STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Const. Div., PWD (B&R),

Kapurthala

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 75 of 2007

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



(ii) Sh. Nek Chand, SDE, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Appellant is absent. Respondent states that the entire information has been sent to the Appellant.  Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Shukla Kohli,
85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

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

O/o Executive Officer,
Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2321 of 2007
Present:
(i)Sh. Shukla Kohli, Complainant

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


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far with respect to his application for information dated 08.11.2007. He has also prayed that the Respondent be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 and that  he be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. Respondent states that the required information is to be given by the Superintendent (Sales) who has been given two reminders to supply the information and requested that one more opportunity be given to him, so that proper reply of the application for information may be given. 
3.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice already issued during the last hearing and also directed to give the required information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

 4.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties









Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
# 142, Sec-29, Chandigarh Road,

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

O/o Improvement Trust,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2380 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Complainant


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


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has filed three applications for information. In his first application dated 12.11.07, he has still not received the reply for item no. 2, 3, 4 & 5(iii). In application no. 2, he has also not received the reply for item no. 1. In application no.3 dated 22.01.08, complete reply has been received. Respondent is directed to give the reply of the points mentioned in the applications before the next date of hearing. Complainant states that he should be compensated for not supplying the information and the detriment suffered by him.  The Respondent is also directed to file an affidavit showing cause why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment allegedly suffered by him.  
3.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Ramesh Adya, 
S/o Sh. Amir Chand,

# 983, Phallan Adan, 

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

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1954 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Ramesh Adya, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Viz, APIO-cum-Suptd on behalf of the 



     Respondent 
(iii) Sh. Rahul Rampal, Advocate for Smt. Kamlesh Rani (third Party)

ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last hearing, notice was issued to Smt. Kamlesh Rani w/o Sh. Parveen Kumar, who is third party, to show as to how the information sought is exempt from disclosure. At today’s hearing, Sh. Rahul Rampal, Advocate appeared on behalf of Smt. Kamlesh Rani and states that he is not aware about the case and has requested for the copy of the complaint. Copy of the complaint has been supplied to him. Reply on behalf of Smt. Kamlesh Rani (third Party) be filed by the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 22.04.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties




Sd/-
                                            (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. J.S.Sandhu, Gen.Secy,
C-2170, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 437/07
Present:
None

ORDER



Appellant has informed on the telephone that still he has not received the complete information with respect to point no. 1 of his application for information dated 13.04.07. He has intimated that he is unable to attend the Commission today due to some unavoidable reasons.  Respondent is also absent. He is directed to supply the complete information with respect to the item no. 1 of the application for information before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,
Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Prov. Division, PWD B&R,

Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 56 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


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


Heard.
2.
The Appellant is absent. Respondent states that the entire information has been sent to the Appellant. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R,Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Treasury Officer,
Tehsil-Phagwara,
Distt-Kapurthala.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 78 of 2007
Present:
(i) None for the Appellant to 
(ii) Sh. Sohal Lal Singh, Sr. Assistant-cum-PIO Treasury Office,   Nakodar.
ORDER

Sh. Sohan Lal Singh, Sr. Assistant-cum-PIO, Treasury Office, Nakodar states that this complaint relates to the Treasury Office Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala. He states that notice, in the instant case, has been wrongly sent to Treasury Office, Nakodar. He further states that he has forwarded a copy of the notice to the concerned PIO, i.e. PIO in the Treasury office Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

2.
The perusal of the file discloses that the application for information was filed by the Appellant before the PIO, Treasury Office, Phagwara.  However, in the initial notice issued in the case, the Respondent has been shown as PIO, Treasury Office, Nakodar. It is because of this mistake that the Respondent has not been served. The description of the Respondent in the instant appeal, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly. 

3.
Let a fresh notice of hearing be sent to the parties for 25.04.2008 at (2.00 PM)
                                



Sd/-
                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
                                                                                  …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Secretary,
Deptt. of Welfare Sc/Bc/Pb,

Mini Sectt., CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 55 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Krishan Kumar Jindal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the 



     Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the Appellant had earlier also filed a complaint   (CC-1067/07) on the same subject matter. He says that CC-1067/07 has been disposed of by the bench comprising of Hon’ble Sh. R.K.Gupta, SIC & Hon’ble Sh. P.P.S. Gill, SIC. 

3.
 Appellant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution, copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
          …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,
Const.Div., PWD (B&R),

Kapurthala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 55 of 2007
Present:
(i) 
ORDER


Heard.
2.

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Treasury Officer,
Nakodar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 77 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Madan Lal, Treasury Officer, Phillaur & Sh. Sohan Lal 

     Singh, Sr.  Assistant-cum-PIO, Treasury Office, Nakodar, for the  Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Madan Lal, Treasury Officer, personally appeared and stated that the required information had already been sent by him, while he was working at Nakodar  and  that presently he is posted  as Treasury Officer, Phillaur. 
3.
The Appellant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution, copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. B.R, Bhadhi,

Treasury Officer (Retd),

Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar, Distt-Jalandhar.
.
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,
Prov.Div., PWD (B&R),

Jalandhar Cantt.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 76 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


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


Heard.
2.
The Appellant is absent. Respondent states that the entire information has been sent to the Appellant. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat,
26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kocher Market,

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

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 421 of 2007
Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present.  Dismissed for non prosecution.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th March, 2008
