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

Sh. Som Raj,

S/o Sh. Chaino Ram,

Member of NMA,

Govt of NCT, New Delhi,

Village-Basroop, P.O, Sujanpur, 

Tehsil-Pathankot, Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,

Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1190 of 2011

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



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

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 25.05.2011 by registered post. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about the reasons for 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: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Stinu Jain, RTI Activist,

Shree Jain Bhawan,

Street No.13, Abohar-152116.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 393 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Bohar Singh,Sr. Assistant on behalf of Respondent no.2 and Sh. Jaspal Singh, Clerk on behalf of Respondent no. 1.
ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has personally collected the information from their office. Today, Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 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. 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.

3.
Adjourned to 28.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

H.No.1375, Gali No.Chobara Wali,

Village-Verka, Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food and Supply Controller,

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1172 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Mohinder Singh Chawla, AFSO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has filed his application for information on 15.10.10. He further states that Complainant was advised to deposit the documentation fee vide their letter dated 09.11.2010. But he has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Complainant is advised to deposit the fee for providing information. Respondent is directed to provide all the document to the Complainant on receipt of the requisite fee. 

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: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

H.No.2123, Sector-27/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Central Jail,

Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1165 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Subhash Chander Sharma, Warder on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Complainant filed an application for information on 26.02.2011 to the PIO O/o Central Jail, Ferozepur.  Instead of providing the information, Respondent has written to the Complainant on 13.05.2011 to deposit Rs. 1342 as RTI fee for getting the sought for information. According to RTI rules, after one month, information is to be provided free of cost.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant, free of cost before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Surinder Singh,

59-A, Rani Ka Bagh,

Near, Mata Ka Mandir,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1181 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Sanjeevc Devgan, B.I. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 29.04.2011. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about the reasons for 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: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor,

S/o SH. Om Parkash,

R/o K-67, 4th Lane,

Majitha Enclave,

Near-24, No Phatak,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Block-C,

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1182 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Raj Kumar Kapoor, the Complainant


(ii)Sh. Arvind, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
Heard 

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  He has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information provided. Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  Respondent is also directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Applicant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

3.         Adjourned  to 13.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Sant Singh,

R/o 105, Walia Enclave,

Opposite, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

IInd Floor, A-Block,

Mini Sectt, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 332 of 2011

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


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

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Appellant states that wrong information has been provided to him by the Respondent. He wants information as under:-

“(i) Orders passed by Collector/DDPO, on my petition dated 06.09.2010 and 15.09.2010

(ii) Final orders passed by him (DDPO), after deep inquiry as asked to him by the Director, in respect of my appeal No. 346 and 380, reverted to him on 01.11.2010.”

3.
Respondent is directed to provide complete and correct information to the Complainant.  PIO is also directed to be personally present along with complete information on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
4.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Sant Singh,

R/o 105, Walia Enclave,

Opposite, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat

Punjab, SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat

Punjab, SAS Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 331 of 2011
Present:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Charnji Lal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
Heard 

2.
Appellant sought copy of the final order passed by the Director on the appeal No. 346 and 380 dated 20.07.2010 and 16.08.2010.  Respondent states that in this regard copy of the judgment has already been provided to the Appellant.  Respondent further states that, if the Appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the Director, he should see legal remedies. 


3.
Since, information stands supplied, 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: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Personal and Policies,

P.P.Branch-1, Punjab.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Finance Department,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 319 of 2011

Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan , the complainant 


Sh. Purshotam Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of Respondent no.1

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Sh. Purshotam Kumar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of Principal Secretary, Personal and Policies, Punjab states that information sought by the Appellant has to be checked up from the various manuals. He has sought another date.

3.
Neither the PIO nor his representative is present on behalf of Finance Department. It is understood that the Budget Officer-cum- Under Secretary is the PIO. Therefore, Budget Officer-cum-Under Secretary is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 28.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Gurnam Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadu Singh, 

Shankar Nagar (Fatehgarh Road),

Hoshiarpur - 146001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 898 of 2011

Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Suptd., Grade-I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 28.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Suket Gupta, President,

Vigilant Indian People,

Fourms, Shop No.7,

Nanha Complex, Kapurthala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 993 of 2011
Present:
(i) Sh. Suket Gupta, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Complainant states that he had sought information from PIO, O/o D.C., whereas PIO, O/o DC has wrongly transferred his application to Tehsildar. Sh. Narinder Singh, Reader appearing on behalf of the PIO O/o Tehsildar, Kapurthala states that this information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.  He further states that he has already written to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala on 20.05.2011 to provide information to the Complainant but no information has been provided to the Complainant by the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala. It is observed that PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala has wrongly transferred the application to the PIO O/o Tehsildar, Kapurthala without going through the contents of RTI application.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala is directed to show cause as to:- 

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to them has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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. 

Contd..P-2
-2-

4.
PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala 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 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Ayan Singh,

House No.Near Tanki No. 3,

M.K.Road, Khanna, 

C/o Daawal Veg. G.T.Road,

Khanna

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Committee,

Khanna

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 905 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER

Complainant has sent a letter dated 21.04.2011 which shows that he has received the information on 05.05.2011. Today, 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: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. G.S. Gandhi, Advocate

Kothi No. 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh - 160022

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation Ltd.,

Regd. Office : 18 Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 914 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO and Sh. Amrik Singh S.O on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Complainant states that information provided is not correct. He further states that Respondent has filled written submission in the Court that 147 plots were allotted.  He only wants to know the name of the persons to whom the remaining plots were allotted. Respondent is directed to provide list of the 151 applicants of industrial plots on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Harmesh Chand, Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, Nurpur Khurd,

Uperwala, Block Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil-Anandpur Sahib, Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 978 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

Complainant has sent a letter on 02.05.2011, submitting that he has received complete information and is satisfied.

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: 31st    May, 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 – 141 012

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 281 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.
Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO appearing on behalf of the PIO states that due to urgent meeting, PIO is unable to attend today’s hearing. He further states that sought for information was sent to the Appellant on 04.05.2011. Appellant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. The case is, therefore, dismissed for non-prosecution.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Khalia, H.No. Near Tanki No.3,

M.K.Road, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Charanjit Singh, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Complainant states that he has already provided the photocopy of the letter to the Respondent, showing that the said letter dated 31.01.2006 was received by Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Clerk regarding which information was sought by him.  Respondent states that he has enquired the matter regarding loss of record and has issued show cause notice to Sh. Mohan Lal, Draftsman, who is presently working in the O/o Municipal Corporation, Mohali.  Respondent is directed to verify the signatures of the receipt clerk on the documents submitted by the Complainant and if found that said application regarding which information was sought had been received in his office. The sought for information be provided before the n ext date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Piara Singh,

VPO :- Kahanuwal Ghaiyanwali Gali,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Ferozepur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1091 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) SH. Gurpreet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent has submitted that information has been provided to the Complainant and his arrear of pay will be worked out shortly. 
3.
In view of the statement of the Respondent, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 31st    May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
