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

Sh. Lakha Singh,

24/122, Krishan Nagar,

Nabha Gate, Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 798 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Lakha Singh, Appellant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant regarding item No.4 & 6 as directed by, Sh. Darbara Singh Khalon, SIC, Punjab. Appellant states that he has not been provided information relating to Item No. 8. Respondent states that Complainant may visit his office on any working day, if he wants more information.  Respondent is directed to provide information relating to item No.8 to the Appellant within one week.
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: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village-Bholapur,

Jhabewal P/o Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,
Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt of Transport,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3904 of 2010
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Iqbal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that this case was to be heard on 03.05.2011, as per orders of the pervious Commissioner, Sh. Darbara Singh Khalon, SIC, Punjab, the sought for information will be provided before that. Respondent O/o Chief Secy., Personnel Deptt, states that this information is to be provided by the O/o Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab and application of the Complainant has already been sent to the concerned office. Respondent O/o Chief Secy., Punjab has requested that he should be exempted for further hearings, as the information is to be provided by the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab. In view of the facts, stated above Respondent, O/o Chief Secy., is exempted for further hearings. PIO O/o Principal Secy., should ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.            Adjourned to 03.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Public Information Officer, O/o Chief Secretary, Personnel Deptt, Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road, Kurali,

Distt. Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

Kurali (Mohali)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 701 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Executive Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that information as per record has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has received the same and is satisfied. 
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: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Maninder Singh

H.No. 5157,

Sector 38(West),

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Technical Education and Industrial Training

Sector 36, Chandiarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 665 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Maninder Singh, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Respondent has again clarified that further action will be taken at the time of filling of posts.
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.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th April, 2011

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

Sh. 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. _____of 2011

Present:
 (i)
ORDER

Heard

2.         

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Inderjit Sahni,

S/o Tilak Raj Sahni,

House No. 1351-HIG, 

Phase-1, Bathinda-151 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer

Improvement Trust, 
Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 670 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Smt. Seema Rani on behalf of the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.        Complainant has authorized Smt. Seema Rani to appear on his behalf.  Respondent states that all the information sought by the Complainant is as per allotment letter, copy of which has already been sent to the Complainant. Respondent further states that Complainant has raised many queries for which no information can be supplied. Since information, as available, in record has been provided and no opinion or reasons are to be given regarding queries of the Complainant. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Bishan Dass,

H.No. 1902/17/1

Gali No. 42,

Mohalla Preet Nagar,

New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport,

Jeevan Deep Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 710 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Bishan Dass, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. 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: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. S.C. Ralhan,

E-184, Phase IV, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141 010

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o  Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 676 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. 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 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Surjit Singh

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

R/o H.No. 3420, St. No. 10,

New Janta Nagar, Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

The Managing Director,

Punjab Land Development and Reclamation  Corporation Ltd.

SCO  835-836, Sector 22A,

Chandigarh - 160022
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 703 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. J.K.Dixit, General Manager-cum-PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide their letter dated 26/29.03.2011. He further states that Complainant has compromised in the Labour Court that a lump-sum amount of Rs. 1,71,431 may be paid to him towards full and final settlement of entire claim. Copy of the information provided is taken on record. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 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 disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

Beri Wali Gali,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 610 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.       Respondent states that information as per record has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has received the same and is satisfied. 

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: 8th April, 2011

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

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

11-D, Rishi Nagar

Opp. BSNL, Telephone-Exchange

Ludhiana – 141001 (Punjab)

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 669 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.        Respondent states that sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 08.03.2011. In the information provided, Complainant has not informed the name of the officer who is looking after the basic sanitation facilities and road lightning facilities. Respondent further states that Sh. Jagdev Singh, Junior Engineer looks after these works. Since, the information, as available, in records stands provided. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

15/JR, 1131, Urban Estate-I,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Supt. Of Police,

Jalandhar (Rural).

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3674 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.         Complainant has sought information regarding his salary bills and Acquaintance roll and arrear of pay.  Respondent states that information relating to Jalandhar district has been given to him.  He further states that service book of the Complainant is with the office of DGP, Punjab, so it is not possible to know where the Complainant has worked during his previous service period.  Moreover, remaining information is to be provided by the PIOs where the Complainant has served earlier. 
3.           In view of the above facts, Complainant is advised to file separate application with the PIOs where he has served earlier. 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: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Office (Retd.),

Member, RTI Activities, Fedration,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Sirhind.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2567 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, the complainant 

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

Heard

2.         Complainant sates that he sought information from the PIO, O/o E.O.Nagar Council, Sirhind vide his application dated 07.07.2010 but complete information has not been given to him so far. In the last orders i.e. 15.02.2011, Respondent was directed to provide information on three points. Inspite of the order of the Commission, Respondent has failed to provide the information to the Complainant. Sh. Narinder Singh, Inspector has attended today’s hearing and states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Amrik Singh, who is on leave today. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Sirhind is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of complete information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(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. 

Contd…P-2
-2-

4.
PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Sirhind is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is  also directed to supply complete information till date to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
5.
Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St.I-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O.Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1142of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that all the information has been provided to the Appellant. Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week. Respondent is directed to file their written replies that all information for the period of 01.04.2009 to 27.08.2010 has been provided and no information is left on the next date of hearing.
3.            Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana, Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1689 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Complainant states that he sought information from the Respondent as under:-
 a) Order of the Commissioner Sh. A.K.Sinha, including file notings regarding entrustment of the inquiry to Joint Commissioner Mr. M.S, Jaggi. 

3.      Complainant states that inspite of many hearings in the Commission, this information has not been provided to him. Sh. H.C.Salaria appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is not available in their office, it is in the O/o Additional Commissioner, Mr. M.S.Jaggi. 
4.           Mr. M.S.Jaggi, Additional Commissioner, is directed to provide this information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.        Complainant further states that his RTI application was received back undelivered by the postal authorities with the remarks that application was refused by the PIO. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

6.         Copy of the order be sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana with the directions to direct all the PIOs not to return the RTI application. He should make arrangement in the Head Office to transfer the RTI applications to the concerned PIOs of different Zone.
7.           Adjourned to 10.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                        

                                                            (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:-
Mr. M.S.Jaggi, Additional Commissioner, Ludhiana.


Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu,

Advocate, 329, New Courts,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3514 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Parampal Singh, ATP on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant is absent. He was absent even on the last two hearings i.e. 30.12.10 and 03.02.2011. In the hearing dated 03.02.2011, Complainant was asked to seek specific information regarding any building in the Jalandhar. Respondent states that Complainant has not sought information about any specific building inspite of the order of the Commission. 

3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, It appears that Complainant is not interested in pursuing this matter. The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
