STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

11-D, Rishi Nagar,

Opposite BSNL Telephone Exchange,

Ludhiana 141001.
   

                                
                     …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

PUDA, Ludhiana.
          



                
      ……. Respondent

CC No. 1813 of 2008






    ORDER

Present :
Dr. Rajinder Parkash, Complainant, in person.

Mt. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, for the Respondent.



----



The information  in this case stands supplied to the Complainant.


The case  is, thus, disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated, October 24, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rajinder Kumar,

7-Ajit Nagar, Patiala.
 

S.B. Gupta,

3, Ajit Nagar, Patiala

                                                          
         …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.







        ……Respondent
CC No. 2138 of 2008





     ORDER
Present :
None for the  Complainants.



None for the  Respondent.




           ----



There is a smudged Fax message dated 24.10.2008 from the APIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, which is taken on record. The APIO is directed to be present at the next date of hearing with a readable reply.


The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 pm. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated, October 24, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

11-D, Rishi Nagar,

Opposite BSNL Telephone Exchange,

Ludhiana -141001.
   

                            . …..Complainant      
                     

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

PUDA, Ludhiana.
          



      .. …. Respondent
CC No. 1517 of  2008





    ORDER

Present :
Dr. Rajinder Parkash, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, for the Respondent.




----



Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, has furnished his power of attorney, on behalf of the Respondent.

2.

This case came up for hearing on 26.09.2008 wherein it was ordered that the information, as and if it exists  on record, be provided to the Complainant only on 02 points mentioned at point 02 and point 03 in that order.  3.

The Respondent’s representative today says that the record is voluminous and it would require some time to retrieve the information and  seeks adjournment of the case to a later date. He also says that the copy of the order, dated 26.09.2008, is not on the record in his file and demands a copy of the same.  A copy  is given to him.
4.

The Respondent is directed that the information be sent to the Complainant not later than 14.11.2008 with a compliance report to the Commission.  


The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 pm.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated, October 24, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Vijay Bhardwaj,

S/o Bal Krishan,

House No. 146, Gali No. 02,

New Golden Avenue, Amritsar.


          
                ...…Complainant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar.



                  
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








CC No. 2147 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Vijay Bhardwaj, in person.



Representative, Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk, for the Respondent.

----



The information stands supplied to the Complainant, who however, points out certain deficiencies, as given below and seeks appropriate response; as per RTI application:

(1) What is the correct area of the plot in question? Is it 172.62 Sq. yards or 176.62 Sq. yards?

(2) Name of the then Chairman of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

(3) Date on which the then Chairman signed the requisite form.

(4) Date on which the agreement regarding the plot was given to him.

(5) The Date on which he was given the possession of the said plot.

2.

The Respondent hands over to the Complainant photo copies of the 02 letters that he has demanded in my presence today.

3.

I direct the Respondent to supply attested information/document(s), as and if it exists on record, to the Complainant within a week of receipt of this order.



The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 PM for confirmation.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dropti Devi Vij,

D/o Bala Ram, # 75, Professor Colony,

Opp. Punjabi University,

Patiala-147002.




          
                ...…Complainant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.



                  
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








CC No. 2132 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Dr. Vijay Kumar Sharma, Sr. Medical Officer, for the Respondent. 

----



The representative of the Respondent shows the copy of the dispatch register, vide which the asked for information on all the 07 points has been sent to the Complainant on 13.10.2008. 



The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 PM for confirmation.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mohinder Singh,

House No. 2191, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh.
          
                                ...…Complainant




                          
                     

 



  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

                  
      
               
        ..…. Respondent



                    








CC No. 694 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Mohinder Singh, in person.

Representative, Mr. Janak Singh, Supdt.,-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.

----



The instant case was first heard by Ld. SIC, Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, who desired that the matter be allocated to some ;other Bench.  Accordingly, the Ld. CIC transferred this case to this Bench on 15.09.2008.  I passed an order on 24.09.2008 that the case be listed for hearing on 24.10.2008.  

2.

A reading of order dated 05.08.2008 reveals that necessary information was sent to the Complainant on 07.03.2008 and that the Complainant being old is unable to climb the stairs.  

3.

Therefore, I deputed my Private Secretary, Mr. J. S. Saini to record the submissions of the Complainant.  This was done in the presence of the representative of the Respondent, Mr. Janak Singh. 

4.

According to him, another copy of the reply dated 07.03.2008, was again given to the Complainant today.  The copy of the same is taken on record.  

5.

The respondent also says that there is nothing more on record to give to the Complainant.  The Complainant was asked to give his comments, if any, in writing on the information given to him, dated 07.03.2008, to the Commission.  He, however, insisted that the; matter be adjourned for the purpose.



The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rakesh Babber, S/o Lt. Sh. Ashok Kumar Babber,

R/o, St. No. 02, Gobind Nagri,

Abohar, Tehsil Abohar,

District Ferozepur.





                      ..…Applicant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o UCO Bank, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.


                  
      
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








MR No. 89 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Representative, Mr. S.P. Khariwal, for the Applicant.

----



In the instant case, the applicant has sought some information from UCO Bank.  The Bank does not fall under the jurisdiction of this Commission for adjudicating under the RTI Act.  The Complainant may file an application for information before the Central Information Commission, New Delhi, if he so desires.  



The case is disposed of and closed.



Copy of the order be sent to the party.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Charan Dass,  S/o Sh. Dilip Chand,

VPO Dhamai , Tehsil Garhshankar,

District Hoshiarpur.




          
                ...…Complainant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur.



                  
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








CC No. 1391 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Charan Dass, in person

Representative, Mr. Pawan Kumar, Supdt., for the Respondent. 

----



The Complainant has apparently filed 02 applications.  In one he has sought information about the grants to the village and in the other, CC-1391/2008 he has submitted an affidavit on 07 points.  

2.

During the hearing on 05.09.2008, the Respondent mixed up the information on these 02 complaints.  On that day, he handed over the information running into approximately 280 pages to the Complainant on village grants, which does not relate to the instant case.  

3.

Insofar as CC-1391/2008 is concerned, the points raised in the affidavit as well as in the letter to the SIC, dated 20.06.2008, the Complainant has only expressed opinion or given his observations, which do not constitute information, as defined in the RTI Act, Section 2 (f).



Therefore, the case CC-1391/2008 is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

M.S. Toor, advocate,

First Seat, Back Side D.C. office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.



          
                ...…Complainant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.



                  
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








CC No. 1459 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.

None for the Respondent. 

----



Vide order dated 26.09.2008, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) was imposed upon the Respondent PIO, namely, Mr. Vimal Setia, DTO, Amritsar, under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.  (In the said order the amount of penalty in words has been inadvertently typed as “Twenty Thousand”.  It should read “Twenty Five Thousand only” corresponding with the amount mentioned in figures—Rs. 25,000/-).  This amount of penalty was ordered to be deposited in the treasury by the Respondent within a week from the receipt of the order and the case was adjourned to 24.10.2008 for confirmation of compliance.

2.

Today, a letter has been received from the Respondent saying that the Hon’ble High Court has stayed the proceedings in the instant case.  A photo copy of the order dated 22.10.2008 in CWP No. 18258 of 2008 has been placed on record.  As per this order, notice of motion has been issued for 14.01.2009, and in the mean time, the impugned order has been stayed.

3.

In view of the aforementioned order by the Hon’ble High Court, the case is adjourned sine die.  The parties or any one of them would be at liberty to make an application for fixing a date of hearing as and when the matter is finally disposed of by the Hon’ble High Court.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surender Kumar, S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

Village Sialba Majri,

Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali.



          
                ...…Complainant




                          
                     





  




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Engineer (C-1),

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.




                  
      
                ..…. Respondent



                    








AC No. 236 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Representative, Mr. Mohan Lal, for the Appellant.

Representative, Mr. Ravinder Kumar, Supdt.,-cum-APIO, for the Respondent. 

----



Consequent upon the order dated 08.09.2008, the file was sent to the CIC.  On a note from the CIC, dated 18.09.2008, the case was fixed for hearing today. (Reference on page 16 in the case file.)

2.

As per order dated 04.08.2008, the only information the representative of the Appellant sought was about ‘the next date of hearing of the case in the Court’.
3.

The Respondent, vide reply dated 08.09.2008, has, alongwith 02 annexures, given the requisite information to the Appellant, a copy of which is on record in the file (Reference pages 18-20).  As per court order, the Appellant has been declared a “proclaimed offender”.

4.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.




Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 24, 2008

