STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Shukla Kohali,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

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



(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO , the Respondent and Sh. Manjit Singh, 

     Suptd.
ORDER

Heard.
2.
As directed, Respondent has brought the original record for the verification which shows that the information as existing in the record has been supplied to the Complainant. 

3.
Complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied and  states  that 

his wife had applied for the addition of his son name is in the property but the Respondent has dealtwith the case as addition of spouse instead of son thus treating my son as spouse of my wife. He further states that the action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information in time as prescribed in the RTI Act, 2005 and prayed that as he has had to incur the expenditure in coming to Chandigarh to attend the hearings before the Commission. He should be suitable compensated.

4.
The Respondent has filed  an affidavit explaining the reasons for the delay in supplying the information in response to the show cause notice. PIO has 
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submitted that Complainant has applied for information on 13.11.2007, and the required information was sent to him on 19.02.2008, and 23.04.2008, and in another affidavit he has submitted that Sh. Paramjit Singh, Suptd. Sales, Bhadaur  House Scheme was asked to supply the information on 06.12.2007, and also submitted that a notice under Section 5 of the RTI Act was issued to the concerned Suptd Sales vide memo no.1610 dated 17.04.2008 and information from the Suptd sales was supplied vide memo no.3010 dated 23.04.2008.

5.
Before taking the action for compensation and imposing penalty Sh. Paramjit Singh, Suptd sales is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 by treating him as deemed PIO. 

4.
Adjourned to 27.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Gian Deep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10. V.P.O Lalru,

Tehsil. Dera Bassi, Distt-Mohali.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gian Deep, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Nakul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant states that as undertaken by the PIO at the last date of hearing, no information has been supplied to him. He prays that regarding the loss of record pertaining to Ms. Vandana Arora D/O Sh. O.P.Arora, Commission should direct the Respondent to fix the responsibility of the erring  officials.

3.
Sh. Nakul Sharma, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that information relating to all the four applicants will be supplied on the next date of hearing.

4.
Respondent is directed to fix the responsibility of the erring official for the loss of original application form of Smt. Vandana Arora D/o Sh. O.P.Arora and also supply the information as directed during the last hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 06.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

# 142, Sec-29, CHD Road,

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

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2380 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Harvinder Singh, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant has informed the Commission by his letter dated 11.10.2008 that as directed during the last hearing, he visited the office of the APIO Sh. Jagbir Singh who was not in his office. He was contacted on cell phone and he gave instructions to his, assistant to take me to the Drawing branch but no information was provided to him by the Drawing Branch. As promised during the last hearing, APIO should fix a meeting with the Complainant and provide him the information as desired by him before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 27.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th    October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. N. K. Sayal,

Accountant Officer (Retd.),

Sayal Street, 

Sirhind – 140 406
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy,

Local Govt. (Pb.),

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2031 of 2008

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



(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh APIO alongwith Sh. Paramjit Singh, Senior 


      Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has filed two applications for information and no information has been supplied to him so far. Respondent states that Complainant has already been informed vide letter dated 08.05.08 that he should deposit Rs.160/- so that the required information having 80 pages be supplied to him. Complainant has agreed to deposit Rs.160/-.and states that he will send a cheque of Rs.160/- by post to the PIO immediately and Respondent has agreed to supply the complete information within 10 days on receipt of payment of Rs.160/-.

3.
Adjourned to 20.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th    October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sudagar Singh,

H. No. 13/10, Master Colony,

Gurdaspur, Bathwala Road,

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

O/o  Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Amritsar

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2034 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Harbans Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that record being very old is not available and the dealing assistant has also expired. The information in this case relates to an enquiry. PIO is directed to collect this information from the O/o Director, Urban Local Bodies and supply to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Brish Bhan,

S/o Sh. Sarup Chand,

# H.No. 33, Kahangarh Road,

Pattran, Patiala

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

O/o Secy.,

Market Committee, 

Patran, Patiala 

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2040 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Brish Bhan, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Raman Kumar, Mandi Supervisor on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete. In his application seeking information, he has asked for the details of the facilities extended to the farmers in the purchase centres falling within the jurisdiction of the market committee Patran; expenditure incurred thereon and the income earned by the market committee from the year 2003 to Dec, 2007.

3.
  Respondent has stated that the information as demanded will be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o Sh. Samsher Singh,

VPO: Chattar Nanhera,

Tehsil Sunam, Distt. Sangrur
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Pb.,

Sangrur

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2054 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Satinder Kumar Bansal, Assistant Registrar, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant is absent. He has sent a letter that he is busy in another court. So, he is unable to attend the Commission but has informed in his letter that incomplete information has been supplied to him with reference to para no.3 and no information has been supplied in respect to para no.1, 2 & 4. Respondent states that the required information will be submitted to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to ensure that the complete information as per application of the Complainant for information should be supplied within 10 days to the Complainant, and further Complainant should point out the deficiency, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. 

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Ashok Kapoor,

E-33, Kitchllu Nagar,

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

O/o  Labour Commissioner Pb.,

Sector -17, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 432 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Tajinder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Appellant is absent. Respondent states that the copy of the appeal is not available in their office. The same is provided to the Respondent and Respondent is directed to supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh..Labh Singh,

S/o Warkha Singh,

R/o Waraich Colony,

Samana, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala 
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Coop. Societies,

Patiala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2024 of 2008
Present:
(i)  Sh. Labh Singh alongwith Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, the 



      Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma has been authorized by Sh. Labh Singh to appear on his behalf. Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma states that no information has been supplied to him with respect to his application for information dated 09.07.08. He also states that PIO has misbehaved with him and action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information and misbehaving with the senior citizen. He further states that as per Central Government instructions, action should be taken against the PIO for misbehaving with the Complainant and he will provide the copy of the necessary instructions on the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to supply the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 20.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o S. Jaswant Singh,

H.No. 220/28, Gali No. 5,

Bagh Rama Nand,

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

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Amritsar

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2023 of 2008

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



(ii) Sh.Mukesh Jaswal Legal Advisor & Sh. Amar Singh, Sanitary 


     Inspector on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the incomplete and wrong information has been supplied to him with respect to his application for information dated 25.06.08. Respondent states that no deficiencies, have been pointed out by the Complainant in the information given to him and Respondent is directed to supply the complete information to the Complainant as desired by him in his application for information. Respondent is directed to provide the information to him within 10 days from the receipt of these orders. Complainant has pointed out that in CC-633/2008, Commission has already directed the Respondent to be careful in dealing the RTI applications even then there is no improvement in the  response of the RTI Applications by the Respondent. 
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3
I have gone through the application for information as also the information supplied by the Respondent.  The information demanded is that how much money  has been paid to the company for capturing  the rats and as to why no action has been taken on his complaint regarding the nuisance created by the rats in the city. The information supplied is the exercise for the extermination of rats in the city was started on 07.02.2005, where-under 25890 rats has been killed by the contractor. It is further intimated that before the work could be started in the area in which the Complainant resides, the term of the contract expired. It is further intimated that there has been no response to the advertisement inviting fresh tender for killing the rats.

4.
From the above, it is clear that the information is not strictly as per the demand. At the same time the information given can not be characterized as irrelevant. However, I direct the Respondent to provide the information strictly as per the demand.

5.
Adjourned to 20.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi,

Senior Citizen,

Kothi No. 2484, Phase- XI,

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

O/o GMADA,

Mohali

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2030 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent is absent. Complainant states that he has asked for the copies of the notices issued to the school authorities by the Estate Officer, GMADA but still no information has been provided to him. Complainant states that action should be taken against the Respondent as he has failed to supply the information within time prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005. Respondent is directed to supply the information within 10 days and PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th   October 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Amarjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Mann Singh,

C/o Socha Singh,

H.No. 178, Sector 42-A,

Atava, Chandigarh
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Markfed (Pb.,)

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2009 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. B.C.Sobti, Senior Manager, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the Complainant has posted the application for information to the Milkfed instead of Markfed and on receipt of application from Milkfed they have asked the Complainant to specify the information required by him but their letter was returned by the Courier Agency as address being not proper. Complainant states that he has posted another application for information to the Markfed admitting that he has wrongly posted the first application for information. Respondent states that Complainant should provided the copy of the appointment letter so that the information on what basis the appointment has been issued may be provided. Complainant has provided the copy of the same to the Respondent in the Commission and Respondent is directed to supply the information within 10 days from the receipt of these orders.

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  October 2008
