STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kaiser Singh,

S/o Dayal Singh,

VPO Sohana, Tehsil and Distt. Mohali
…………………………….Appellant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

First Appellate Authority

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2454 of 2013

Present :      
(i) Sh. Kaiser Singh the Appellant


         
(ii)Sh. Amarjit Singh, Suptd. On behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

     Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 05.09.2013, addressed to the PIO, Sh. Kaiser 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 12.11.2013.

4.
Sh. Amarjit Singh, Suptd appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has gone through the information and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  Respondent states that the sought for information is related to Sh. Balwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar.  So, Appellant can visit their office and inspect the record.  Appellant is advised to visit the O/o Respondent for inspection the record.  

5.
Since, the sought for information is related to Sh. Balwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar.  So, he is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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6.
Adjourned to 28.01.2014 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th  December, 2013
CC:
 Sh. Balwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, GMADA, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj,

# 244, New Mata Guzari Enclave,

Mundi Kharar, Tehsil Kharar,

District Mohali

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer

Water Supply and Sanitation, Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o Superintendent Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation, Circle,

Sangrur

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1565 of 2013

Present
: 
(i) Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj, the Appellant



  (ii) Sh. Jiwan Singh, SDE on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.      Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2013, addressed to the PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Sangrur- Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj has sought information regarding Sh. Subhash Chander.

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 15.07.2013.

4.
Sh. Jiwan Singh, SDE appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information provided.
5.
Since,  information has been provided, no further action is required. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-


                                                                        

     (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                 


 State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th  December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjeet Singh, Chairman,

Village Aujla Dhak, Tehsil Phillaur

Distt. Jalandhar - 144502
…………………………….Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division No. 1,

PWD B&R, Jalandhar Cantt 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 4045 of 2013

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


        
(ii)Sh. H.S.Puri, SDE on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

     Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 14.08.2013, addressed to the PIO, Sh. Surjeet Singh, Chairman has sought information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.11.2013.

4.
Sh. H.S.Puri, SDE appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied.  So, his case may please be disposed of.  
5.
On the request of the Complainant, 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: 24th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts 

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal  No. 2225 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh, on behalf of the Appellant

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

       Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 21.05.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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. Balwinder Singh, SDO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information which relates to their branch i.e sewerage branch, they have brought the information.  Appellant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information related to sewerage branch but complete information has still not been provided to him. 

5.
Respondent further states that in their office, there are different PIOs of different branches.  Information related to point nos. A, B and C, it relates to Sh. Dharam Singh, Assistant Commissioner, Technical–cum-PIO and Information related to point Nos. F and G, it relates to Sh. Gursharan Singh, APIO.  So, both the persons are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information as sought by the Appellant, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
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6.
Adjourned to 28.01.2014 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                                          (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner

Dated:24th December, 2013
CC:
(i) Sh. Dharam Singh, Assistant Commissioner Technical-cum-Public Information Officer, MC, Ludhaina

(ii) Sh. Gursharan Singh, APIO, MC, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts 

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal  No. 2218 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Kuljit Singh, DM on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

       Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 23.04.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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. Nanak Singh, representative of the Appellant states that wrong information has been provided to him by the Respondent on the last hearing.  Sh. Nanak Singh has pointed out the deficiencies to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Sh. Kuljit Singh, DM appearing on behalf of the Respondent is directed that information as discussed today in the Commission be provided to the Appellant within  ten days, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
5.
Adjourned to 28.01.2014 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







Sd/-


                                                                      (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)




                                              State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts 

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal  No. 2217 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Kuljit Singh, DM on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

       Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 16.05.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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. Nanak Singh, representative of the Appellant states no information has been provided to him after the lapse of seven months. Sh. Kuljit Singh, DM appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information does not exist in their record.  Representative of the Appellant states that Respondent may give in writing his statement.  Sh. Kuljit Singh, DM is directed to file an affidavit that the sought for information does not exist in their record to the Appellant within ten days with a copy to the Commission, failing which action under Section 20(i) will be initiated.  Appellant is advised that in case, the copy of the affidavit is not received by him, he can informed the Commission on telephone.  
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: 24th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts 

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana - 141008

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal  No. 2219 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Joginder Singh, JA on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

       Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 07.05.2013, addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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. Joginder Singh, JA appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Appellant was advised to deposit Rs. 920/- as the documentation fee and get the information but Appellant has failed to deposit the fee that is why the information has not been provided to him.  Appellant was advised in the last hearing also to deposit the fee of Rs. 920/- and get the information from the department on any working day but he has failed.  So, he is again advised to deposit the fee of Rs. 920/- as the documentation fee and get the information.  Respondent states that whenever, the Appellant will deposit the fee, the sought for information will be provided to the Appellant.  

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: 24th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. S.B. Rohila,

# HE 307, Phase-V,

Mohali - 160059
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

First Appellate Authority

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2456 of 2013

Present:
(i) Sh. S.B.Rohila, the Appellant


(ii)Sh. Bhag Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

     Heard

2. 
Vide RTI application dated 15.05.2013, addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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 12.11.2013.

4.
Sh. Bhag Singh, JE appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has gone through the information and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided because, this information is irrelevant and misleading. Sh. Bhag Singh, JE is directed to provide the information to the Appellant as discussed today in the Commission, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
5.
Adjourned to 28.01.2014 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







Sd/-


                                                                         (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)




                                        State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th December, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagpreet Singh

S/o Shri Balraj Singh

r/o VPO Burj Mehma,

Tehsil and Distt. Bathinda - 151201

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda – 151 001

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 4002 of 2013

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


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Reader on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

2.
Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda, Sh. Jagpreet Singh has sought the information.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.11.2013. 

4.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, Reader appeared on the behalf of the Respondent and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant, the same has been taken on record. 

5.
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: 24th December, 2013

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

Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate

Chamber No. 2004, New Courts 

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Registrar (Central), 

Near GNE College, Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o ADC (Gen.), 

Mini Sect. Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2223 of 2013

Present: 
(i) Sh. Nanak Singh on behalf  of the Appellant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.       Vide RTI application dated 06.07.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. M.S. Toor, Advocate 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 11.11.2013.

4.
Sh. Nanak Singh, representative of the Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent  for second consecutive hearing without any intimation. The perusal of the file indicates that there is a mistake  in the address of the Respondent in the orders issued by the Commission. Instead of “Sub Registrar (central), office near GNE college, Ludhiana “, the orders describes it as “Sub Registrar (Central), GNE College, Ludhiana”. The description of the Respondent in the instant appeal, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly. 
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5.
PIO, O/o Sub Registrar (Central), Near GNE College, Ludhiana is directed to personally appear on the next date of  hearing alongwith the information failing which action under Section 20 (i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. Copy of the RTI application of the Appellant be sent to the Respondent alongwith the orders.

6.
Adjourned to 28.01.2014 (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: 24th December, 2013

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

s/O Sh. Nand Parkash,

C/o Shop No.6-A, Model Town,

Market, Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3549 of 2013

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



(ii)Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Suptd. Grade-I on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

       Heard

2.     Vide RTI application dated 09.04.2013 addressed to the PIO, Sh. Pawan Kumar has sought information "regarding policy issued by the Punjab Govt., in the Revenue and Rehabilitation department, Pb for the transfer of Rural Evacuee Land on the basis of possession since Kharif 1989."
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.10.2013. 

4.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was provided an opportunity of hearing which he has not availed of .He has also not intimated about his absence for today’s hearing. It is, therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter.
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5.
The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                               
   
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th December, 2013

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

Sh. Balbir Chand,

S/o Partap Chand

Gulmohar Nagar, Street no. 3,

House No. 2, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer

Horticulture Division PWD B&R Branch,

Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 4018 of 2013

Present: 
(i) Sh. Balbir Chand, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Surjit Singh, SDE, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 26.08.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, Horticulture Division PWD B&R Branch, Patiala, Sh. Balbir Chand has sought information.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.11.2013. 
4.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and obtain the information.
5.
On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month. 









Sd/-
                                                                            


(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                               
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th December, 2013

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

Sh. Madan Lal 

# 568, Sector 16D, 

Chandigarh - 160016

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Revenue and Rehabilitation

Main Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Revenue and Rehabilitation

Main Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2461 of 2013

Present: 
(i) Sh. Sandeep  Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


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

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 20.04.2013 addressed to the PIO, O/o The Secretary to Govt. of Punjab Department of Revenue and Rehabilitation, Punjab 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 12.11.2013.
4.
Sh Sandeep Bansal, Advocate of the Appellant 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 
Contd…P-2

-2-

provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.04.2013 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 comes present on their behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against the erring officer(s).

5.
The appeal is adjourned to 28.01.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
                                                                            


(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  
     State Information Commissioner

Dated: 24th December, 2013

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

Sh. Sukhvinder Singh Kamboj,

# 3171/2, Sector 44D, Chandigarh  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Public Works Department (B&R)

Provincial Division, Phase I

Industrial Area, Near Police Station, Mohali

2. Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Mandi Board,

SCO 149-152, Sector 17C, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 3007 of 2013

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

(ii) Sh. O.P. Chopra, SPIO alongwith Modh. Yunus on  behalf of the Respondent  no. 2

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 17.06.2013 and 22.06.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o PWD (B&R, Mohali and PIO, O/o Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh- Sh. Sukhvinder Singh Kamboj has sought the information. 

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.08.2013. 

4.
Complainant has sent a letter that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. During the last hearing dated 24.12.2013, PIO-cum-XEN,O/o PWD B&R, Mohali and PIO, O/o Mandi Board Punjab were directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Sh. Om Parkash Chopra, SE –cum- SPIO on behalf of the Respondent no. 2 appeared and submitted an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. 
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5.
Today there is no appearance on behalf of the Respondent no. 1. The perusal of the file indicates that there is a mistake in the address of the Respondent in the last orders issued by the Commission. The Registry is directed to make this correction in the address on the file.  It is because of this mistake that the Respondent has not been served. The description of the Respondent in the instant complaint, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly.
6.
The complaint is, therefore, adjourned to 28.01.2014 (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: 24th December, 2013

