STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kashmir Masih s/o Shri Maja Masih,

VPO Awan, Near Ram Dass, Block and Tehsil Ajnala,

District Amritsar.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ajnala, District Amritsar.

FAA-District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Amritsar.

    -------------Respondents.

AC No. 134  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kashmir Masih complainant.



Shri Lakha Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had applied vide an application dated 7.2.2010 for information on eight points pertaining to certified copies of Cash Book, Muster Rolls, Proceeding Books, Stock Register, Lease Register, details of NAREGA Scheme and other related issues.  Having not received the information, Shri Kashmir Masih moved the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar who also passed an order dated 4.1.2011 directing the PIO to furnish the information to the information-seeker.
2.

I have heard the parties through Video Conference Facility.  The plea of the respondent is that the information sought by the appellant is voluminous and hence the delay.  After hearing the parties, I hereby direct the PIO to furnish the information within 15 days free of cost as it was not given within 30 days.  Further the delay in this case is abnormal. Even after the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar had passed an order to supply information, not even a single page has been given to the appellant.  Hence, Shri Lakha Singh, PIO-cum-Secretary Panchayat is hereby directed to show cause why penalty should not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  His reply should reach this office alongwith a copy of the  information supplied to appellant  within 20 days.  

3.

This case will heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar  on 04.04.2011 at 10.30 AM.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh s/o Shri Janak Singh,

Village Daburji (Sham Singh),

P.O. Deena Nagar, District Gurdaspur.



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur.

FAA- the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur. 


    -------------Respondents.

AC No.  117  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Darshan Singh complainant .



Shri Jai Pal Singh, SDM Gurdaspur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has stated that a copy of the agreement pertaining to partition executed vide Mutation No.1228 dated 19.10.2001 pertaining to Village Daburji (Sham Singh), Hadbast No.300, Sub Tehsil Dina Nagar, District Gurdaspur has been furnished to the information-seeker. It was further averred that the information-seeker is alleging that the copy of the partition agreement given to him is not the same, which was executed on 9.3.1999. The allegation of the information-seeker is that a forged document has been placed on the revenue record, in place of original agreement dated 9.3.1999..
2.

Parties were heard through Video Conference Facility.  The respondent has submitted that they have supplied a copy of the partition agreement available in their office record.  No date on the agreement has been mentioned.  Whatever record was available has been furnished to information-seeker and hence there is no violation of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It was further averred that in case there is no any interpolation or if the information-seeker feels that original document has been replaced by another document, he should approach the competent authority for action under law.

3.

It is correct that the respondent has furnished a copy of the record as available in their custody and therefore, provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 stand complied with.  Nevertheless, since the information-seeker is alleging that the original partition agreement has been replaced by a forged agreement, it is a matter, which calls for detailed inquiry at the level of the Deputy Commission, who is accordingly directed to get the matter inquired into within one month and let the information-seeker know the outcome of the inquiry by the next date of hearing.

4.

This case will heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner,  Gurdaspur on 04.04.2011 at 10.30 AM.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Murti s/o Shri Jaswant Rai, Ghoman Road,

Attwal Wali Gali, Chowk Mehta, 

Amritsar.





      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Chowk Mehta, Amritsar.




    
-------------Respondent.

CC No.  2  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Ram Murti complainant.



Shri Surinder Singh Birdi, SDO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



During the course of hearing through Video Conference Facility, the complainant admits that he has received complete information and he is satisfied with the same.  Hence, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharanjeet Singh s/o Shri Mohinder Singh Sodhi,

5-B, Court Road, Amritsar (Pb.)




      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







    
-------------Respondent.

CC No.  50  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Gurcharanjit Singh complainant.



Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


During the course of hearing, it transpires that in response to the query of the information-seeker dated 15.10.2010, the information was furnished vide letter No.MTP/1551 dated 7.1.2011. A copy of this letter was again handed over to the complainant during the course of hearing today.  The information has been furnished and the delay of three months has been explained by the respondent in his written submission. It has been pointed out that appellant had simultaneously moved an application under Section 19(i) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 before the First Appellate Authority and the information-seeker was duly responded to by the concerned APIO vide letter No.MTP/737 dated 22.12.2010.  Even order of the First Appellate Authority, it was pleaded is self speaking that the complete information has been furnished.  There was neither any intent to deny the information or delay it, pleaded respondent.
2.

After hearing the parties through Video Conference Facility, I accept the plea of the respondent and order the closure of this case.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lubhaya Ram, Khanpur Chowk

Madhopur Road, Opp. Ply Factory,

Pathankot (Gurdaspur).



      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






    
-------------Respondent.

CC No.  327 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Issue fresh notice to the parties for 4.4.2011.

2.

This case will heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner,  Gurdaspur on 04.04.2011 at 10.30 AM.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinayak Sachdeva, 

Shop No.79,

Wallah Subzi Mandi,

Amritsar.






      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Mandi Officer,

Amritsar.







    
-------------Respondent.

CC No.  341  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Vinayak Sachdeva complainant.



Shri Sukhminder Singh, District Mandi Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties through Video Conference Facility.  
2.

The PIO and the First Appellate Authority have wrongly interpreted the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The queries of the information-seeker dated 29.11.2010 are reproduced below and these  do not amount to personal information or trade secrets of a third party.
“ 01H04H2010 s'A ni se tbk ;p÷h wvh ftu bk;z;h dhnK fezBhnk ;kbkBk 2009-2010 dhnK nekT{AN u?fezrK ehshnK rJhnK cowK d/ BK, pekfJnk t;{bh ch;$nkoHvhHn?cH dh oew ns/ fe; foekov s'A w/b e/ pekfJnk eZfYnk frnk T[; dk t/otk.”

3.

This information shall be furnished to the complainant within 15 days from today and a compliance report should be sent to this office.  The respondent shall further file a written reply to explain the delay in furnishing of the information.

4.

This case will heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar  on 04.04.2011 at 10.30 AM.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 3, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
