STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Taranjit Singh

T-3/519, RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpurkandi Township,

Tehsil Pathankot

Distt. Gurdaspur-145029.

  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Supdt. of Police (City) 

Gurdaspur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police, Gurdaspur


  …Respondents
AC - 261/11
Order

Present:
None for the Appellant. 



For the Respondent Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh, S.P. Pathankot 



Heard via Video Conference. 



Mr. Bhupinder Singh, S.P. Pathankot states that information has been provided to the complainant (sent by hand on 28.05.2010). He has acknowledged the receipt and stated that satisfactory information has been provided. 



Seeing the merits of the case it hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Taranjit Singh

T-3/519, RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpurkandi Township,

Tehsil Pathankot

Distt. Gurdaspur-145029.

  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Supdt. of Police (City) 

Gurdaspur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police, Gurdaspur


  …Respondents
AC - 260/11
Order 

Present:
None for the Appellant. 



For the Respondent Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh, S.P. Pathankot 



Heard via Video Conference. 



Mr. Bhupinder Singh, S.P. Pathankot states that information has been provided to the complainant (sent by hand on 28.05.2010). He has acknowledged the receipt and stated that satisfactory information has been provided. 



Seeing the merits of the case it hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98158-47644)

Sh. Joginder Singh

s/o Sh. Joga Singh,

H. No. 344/11, Randhir Singh Colony,

Mehar Chand Road,

Gurdaspur







  .…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  692/11
Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 

For the Respondent Sh. Satish Chander Vashisht, DDPO Gurdaspur  


Heard via Video Conference.  



Vide application dated 26.10.2010 complainant sought the following information:-

“Copy order of removal of encroachment over unauthorized    posses over the land of Panchayat Deh measuring 14 kanals kanals comprised in khasra no. 22 and 34 khewat no. 71, Had Bast no. 598 village Gandian as entered in jamabadi for the year                        2004-05
Copy of Petition under section 7 of Punjab Village Common Land Act Filed by Gram Panchayat Chhorian Bet against Hardip Singh ex-sarpanch s/o Mohinder Singh village Saidowal Khurd Distt. Gurdaspur”



Copy of Proceedings regarding bidding land mentioned in para       

no. 1 by Gram Panchayat Chhorian Bet in the Name of Hardip 

Ex-Sarpanch.”


Earlier, information was supplied by the respondent on 23.11.2010 by ordinary post.  After that, it was sent on 25.05.2011 by hand which was refused by the complainant stating that he would receive in the Information Commission. Respondent has been advised to send the information once again, now through registered post under intimation to the Commission.  An attested photocopy of the postal receipt may also be sent for records.
 

Today the complainant is not present nor has any communication been received.   Since he has refused to take delivery of the 
Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

information and has also chosen not to appear in today’s hearing, it appears he is no longer interested in the information sought.
 

Seeing the merits of the case, it hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94645-75731)

Sh. Ravi Kumar 

Village Daburji,

P.O. Marera,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur-143535




   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE),

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  711/11

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ravi Kumar in person 
For the Respondent: Sh. Narinder Sharma, DEO (EE) Gurdaspur.

Heard via Video Conference.  



Vide application dated 24.01.2011, complainant sought copies of the well-reasoned and speaking orders passed pursuant to the directions of the Hon’ble  High Court pertaining to 309 teaching fellows connected with the District Education Officer, Gurdaspur in accordance with the Public Notice published on 7th August, 2009.



Vide letter dated 07.02.2011, respondent advised the complainant that since the information sought pertains to third party, they are writing to the concerned persons seeking their consent for parting with the information related to them.  It was further intimated that upon receipt of such consent, the copies of the relevant orders shall be provided.  In the foot-note in the said letter dated 07.02.2011, a fee of Rs. 6,798/- was demanded for sending registered letters to the concerned 309 persons @ Rs. 22/- per letter.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 14.03.2011 as no information was provided. 

In the letter sent on 07.02.2011, no section has been quoted. Respondent has been informed to follow the procedure laid down in Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
 

Both the complainant and the respondent are directed to make their respective written submissions on whether or not the information sought is of public interest. 

 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M. 










Contd…..2/-
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98883-11625)

Sh. Joginder Singh Dadhwal,

154, Abrol Nagar,

Pathankot – 145001






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Controller (F & A)

Internal Audit Organisation (Revenue)

Punjab, 

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  855/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Joginder Singh in person 


For the Respondent: Sh. Lakhwinder Singh Dy. Controller Audit 

Department. 



Heard via Video Conference.  



Information was sent to the complainant 24.01.2011 by speed post. I have gone through each point with the Respondent Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Dy. Controller Audit Department.  All the Information except on points no. C and D has already been provided and the respondent has assured the court that the pending information shall also be provided very shortly. 


Complainant shall intimate the Commission if the remaining information, when received, is to his satisfaction.  In case of any shortcomings, the same be informed to the respondent and the Commission and the respondent shall remove the same within a fortnight.


 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Managing Director

Abhinav Cotspin Ltd.

Village Said Mubarak,

Amritsar Road,

Batala-143505.






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  892/11
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 

For the Respondent: Sh. S.P. Dass, Asstt. E.T.O Gurdaspur (0187-241616)

Heard via Video Conference.  



Vide original application dated 02.06.2010, the complainant sought the following information:

“Name and address of the exempted units in the State of Punjab who have paid the VAT to the immediate seller but refund of VAT has not been allowed to such exempted units by the Sales Tax Department.”

 

Respondent submits that complete information was sent to the complainant on 31.05.2011 by hand. The chowkidar on the premises refused to accept take the document stating that he will accept only on the bidding of MD of the concern. 

 

Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  



Respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant once again by registered post under intimation to the Commission.  A photocopy of the postal receipt should also be submitted. 

M.D. of Abhinav Cotspin Ltd.  is directed to inform the commission if complete and relevant information stands provided. He is also directed to file separate application for the rest of information sought in other applications sent to the respondent. 


 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar

s/o Sh. Sailo Ram,

VPO Behrampore

(New Abadi)

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur- 143532



   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal

Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School,

Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur


     
   
   .…Respondent
CC No.  893/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashwani Kumar in person.


For the Respondent: Ms. Sneh Sarita, Principal (94170-78010)



Heard via Video Conference.  



Vide form ‘A’ dated 06.09.2010, the complainant had sought information pertaining to the certain admissions in the school.

 

Respondent states that complete information as per the original application dated 06.09.2010 has been provided to the complainant.   However, the complainant states that he has not received it.   Ms. Sneh Sarita submits that she has not brought a copy of the information sent so far.
 

Directions are given to the respondent to send another copy of the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission whereupon the complainant shall point out to the respondent as well as the Commission if there are any shortcomings in the same.   Respondent shall remove such discrepancies in a week’s time.

 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nirmal Singh

S/o Sh. Udham Singh

C/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

H. No. 395, Gali No. 1, Azad Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing, 
P.O. Khalsa College Kot Khalsa,

Amritsar.

  





        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner

Tarn Taran 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar






  …Respondents
AC - 222/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Nirmal Singh in person.
For the Respondent: Smt. Gurinder Kanwar, Asstt. ETO, Tarn Taran (99150-18980)


Heard via Video Conference.  



In this case, complainant has sought certain queries / clarifications / payments towards the pension payments since he states his pay, consequent upon revision at various stages, has not been correctly fixed.   He also sent his calculation sheet along with the application for information dated 01.02.2011.

 

Respondent says that Sh. Nirmal Singh has not calculated the arrears properly and hence the department has not been able to pay the same.   However, the dues to Sh. Nirmal Singh, as per calculations done by the office, already stand paid.


The complainant expresses his dissatisfaction, although in the opinion of this Court, there is hardly any ‘information’ sought by him and it is an internal matter of the complainant and the employer department.   Therefore, the complainant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98156-63363)

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prabhakar,

Advocate,

Sub-Divisional Courts,

Baba Bakala, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. of police (Rural)

Amritsar




     
   

   .…Respondent
CC No.  878/11
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 
For the Respondent: Sh. Tarlok Singh, Sub-inspector cum PIO (98722-11461)



Heard via Video Conference.  

 

In the instant case, complainant, vide original application dated 23.07.2010, sought the following information: 


“i) 
Certified copy of complaint no. 875-AP dated 28.12.2009 

office of SSP Amritsar (Rural) 
ii)
Certified copy of inquiry and statements recorded by investigation officer while conducting enquiry. 

iii)
Certified copy of all the proceedings taken by the police department i.e. by incharge police post Sathiala and by the office of SSP Rural Amritsar in the proceedings under section 182 Cr.P.C. initiated against Ashish Gupta son of Sh. Kanwal Kishore resident of 2/7 Roya Avenu Springvale Victoria 3171, Australia.
iv)
Information relating to procedure followed by investigating officer while conducting enquiry in the proceedings under section 182 Cr. P. C. as Ashish Gupta son of Sh. Kanwal Kishore against whom proceedings were initiated was residing in Australia at the time when the inquiry under section 182 Cr. P. C. was conducted.”


It has been submitted that the respondent, vide his letter dated 28.09.2010 informed the applicant that they have written to the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Baba Bakala for the information and on receipt, the same shall be forwarded to him as soon.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 21.03.2011 as no information was provided.  

Contd…..2/-
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Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received. 



Respondent present states that the information is ready with them and they had called the complainant to collect the same but he did not turn up.   It is observed that in the original application, the complainant has sought the information by registered post; hence there was no point in respondent’s calling him to the office to collect the information. 



Respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission.  An attested copy of the postal receipt should also be mailed to the court.



Complainant shall communication to the respondent and the Commission if he satisfied with the information. 


 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

No. 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh







   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

D.A.V. College, 

Hathi Gate, 

Amritsar




     
   

   .…Respondent
CC No.  1041/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the Respondent: Sh. Baldev Sachdeva, Officiating Principal (94176-47244)



Heard via Video Conference.  



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 06.04.2011 by Sh. Amarjit Singh when no information was provided to him in response to his original application dated 25.02.2011 whereby he had sought:

“Sh. Ranjit Singh r/o 202, Ranjit Avenue, D-Block, Amritsar was serving as Lecturer in your college in the year 2006.  Please provide the following information in this regard:

1.
Supply attested copy if any registration letter had been submitted by him.

2.
Give attested copy of the letter / order by which registration has been accepted.

3.
Have his services have been terminated?  If yes, please supply attested photocopy of the termination order.”



Respondent states that complete information has already been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 05.04.2011.  Acknowledgement obtained from the complainant be faxed to the Commission for records. 


Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98148-99425)

Sh. Hira Singh,

s/o Sh. Sulakhan Singh,

Village Raipur Khurd,

Block Tarsikka (Distt. Amritsar)




  …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Tarsikka

Distt. Amritsar




     
   
   .…Respondent
CC No.  1198/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Hira Singh for the complainant 


For the Respondent: Ms. Rajinder Kaur, BDPO Tarsikka 



Heard via Video Conference.  



The original application for information submitted on 19.01.2011 was transferred to Sh. Mewa Singh, Panchayat Secretary, under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, on 31.01.2011.



Respondent states that complete information has already been sent by them to the complainant by registered post but the complainant states that he has not received the same so far.   Rajinder Kaur submits that the information is with Sh. Mewa Singh and she has joined recently, therefore, is unable to provide the information.  She has been told that it is the responsibility of the BDPO to provide the information.  Directions are given to him to forward another copy of the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission and an attested photocopy of the postal receipt should also be mailed to the court. 



Since the complainant laments that there has been delay and he be compensated, respondent is directed to bring the dispatch particulars / register wherein entry of the information said to have been sent earlier, is reflected, for perusal of the court. 


 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, on 26.07.2011 at 11 A.M. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98721-62965)

Sh. Surinder Pal

s/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal

Director,

Press Chamber of India,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. Amritsar – 143115.

  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

Jandiala Guru (Distt. Amritsar) 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Amritsar






  …Respondents
AC - 271/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Surinder Pal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Rajesh Khokhar, E.O. (96468-90200)



Heard via Video Conference.  



Vide application dated 24.12.2010, Sh. Surinder Pal had sought the following: -

· “How much amount of grants was utilized in each Ward?

· How many development works have been completed from March 2007 to December 2007?

· How many tenders have been passed from March 2007 to 2010?

· When these tenders were auctioned?

· Who was the supervisor of these tenders?”

 

Respondent submitted that exactly the same information has already been provided to the appellant in various appeal cases decided by the court of ld. SIC Sh. P.P. S. Gill, being AC No. 215, 219, 300, 301, 309 and 310 of 2011.  The appellant admits the same.



Accordingly, the present appeal is hereby dismissed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh 
Dated: 01.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
