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

Sh. Joginder Pal,

S/o Sh. Hardita Ram,

V.P.O.Lalwan Block,

Mahilpur, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mehalpur, Hoshiarpur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 879 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Kewal Singh, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that Complainant has already been informed vide their letter dated 12.11.2010 that the entire record pertaining to elections of the Panchayat held in 2008 has been kept sealed in the boxes by the concerned Returning Officer.  The record pertaining to the elections can not be opened without the orders of the Election Tribunal or Court.  He further states that Complainant should approach the office of the State Election Commission in this regard.  Since, information is to be provided by the State Election Commission.  Complainant is advised to file separate application to the concerned department in this regard.

 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: 28th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
Note:-
After the hearing, Complainant Sh. Joginder Pal appeared and states that he has not received the reply from the department as sent to the Commission. Copy of the information supplied by the Respondent be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order.  

Sd/-
                                                                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:-Bolapur,

Jhabewal, P/O Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer 

Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, 

Opp. Distt. Courts, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 309 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. T.S. Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana 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 Complainant. He further states that Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute , Ludhiana is receiving the Government grant and in view of this fact this school  is the ‘public authority’ and the remaining information be provided by this School.
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, Ludhiana may be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Chairman, Om Devum Motor Driving Training Institute, Opp. Distt. Courts, Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill:-Bolapur,

Jhabewal, P/O Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 104 of 2011

Present:
 (i) (i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. T.S. Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana 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. Regarding item no. 4 & 5, Sh. T.S. Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana and the Appellant have mutually agreed to meet in the office of the Respondent on 04.05.2011 (Wednesday) for inspection of record.
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: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,

S/o Sh. Maghar Singh,

Vill-Dodra, Tehsil-Samana,

P.O.Kulurma, Distt-Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Panchayat Secy.,

Dodra, Tehsil-Samana,

Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 881 of 2011

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


(ii) Smt. Gurtej Kaur, Sarpanch on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has already deposited Rs. 850/- for the sought for information and he went to the office of Respondent many times to collect it personally but Respondent has failed to provide the information. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant by post before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated. 
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Subhash Namdev,

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 278 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.      Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Respondent further states that Appellant has raised many queries for which no information can be supplied, as the information which only exist in the record can be supplied, and the queries are not to be replied. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Last opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case.
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Sukha Singh,

S/o Sh. Sawarn Singh,

Gen Secy., Vikas Society,

Village-Khulla, Tehsil-Patti,

Distt-Tarn Taran.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No 885 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Mela Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the information relating to the period 2003 onwards has already been sent to the Complainant. Regarding earlier information, that is not available in the record, as the concerned Sarpanch has not given the record and in this connection the action has been initiated against the Sarpanch. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. 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 complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th April, 2011

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

Sh. Chamkaur Singh,

Member Panchayat,

V & P.O. Sehna,

District-Barnala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sehna, Barnala,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Barnala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 262 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Social Education and Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he has already deposited the amount of Rs. 1000/- as the documentation fee with the BDPO, Sehna, district Samrala. Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Sehna has asked the Appellant to deposit Rs. 10/- per page as the documentation fee whereas RTI fee is Rs. 2/- per page.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing as per fee fixed by the Govt. i.e Rs.2/- per page.  Respondent should also inform the Appellant to visit their office to verify the documents regarding which further fee is to be charged from him 

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: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Subhash Namdev,

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 284 of 2011

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


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

Heard

2.         Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Appellant by registered post. Last opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case.
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

Stenographer (Retd.),

H.No.1375, Gali chobara Wali,

Verka, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Transport, Pb

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 873 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.         Sh. Jiwan Kishore, Suptd., O/o Director Transport Punjab has appeared in another case i.e. CC: 874/2011 states that information relating to item no. 8 and 9 is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Secretary, Transport Punjab. Neither the PIO, O/o Secretary, Transport nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO, O/o Secretary Transport, Punjab has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. PIO, O/o Secretary Transport , Punjab is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

Assistant Public Relation Officer,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd),

# 5, St. No.2, Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Banur, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 544 of 2011

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

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

Heard

2.     On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. Today, Respondent states that he has sent the information to the Complainant through ordinary post. Complainant is absent. To clarify the matter, Respondent is directed to bring the proof on the next date of hearing regarding mode by which the information was sent on 10.01.11 and on 13.04.2001.
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

Assistant Public Relation Officer,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd),

# 5, St. No.2, Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Nabha, Distt-Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 542 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.        Respondent states that sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 22.02.2011 by registered post. Respondent has shown the dispatch register but he has not brought the stamp register to justify that the said letter has been sent by registered post as stated in the Commission. Respondent is directed to bring stamp register on the next date of hearing.

3.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that this information was to be provided by Sh. Amit Kumar, Junior Engineer who was asked vide their letter dated 25.01.2011 and 16.02.2011 to provide the information and therefore, delay has occurred on account Sh. Amit Kumar, Clerk, Junior Engineer. He further states that Sh. Amit Kumar, J.E. has since been transferred to Municipal Council, Rajpura on 24.02.2011.
4.
In view of the above facts, Sh. Amit Kumar, J.E. presently posted in Municipal Council, Rajpura is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for delay in providing the information. Sh. Amit Kumar, J.E. is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Sh. Amit Kumar, Junior Engineer, Municipal Council, Rajpura

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

Sh. Nitin Partap Singh,

9, Bank Colony,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 894of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Nitin Partap Singh, the Complainant 

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

ORDER

Heard

2.         All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information to the Complainant within two weeks.

3.
Adjourned to 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th April, 2011

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

Smt. Rupinder Kaur,

W/o SH. Rubby Gurpreet,

H.No.1054, Gobindpura,

Manimajra, U.T. Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb,
Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 875 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.       Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the O/o Director State Transport, Pb, Chandigarh states that the sought for information is to be provided by the State Transport Commissioner, Pb, Chandigarh.  It is observed that the PIO O/o Director State Transport Pb has not transferred the RTI application of the Complainant to the concerned department as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. PIO O/o Director State Transport, Pb is directed to be careful while dealing with the RTI applications in future.  He should immediately transfer the RTI application to the concerned PIO under intimation to the Complainant.
3.    Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb, Chandigarh.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb, Chandigarh be impleaded as Respondent.2.   I further direct that PIO, 
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O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb, Chandigarh should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

4.
Adjourned to 03.06.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Subhash Namdev,

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 279 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. T.S. Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.        Sh. T.S. Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana appeared on behalf of the Respondent  and state that the required information has already been supplied to the Appellant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant ,  the same has been taken on record.

3.
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: 28th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

Stenographer (Retd.),

H.No.1375, Gali chobara Wali,

Verka, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 874 of 2011

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


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

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has not received the copy of information sent to him by the Respondent. Another copy of information is given to the Complainant today by the Respondent. 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 27.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
