STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Pritika,
3 372-C, Pocket-2,

Mayur Vihar, Phase-1,

Delhi.
             …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,(New Building),
Near Moti Bagh Palace,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 403 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Vij, L.A-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Appellant has sent a request that she is unable to appear personally for the hearing fixed for 20.03.2008 and has also informed that she has not received any information so far.
3.
Respondent states that the Appellant has earlier asked for similar information which was sent to the Appellant vide their letter No.316 dated 18.04.2007, copy of which has been taken on record. This may be sent to the Appellant along with the orders.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mansa Ram,
85-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Youth Services, Pb,
Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2267 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Mansa Ram, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Charanjeet Singh, Assistant Director and Sh. Jeet Singh Buter, Assistant Director
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Respondent states that the required information has been delivered to the Complainant. Copy of the same has been taken on record. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Krinshan Kirti,
BXXV 343/1 D.

Salem Tabri G.T Road (W),

P.O. Netasi Nagar,

Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 94 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Krishan Kirti, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Pawan Sood, Inspector, Municipal Corporation, 



     Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the required information has not been provided to him. He was asked to attend the Corporation office on 16.01.08 vide letter dated 10.01.08, whereas that letter was posted on 18.01.08 and after that no intimation was sent to him by the Corporation authorities for attending the office. Complainant states that the property in question belongs to him and he is the co-owner having 1/6th share in the property having approximate area of 4000 sq yds  but by mistake Corporation authorities have allotted this number to Swastik Knitting & Spinning Mill, which is a different property and having approximately area of 2200 sq. yards as per the sale deed and further states these are two different properties but the Corporation is clubbing them as one property, in  order to get the clear picture he has asked the Corporation that while issuing TS-1 Corporation must have relied upon some document viz title deed or any other revenue record or any other document which may be shown to him.  
Contd…….P-2

-2-

3.
PIO or his authorized representative is directed to bring the record relating to the property no. B- XXXIII-330 on the basis of which TS-1 has been allotted, on the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 10.04.2008 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Som Nath,

665/8-C, New Upkar Nagar,

Civil Lines, Near Sadhu Ram,

Tall Wala, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 271 of 2007

Alongwing

AC No.272 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant




(ii) Sh. Ashok Verma Suptd-cum-APIO

ORDER


Heard.
2.
The request submitted by the Respondent to review the orders of the Commission has been considered and it has been found that point mentioned in his review application has already been considered in the order dated 28.12.07. Moreover there is no provision in the RTI Act 2005, conferring the power of review of the orders passed by the Commission on the judicial side.  The review application is, therefore, rejected with the direction that the compensation as already awarded be paid to the Appellant without any further delay.

3.
The case to be come up on 11.04.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. 


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,
Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Punjab Mandi Board,

SCO No-149-52, Sec-17-C,

Chandigarh.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 414 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Chander Shekhar APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that complete information has not been delivered to him. With regard to information against item No.1, as mutually agreed by both the parties, Respondent shall provide the information for one month relating to rooms only as per pro-forma submitted by the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The Complainant may also point out the deficiencies, if any, in relation to the information supplied to him against points NO.2 to 4 of his application for information.
3.
Adjourned to 24.04.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurdarshan Singh 

Room No.6, 4th Floor, Pb, 

Civil Sectt, CHD.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o MD, Pb,
Scheduled Castes Land Deve & Finance Corpn,

SCO-101-103, Sec-17-C, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1860 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Suraj Geol, Law Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the attendance register has been located and copy of the same has been delivered to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied but has requested that penal action should be taken against the Respondent for deliberately not providing the information as per time frame stipulated in the Act. According to the Complainant,  he had made the application for information on 25.09.2007 and the information has been supplied after delay of more than 5 months for which  the PIO be penalized and the Complainant be suitably  compensated for the loss/detriment suffered by him.
3.
PIO is directed to show cause, by filing an affidavit on the next date of hearing, why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI ACT, 2005 for not supplying the information in time and why the Complainant be not awarded compensation. 
4
Adjourned to 10.04.2008 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Janak Raj,
S/o Sh. Ram Lal,

Opp. Improvement Trust Colony,

Arya Nagar, Jail Road,

Gurdaspur (Pb).
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Gurdaspur (Pb).
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1930 of 2007
Present:
None
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last date of hearing also neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present and today again both are absent. It is presumed that the Complainant has received the required information and he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. N.K.Sayal. Acc.Officer,
Sayal Street, Sirhind.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner,
Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1802 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Preet Kamal, Assistant Town Planner on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission, the Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far with respect to the information provided to him. Complainant was not present during the last hearing also. It is presumed that he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Surinder Singh Jathaul,
S/o Late Dr.Bal Singh,

R/o Flate No-5201/1,

Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, CHD.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Pawan Sood, Inspector, MC, Ludhiana on behalf of the 


    Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the copy of the complaint is not available in their record and stated that the servant of the Complainant visited their office who had been asked to supply the copy of the complaint, as the signed copy of complaint was not available with the servant, the same was not supplied by him.  Copy of the complaint is provided to the Respondent in Commission’s office and he was asked to give suitable reply before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 10.04.2008 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
Note:  Just after the hearing Sh. Surinder Singh Jathaul, Complainant  attended the Commission and informed that he was present in the morning also but as the Respondent was not present, he had just gone out for sometime and stated that the Respondent has given a misleading information. Respondent has already supplied partial information vide their letter no. 186/RTI/SZD dated 06.12.07.  He also stated that this information was prepared on 12.12.07 but the date was changed to 06.12.07 just to show that there is no delay in providing the information and Respondent has sent this information through UPC on 08.01.08 whereas they have deposited the money to provide information by speed post. He further stated that the information relating to point no. 1, 2,3,4,7,8,14,22,24,25 & 26 of their application has still not been provided. Respondent is directed to bring the entire record relating to the information which has still not been provided to the Complainant on the next date of hearing and the file relating to this property may also be brought in the Commission’s office.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mukand Lal Bhatia,
S.L.Kapoor Market,

19-S.L.Kapoor Market,

Ghati Balmit, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 9 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Pawan Sood, Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 

     behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the Complainant filed a similar application i.e. CC-865/2007 earlier also relating to the same information and the said case has been disposed of by Hon’ble Sh. R.K.Gupta, State Information Commissioner Punjab.  As the complaint is similar in both the cases, no further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Arun Kumar Singla,

S/o Sh. Kewal Krishan Singla,

R/o 6-C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
             …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 14 of 2008

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


(ii) Mr. Rony, Stenographer on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the desired information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not present. It is presumed that he is satisfied.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Arun Kumar Singla,

S/o Sh. Kewal Krishan Singla,

R/o 6-C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
       ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.`
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 16 of 2008

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


(ii) Mr. Rony, Stenographer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the desired information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not present. It is presumed that he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sikander Singh,

V&P.O-Chhapar,

Ludhiana.
       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 46 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Sikander Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Mahinder Pratap, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the application of Complainant is not available in their record. Complainant says that the said application had been sent by registered post. Again copy of the application has been handed over to the Respondent in the Commission and he is directed to give the required information before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 10.04.2008 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,
# 32-Sewa Nagar (w),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,
Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1789 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that no further information has been provided to him inspite of the order issued by the Commission during the last date of hearing. It is observed, that the Respondent is not taking the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. He is once again directed that the record relating to the said information be traced and information should be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 16.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32-Sewa Nagar (w),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

     CC No. 1677 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that still one receipt and one challan have not been provided to him. Respondent is directed to supply the same before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 16.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32-Sewa Nagar (w),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).

       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1655 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant states that still 26 copies of the counter foils have not been supplied to him. Moreover, information in relation to the attendance register as directed by the Commission during the last hearing has also not been provided. The Complainant further submits that Information relating to casual leave account should also be provided for the period for which attendance register has been asked for.

3.
Adjourned to 16.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32-Sewa Nagar (w),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1678 of 2007
Along with

CC No. 1700 of 2007 & CC No.1791 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant admits that the required information has been received but insists that compensation should be paid to him by the Respondent as he has suffered loss/detriment for not being provided the information in time.

3.
Adjourned to 16.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sarabjit Kaur,

# 32-Sewa Nagar (w),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar (Pb).
       ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1656 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Sarwinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard.
2.
During the last hearing, Respondent promised that this information will be collected from the State Transport Commissioner’s office at personal level and will be delivered to the Complainant. However, in today’s hearing she has stated that the State Transport Commissioner has been requested vide letter No.1338 dated 03.03.2008 to send the record to their office. She has shown her helplessness to get the record from the State Transport Commissioner’s office. Notice should be issued to the PIO of the State Transport Commissioner’s office to be present on the next date of hearing and also the relevant record should be sent to the DTO, Amritsar office so that the Complainant’s request for information can be served.

3.
Adjourned to 16.04.2008 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th March, 2008
