Matharu, XEN on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.      Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant is satisfied with the information provided except item no. 5.  Appellant is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and inspect the record regarding item no. 5. Respondent is directed to allow the Appellant to inspect the record. 
3.       On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. Since, the information has already been supplied by the Respondent, 

 no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th April, 2011

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

Sh. Gagnish Singh,

H.NO.1702/1,

Link Road, Near Cheema Chowk,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner,

D.C.Complex, Mini Sectt.,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Town Planner,

Pb, Sector-18/A, Madya Marg,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 147 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, ATP, O/o STP, Patiala, Sh. Amrinder Singh, ATP, O/o DTP, Ludhiana and Sh. Sandeep Kumar, SE, O/o CTP, Punjab Chandigarh 
ORDER

Heard

2
 Appellant has sought information on two items. Regarding item no. 1, Respondent states that copy of letter dated 20.05.1985 had already been provided to the Appellant, vide which original documents had been sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. In view of this fact, Appellant is advised that he should file the application with the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana as the sought for documents had been sent by the DTP, Ludhiana to the DC, Ludhiana vide their letter 20.05.1985 (copy of same has already been provided to the Appellant by the Respondent).

3.
Regarding item no. 2, Respondent states that information has already been provided to the Appellant. Today, Appellant is absent. The Appellant is not present even on the last date of hearing.  
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4.
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: 26th April, 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) Sh.  Dinesh Sahni, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         On the last date of hearing i.e. 22nd March, 2011, Respondent was directed to file the reply in response to the written reply of the Appellant. Respondent has failed to file the reply. He has sought another date. Respondent is again directed to file the reply by 10th May 2011 with a copy to the Appellant.
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 20.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th  April, 2011

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

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010
Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.        Respondent states that due to transfer of the Director O/o Health and Family Welfare, Pb enquiry to pin point officer/officials responsible for the delay has not been finalized and he has sought another date.  Sh. Ashok Nayear, Director O/o Health & Family Welfare, Pb is, hereby, directed to complete enquiry before the next date of hearing.
3.        Adjourned to 03.06.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th  April, 2011

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 989, Sector-15/A, 

Opp., Bishnoi Colony,

Market, Hisar, Haryana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Land Records,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Land Records,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 141 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Gurmel Ram, Financial Controller on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.      Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th April, 2011

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

Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma,

# 20/A, Gali No.4,

Dasmesh Nagar A,

Tripadi, Distt-Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Govt., Senior Secondary School,

Seona, P.O.Sidhiwal,

Distt-Patiala,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Govt., Senior Secondary School,

Seona, P.O.Sidhiwal,

Distt-Patiala,

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.152 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Sharma on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Malager Singh, Punjabi Teacher on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         As directed by the Commission on the last hearing, Respondent has brought the meeting register, which has been shown to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant has seen the same and is satisfied. 
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: 26th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Chander Shekhar,

C/o Kirpal Medical Store,

Tehsil Road Jagroan,

Ludhiana, Punjab.

R/o 364/22, Jagroan Nagar,

Jagroan, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 151 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Varinder Sharma on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Satyajit, J.E on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant is absent. He has authorized Sh. Varinder Sharma to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Appellant states that incomplete information has been supplied. Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant. He further states that if Appellant wants any further clarification, he can visit their office on any working day.
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: 26th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh,

S/o SH. Inder Singh,

H.No. W.O.51,

Basti-Danishmandan,

Jalandhar City.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 148 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. R.S.Rana, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         As directed by the Commission on the last hearing, Respondent has failed to provide the information.  Respondent states that some more time be given to trace the old record. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.           Adjourned to 03.06.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th April, 2011

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

Sh. Puneet Kumar Bansal,

Ward No.7, Banur,

Mohali.

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Banoor,

Distt-SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 440 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Puneet Kumar Bansal, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.         Complainant filed an application with the PIO, O/o E.O. Nagar Council, Banoor, Distt. SAS Nagar on 12.11.2010.  Respondent states that Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 308/- as documentation fee vide their letter dated 13.12.2010.  As a period of more than 30 days has elapsed since the date of making the application for information, no fees for the supply of information is payable. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply the information to the Complainant free of cost before the next date of hearing. 

3.
Adjourned to 20.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 26th April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
