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

Sh. Baaga Singh, President,

S/o Shri Kasam Ram, r/o Balmeek Road, 

Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue),

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue),

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2388 of 2013
Present :      (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Parvinder Korpal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 08.08.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o  FCR, Punjab, Sh. Bagga Singh has sought information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 31.10.2013.

4.
Sh. Parvinder Korpal, Sr. Assistant appearing and states that the same matter was disposed in the Court of Hon’ble Narinderjit Singh, SIC in CC No. 2093/ 2013 dated 26.11.2013.  
5.
In view of the foregoing, the complaint stands disposed of and closed, as no further action is required to be taken in the matter. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  Krishan Kumar Goel,

S/o Late Sh. J.N. Goel,

r/o 1764, Phase-V,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3919 of 2013

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


(ii) Sh. Santosh Kumar Bains, SDE on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 26.08.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana, Sh. Krishan Kumar Goel has sought information regarding Industrial Plot No. C-23, Focal Point Dhandari Kala, Ludhiana in favour of Ajay Jindal s/o Om Parkash Jindal.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.11.2013.

4.
Complainant is absent. Sh. Santosh Kumar Bains, SDE appeared on behalf of the Respondent and has submitted a letter stating that the information 
had been denied to the Complainant as the case is pending in the District Court, Ludhiana. 

5.
In so far as information demanded by the Complainant, I see no reason why it should be denied. I, therefore, direct the Respondent to supply this information forthwith as available in the record.  
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6.
In view of the above, Respondent is directed to provide the information as available in the record, to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

7.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar Market,

Tehsil road, Jalandhar City- 144001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab

Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3888 of 2013

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

         (ii) Sh. Arun Kaushal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

     Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 29.08.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o FCR, Punjab, Sh. Sanjay Sehgal has sought information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 29.10.2013.
4.
Complainant is absent. He has sent a fax stating that “as PIO asked me to deposit Rs. 592 for 296 pages & Rs.108 for Regd. Letter expenses for providing me information. As more than 30 days have already elapsed and information has to be supplied free of cost as per RTI act by the PIO.”  The perusal of the file indicates that the Respondent has demanded Rs. 700/- as documentation fee within one month i.e. dated 27.09.2013. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to deposit the fee for providing information. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant on receipt of the requisite fee.  
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5.      The case is, therefore, adjourned to 21.01.2014 (at 11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 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.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhirman,

#895, Phase XI, Sector 65,

SAS Nagar - 160062

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Joint Secretary,

Revenue-cum-Administration III Branch,

Financial Commissioners, Secretariat, Punjab

Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Establishment Secretary-cum-First Appellate Authority

Financial Commissioners, Secretariat, Punjab

Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2374 of 2013

Present :       (i) Sh. Nirmal Singh, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Daleep Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Harjinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 28.10.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Joint Secretary, Revenue –cum- Administration, Chandigarh, Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman has sought information. 
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 29.10.2013.
4.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Appellant. Copy of the same is taken on record. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K.Sayal, Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Member RTI Activist Fed., Punjab

Sayal Street, Sirhind - 140406

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintending Engineer

Construction Circle no.-1,

PWD B&R, Jalandhar Cantt.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3938 of 2013

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

         (ii) Sh. Karandeep Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

     Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 25.09.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Superintending Engineer, PWD B&R, Jalandhar Cantt, Sh. N.K. Sayal has sought the information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.11.2013.

4.
Sh. Karandeep Singh, Jr. Assistant  has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the same and states that he has demanded information on seven points. He further states that he has received the information pertaining to point nos. 1, 2 and 5. Regarding point nos. 3, 4, and 6, no information has been given to him and regarding point no. 7, incomplete information has been given to him. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him.
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5.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. P.K.Gupta,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Chand

Devki Complex, I-G, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana - 141001

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary

Department of Local Govt., Punjab

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh 
2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

SCP 131-132, Juneja Building

Sector 17C, Chandigarh 
3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Town Planning, Punjab

4.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2376 of 2013

Present :      (i) Sh. Sarabjit S. Kahlon on behalf of the Appellant

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

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated  13.06.2013- addressed to the Principal Secretary, Department of Local Govt., Punjab, Sh. P.K.Gupta has sought the information.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 31.10.2013.

4.
Appellant  has authorized Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon to attend the hearing. Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon stated that no response whatsoever has been received from the respondent till date. No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. In the interest of justice, Respondent PIO is afforded one more opportunity to provide 
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the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 13.06.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information provided, before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. Respondent to note that in case no one come present on his behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against the erring officer(s).
5.
Respondent no. 1 has sent a letter dated 12.12.2013 in which it is cleared that this information is also provided by the PIO, O/o Town Planning, Punjab and PIO, O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Therefore,  PIO, O/o Town Planning, Punjab and PIO, O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana are also directed to personally appear alongwith the information on the next   date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 (i) of the RTI Act will be initiated. 
6.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejveer Singh,

S/o Sh. Amarjeet Singh,

R/o Hardyal Nagar, Jaeto,

Tehsil:Jaeto, Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsidar,

Jaito, Distt:Faridkot,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

Appellant No. 2106 of 2013

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


(ii)Sh. Hargobind Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 19.06.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. Tejveer Singh has sought information. 
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 31.10.2013.

4.        Appellant states that after the lapse of six months, no information has been provided to him.  Tehsildar, Jaiton and Sh. Madan Lal Bhagat, SDM-cum-PIO, Jaiton both are directed should be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete record as sought by the Appellant on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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4.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
CC:
Sh. Madan Lal Bhagat, SDM-cum-PIO, Jaiton. 

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143 001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Bodies, Punjab

Mini Sectt. , Sector 9, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No.3327 of 2013

Present :      (i) Mr. K.N.S. Sodhi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

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

     Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 29.07.2013 – addressed to the PIO, O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali has sought information on five points.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.09.2013.
4.
Complainant sent a fax stating that he has authorized Mr. K.N.S. Sodhi to appear on his behalf. He has also sought exemption from personally hearing. 

5.
During the last hearing, Sh. Balwinder Pal, Sr. Assistant –cum- APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent stated that due to some official reasons, information could not be provided in time.  Copy of the submission as filed by the Complainant was handed over to the Respondent with the directions to provide the complete information as pointed out by the Complainant.
6.
But, today neither the Respondent-PIO nor his representative is present to attend the hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence, which shows that PIO- Respondent has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
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7.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

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

(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. 

8.
Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

9.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakhbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Kothe Khrora Wala,

Tehsil:Jaito, Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Distt:Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2171 of 2013

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

(ii)Sh. Gian Chand Singla, Additional S.E. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 28.06.2013 to the PIO, Sh. Lakhbir Singh, has sought information.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 08.10.2013.

4.
Sh. Gian Chand, Additional S.E. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has received the information from the concerned officer and some more time be given to him to provide the same to the Appellant.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Appellant within one week from the receipt of this order.  In case information is not received by the Appellant, he can approach the Commission, after one month.
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5.
On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukrit Sharda,

50/186, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

PWD, B&R, Branch: Pathankot.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works Circle,

PWD, B&R, Branch: Amritsar.
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2093 of 2013
Present :      (i) Sh. Sukrit Sharda, the Appellant

          (ii)Sh. Harsh Goel, S.D.E on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

     Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 18.07.2013, addressed to the PIO, Sh. Sukrit Sharda, has sought information.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 08.10.2013.

4.
Sh. Harsh Goel, S.D.E appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, complete information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  

5.
In view of the above, 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/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Saroop Singh,

R/o Kotsukhia, distt:Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Magistrate,

Kotkapura.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3580 of 2013

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

(ii)Sh. Raja Ravinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

       Heard

2.      Vide RTI application dated 28.06.2013 to the PIO, Sh. Jaswinder Singh, has sought information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 03.10.2013.
4.    Sh. Raja Ravinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, complete information has been provided to the Complainant.  In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the Respondent for not providing the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the Act.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Raja Ravinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar appearing in person and has filed an affidavit, in response to the order showing cause.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. 
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5.      In view of the above, 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/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Darshan Singh Sahi,

SE, PWD (Retd.),

Kothi No. 1046, Phase-4,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum

Chief Engineer (H/Q) Punjab

PWD B&R Branch, Patiala 
Public Information officer,

O/o PWD B&R, Branch Room No. 515,

5th Floor, Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No.3304 of 2013

Present :      (i) Sh. D.S.Sahi, the Complainant

          (ii)Sh. Om Parkash Pilani, Suptd. On behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

     Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 11.07.2013 – addressed to the PIO, O/o Chief Engineer (H/Q) Punjab, PWD B&R Branch, Patiala , Sh. Darshan Singh Sahi has sought information from eight different departments on nine points.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.09.2013. 

4.
The stand of the Respondent- PIO, O/o Chief Engineer, PWD B&R, Patiala is that the information, as available, on record had already been sent to the Complainant.  

5.
Complainant states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, complete information has still not been provided to him.  Sh. Om Parkash Pilani, Suptd., appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that they have made very 
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serious efforts to locate the remaining information but the related file is not traceable in their record that is why the information cannot be provided and they have filed an affidavit in this regard.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Sh. S.P.Singh, Ex. Engineer O/o Chief Engineer is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 

6.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
CC:
Sh. S.P.Singh, Executive Engineer O/o Chief Engineer, PWD, B&R, HQ, Patiala.

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

Ms. Naib Kaur,

D/o Late Shri Arjum Singh

# 802, Village Mataur,

Tehsil and Distt. Mohali

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2234 of 2013

Present:  
(i) Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Brother of the Appellant on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Smt. Baljit Kaur, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 09.07.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o EO, GMADA, Mohali- Ms. Naib Kaur has sought information.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, she has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 08.10.2013.

4.
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, representative of the Appellant states that complete information has still not been provided to him.  Smt. Baljit Kaur, Suptd. appearing 
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on behalf of the Respondent states that complete information will be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant as discussed today in the Commission, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initialed. 
5.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (11.0AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO)

Police Station, Mattaur,

SAS Nagar

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1521 of 2013
Present :      (i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Complainant


         (ii)Sh. Narinder Sood, ASI on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

     Heard
2.  
Vide RTI application, addressed to the PIO, O/o SHO, Police Station, Mattaur, Sh. Harminder Singh has sought information on 14 points.

3.
 The present case has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2013.

4.
 
Sh. Narinder Sood, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  

5. 
I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant that is without substance. Complainant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh

# 2877, Phase 7,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SHO, Police Station,

Phase-7, Mattaur, 

Mohali
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2854 of 2013
Present :      (i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Complainant

         (ii)Sh. Narinder Sood, ASI on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

     Heard
2.  
Vide RTI application, addressed to the PIO, O/o SHO, Police Station, Mattaur, Sh. Harminder Singh has sought information on 14 points.

3.
 The present case has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2013.

4.
 
Sh. Narinder Sood, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  
5. 
I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant that is without substance. Complainant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Makhan Singh, S/o Shri Jeet Ram,

3638, Ward No. 37, 

Opp. Kutia Sahib Gurudwara,

Chandigarh Road, Jamalpur,

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADC (D)-cum- Addl. Distt. Election Officer,

Ludhiana 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3609 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. Harjinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 05.08.2013, addressed to the PIO O/o SDM (D)-cum-Addl. Distt. Election Officer, Sh. Makhan Singh has sought information.

3.       The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.10.2013.

4.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Harjinder Singh to appear on his behalf. Sh. Harjinder Singh states that no information has been given to him so far. During the last hearing, neither the Respondent nor the Complainant was present. Today, again there is no appearance on behalf of the Respondent. It is seen that notice of hearing was sent to the Respondent by registered post and it was received back un-delivered.  The perusal of the file indicates that there is a mistake in the address of the Respondent in the notice of hearing issued by the Commission. Instead of “ADC (D)”, the notice describes it as “SDM (D)” in the address of the Respondent. The description of the Respondent in the instant appeal, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly. 
Contd….P-2

-2-
5.
Let a fresh notice of hearing be sent to the parties for 21.01.2014 at (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                        


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harwinder Singh, Advocate

Distt. Courts, Chamber No. 710,

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar (East), Sahnewal,

Distt. Ludhiana 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3670 of 2013

Present :      (i) Sh. Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant 

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

     Heard
2.     Vide RTI application dated 02.09.2013, addressed to the PIO O/o Tehsildar, Sahnewal, Distt:Ludhiana, Sh. Harwinder Singh has sought information.

3.      The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2013

4.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Harjinder Singh to attend the hearing on his behalf. Sh. Harjinder Singh states that no information has been given to him so far. During the last hearing, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present to attend the hearing. Today, again there is no appearance on behalf of the Respondent. Even the notice of hearing dated 23.10.2013 sent to the Respondent has not been returned undelivered which makes it clear that the same has been duly received by them. It is observed that Respondent has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
Contd…P-2

-2-
5.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Gaganjeet Singh, Teshildar (East), Ludhiana  is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not attending the hearing inspite of order of the Commission.  He should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice as to why the Complainant should not be compensated for the mental harassment suffered by him in getting the information. In addition to the written reply Sh. Gaganjeet Singh, Teshildar (East), Ludhiana is hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

6.
Adjourned to 21.01.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
CC: Sh. Gaganjeet Singh, Teshildar (East), Ludhiana  

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

Sh. Shiv Kumar,

#5,Gali No.1/B, 

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Patiala.


…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior XEN, PWD, B&R,

Patiala.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD, B&R,Patiala. 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2119 of 2013

Present:  
 None for the parties.

ORDER


Vide RTI application dated 04.05.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. Shiv Kumar has sought information regarding car no. PB-13-Q-7955. 
2.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 01.10.2013.

3.
Neither of the parties is present.  The Appellant was not present even on the last date of hearing. It appears that Appellant is not interested in pursuing this matter. The appeal is, therefore, dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th December, 2013
