STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Aseem Attri, 47-C, Udhan Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.






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






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- The Principal Secretary, Local Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.
------------Respondent





AC No. 1131 of 2010

Present:-
 None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Jagdish Singh Johal appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that information had been furnished to the appellant.  However, the case was adjourned by the Ld. SIC Shri D.S. Kahlon on 10.2.2011 to enable the information-seeker to confirm that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him.

2.

The appellant, however, is absent without any intimation.  In view of the fact that the information stands furnished to him, the appeal case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29 , 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajender Singh Panwar, s/o Sh. Bhagat Singh Pawar,

Village- Pipola, PO-Jakhnidhar, Distt.-Tehrari Garhwal, Uttrakhand.
             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.



------------Respondent





CC No. 3694    of 2010

Present:-
 Shri  Rajender Singh Panwar complainant in person.

ASI Gian Singh, 192, Police Station, Kapurthala on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter NO.958/RTI dated 28.3.2011 stating that the complaint dated 14.6.2010 said to have been addressed to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh was never received in the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  This fact was duly conveyed to the complainant as also to the Inspector General of Police, Punjab (Crime Branch) vide Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala’s letter No.224/RTI dated 2.3.2011.

2.

The complainant on the other hand submits that on the last date of hearing the Ld. SIC 
Shri D.S. Kahlon had directed him to meet the Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh and when he met her, he was informed that his complaint was forwarded to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  He further submits that he had sent his complaint dated 14.6.2010 through registered post to the Director General of Police and he can produce the receipt issued by the Department of Posts and Telegraph, which he will do on the next date of hearing.  Issue fresh notice to the Inspector General of Police-cum-PIO, Crime Branch o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  

3.

To come up on 24.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Anu Sharma, w/o Sh. Ram Sharma Dass, 

r/o #2849, Sector-40-C, Chandigarh.




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






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Engineer (KAD), Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- The Chief Engineer (KAD), Punjab, Chandigarh.



------------Respondent





AC No. 939   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Ram Saran Dass on behalf of the  appellant.

Shri Parhlad Kumar, Divisional Accountant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.509-10/328 dated 28.3.2011, a copy of which has been given to the information-seeker. The plea of the respondent is that complete information has been furnished to the appellant.  The appellant, however, points out that he has not received a copy of the Rules under which time period for sending LPC of an employee on transfer to the next office has been specified by the Government. 
2.

The information-seeker had applied for information on 21.9.2010.  On 10.1.2011, the PIO had sought three weeks’ time from the ld. SIC Shri D. S. Kahlon, before whom this case was fixed. However, till date complete information has not been furnished.  Statutorily, the PIO was required to furnish the information within 30 days.  Therefore, issue notice to the both the PIOs Shri Rashpal Singh, the then Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Ranjit Sagar Dam,  Dam Project (Punjab), Shahpur Kandi, Tehsil Pathankot, District Gurdaspur and also to the present PIO Shri Harinder Singh Walia, Executive Engineer, SNE Civil Division, Canal Colony, Hoshiarpur.  They may file written reply and  also appear in person to explain the delay.

3.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 









              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
CC

Shri Rashpal Singh,  Executive Engineer,  Ranjit Sagar Dam,  Dam Project (Punjab), Shahpur Kandi, Tehsil Pathankot, District Gurdaspur 

Shri Harinder Singh Walia, Executive Engineer –cum- PIO,  SNE Civil Division, Canal Colony, Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. M.R. Dubey, Advocate, 121-K, Lane No.-6, Majithia Enclave,

Near 24 No. Phatak, Patiala.





             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,SCO-87, 

Sec-40-C, Chandigarh.






------------Respondent





CC No. 2584   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant
Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, s/o Sh. Sadhu Ram, Central Jail,

Ferozepur.







             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent, Central Jail, Ludhiana.



------------Respondent





CC No.  3618  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



From perusal of the order of Ld. SIC Shri D.S.Kahlon dated 9.2.2011, it appears that in response to the request for information, the information-seeker was informed by the Deputy Superintendent of Central Jail, Ludhiana to deposit the requisite fee prescribed under Rules before the information could be given to him.  As the fee was not deposited by the complainant, the information was not supplied to him.

2.

As a last opportunity, issue fresh notice to the complainant, who is absent today.
3.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarseem Singh Khatkar, r/o Village- Panjeta,

PO- Bhunerheri, District- Patiala.



             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer, District-Patiala.

------------Respondent





CC No.  320  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar  complainant in person.

None on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had moved an application dated 30.11.2010 to the PIO/District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala seeking information on three issues listed in his application.  It is averred that he never received any response from the PIO and consequently he moved the State Information Commission by way of complaint under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

However, none has appeared on behalf of the PIO/District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala nor any intimation regarding absence has been received. Issue fresh notice to the respondent to appear on the next date of hearing and to submit a written reply explaining the delay beyond the statutory period of 30 days.

3.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hans Raj, s/o Sh. Roop Singh, r/o Village-Tooran, 

Tehsil-Amloh, District- Fatehgarh Sahib.


             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Amloh, 
District-Fatehgarh Sahib.





--------Respondent





CC No. 331   of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Hans Raj complainant in person.

None on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Amloh, District Fatehgarh Sahib to show cause why information has not been furnished within the statutory period of 30 days.  He may appear in person or through a duly authorized official competent to explain the facts of the case.

2.

To come up on 26.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh (Panchayat Member) ,s/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

VPO- Lubhana Taiku, District- Patiala.




             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Khamono, 
Distt.- Fatehgarh Sahib.    






-----------Respondent





CC No. 333   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Mrs. Rajinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the complainant was duly informed vide No.911 dated 24.9.2010 that Block Khamano was created in the year 1994 and as such the information relating to the year 1988 and 1989 is not available with the concerned respondent public authority.  The respondent further submits that Khamano Block was carved out by merger of area of different blocks and the information would not be available with any single public authority.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He may file his rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent.

3.

To come up on 26.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hari Das, s/o Sh. Laza Ram, r/o Balad Kothi,

Tehsil & District- Sangrur.





             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhawanigarh, 
Distt.-Sangrur.








------------Respondent





CC No. 336   of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Hari Dass complainant in person.

Shri Surinder Singh Dhillon, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhawanigarh  on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information was furnished vide NO.27 dated 14.1.2011 in response to the RTI application dated 10.10.2011.

2.

The plea of the complainant, however, is that two pages are not legible.  The respondent undertakes to furnish fresh legible copies duly attested.  Parties have agreed to meet in the office of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhawanigarh on 30.3.2011 for this purpose.  Accordingly, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, s/o Sh. Sham Lal, 

President Voice of India Community Empowerment, 

Opposite Tehsil Office Lehragaga, District- Sangrur.


             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Punjab State Pharmacy Council, 

Parivar Kalian Bhawan, Sector- 34-A, Chandigarh.



------------Respondent





CC No. 343   of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Rakesh Kumar Singla  complainant in person.

Mrs. Surinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that as per four queries of the complainant, the information till March, 2011 consists of 85980 pages.  As per the RTI Rules notified by the State Government, the fee requirement works out to be Rs.1,71,960/- and accordingly the present complainant was informed to deposit the fee and obtain the information, which he has not done so-far.
2.

The respondent, however, is willing to furnish copies of the Rules pertaining to registration as also a copy of the Act, free of cost, as a gesture of transparency.  These documents were in fact given to the information-seeker at the time of hearing, free of cost. 
3.

 The rest of the information shall be given to the complainant, after  he deposits the requisite fee.  

4.

The complaint case is disposed of, with the above direction.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, s/o Sh. Sham Lal, 

President Voice of India Community Empowerment, 

Opposite Tehsil Office Lehragaga, District- Sangrur.


             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Civil Surgeon, District-Sangrur.



------------Respondent





CC No. 347   of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Rakesh Kumar Singla  complainant in person.

Shri Ashish Phull, clerk  on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent states that in response to RTI application dated 16.10.2010, a reply was sent vide No.889 dated 27.10.2010 giving basic information/data and further seeking a fee @ Rs.2/- per page in respect of the information for which photocopies had been asked.  Request for some information which was held by the Primary Health Centers located in different parts of the district was forwarded to the concerned Primary Health Centers, who have also provided the information to the complainant.  The complainant also confirms that he has received the information from the Primary Health Centers.

2.

Let the information-seeker deposit the requisite fee and thereafter the respondent shall furnish photocopies of the remaining documents.

3.

With the above direction, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, s/o Sh. Sham Lal, 

President Voice of India Community Empowerment, 

Opposite Tehsil Office Lehragaga, District- Sangrur.


             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Civil Surgeon, District-Sangrur.



------------Respondent





CC No.  349  of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Rakesh Kumar Singla complainant in person.

Dr. Pardeep Sharma, APIO alongwith Shri Ajay Kumar, Dealing Clerk on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent states that information has been furnished.  
2.

I have heard the parties.  The respondent points out delay of about 4 months in furnishing of the information.  The delay has been explained by the respondent in terms of the fact that the information was voluminous and that the staff was deputed on Census Duty. The information had to be obtained from different Branches.  The information has now been furnished free of cost.

3.

In view of the above facts and the explanation for delay is accepted as reasonable. The complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shivangi Madhok, B-XXX/63, Nehru Nagar, Street No.-2,

Rly Road Phagwara, Kapurthala.




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






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the SDM-cum-Electoral Registration Officer, Phagwara-144401.

FAA- The Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.



------------Respondent





AC No.  119  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajneesh Madhok on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Harminder Singh, Tehsildar, Phagwara  on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant is satisfied with the information except for the information pertaining to Sr. No. 9 of his query in  the RTI application dated 17.9.2010.  The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 10.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Sharma, 292, Kothe Bheem Sain, 

Deena Nagar, Gurdaspur.




             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare of Punjab, Chandigarh.
------------Respondent





CC No. 325   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gopal Dass, Superintendent  on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information has been furnished to the present information-seeker, who, however, is absent without intimation.  It is further averred by the respondent that there was no delay as the Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur had asked the information-seeker to deposit the requisite fee as per RTI Rules which in fact has not been paid till date, but since the information-seeker moved the State Inforamtion Commission, information was furnished free of cost.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction, the case is adjourned to 26.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









              (R.I. Singh)

March 29, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
