STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

# 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-1141001.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Child Welfare Council, Punjab,

Karuna Sadan, 3rd Floor, 

Sector: 11-B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 402 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain,  Complainant, in person. 
Shri Pritam Singh, Accounts Officer  and Shri Anil, Senior Accountant , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant on 06.05.2009, through Courier. The Complainant states that he has received the information and  sent his observations on the information supplied to him to the Respondent on 03.06.2009 with a copy to the Commission, which has been  received in the Commission on 05.06.2009 against Diary No. 8531. 
2.

The Respondent hands over some information  to the  Complainant in the court today in view of  the observations submitted by him and requests the
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 Commission  to grant some more time so that the remaining information could be supplied to the Complainant as per his demand. 
3.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 16.07.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Leena Anand,

W/O Shri Sandeep Kumar,

45, Green Avenue, Kapurthala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. A. V. College of Education,

Hoshiarpur.








 Respondent

CC - 889 /2009

Present:
Smt. Leena Anand, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of D.A.V. College of Education, Hoshiarpur on 03.07.2008 for seeking certain information. She sent a  reminder to the PIO/APIO on 10.09.2008. On getting no response, she filed  complainants  with the Commission on 07.10.2008 and 16.03.2009, which were  received in the Commission on 24.10.2008 and 02.04.2009 against Diary Numbers 13911 and 4795 respectively. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

A perusal of the file reveals that Notice of Hearing  was inadvertently  sent to PIO of the office of D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur instead of D. A. V. College of Education, Hoshiarpur, which has been returned by the PIO  of
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 D. A. V. College, Hoshiarpur.  Accordingly, it is directed that Notice of Hearing be sent  to the PIO of D.A.V. College of Education, Hoshiarpur alongwith a copy of  this order.
3.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

      Sd/-


                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner





Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dilbag Singh,

S/o Shri Jang Singh,

Village: Mahima, P.O.:Khanpur Gandian,

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(SE)
, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC - 887 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Rahul Singh, Clerk, office of DEO, (SE), Patiala,                    , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of District Education Officer(SE), Patiala, on  08.09.2008 for seeking certain information.  The District Education Officer(S), Patiala, informed the Complainant vide letter No. E-2/2-2009/RTI/5651, dated 22.01.2009  that the requisite information does not relate to his office which can be had from the Government or S.C.R.T, Punjab, Chandigarh. Not satisfied with the response of the D.E.O.(S), Patiala, the Complainant; filed a complainant; with the Commission on 17.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 02.04.2009 against Diary No. 4810. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

In the instant complaint filed with the Commission, the Complainant has mentioned that he had earlier also filed a complaint with the Commission  on 09.02.2009.

3.

The Respondent states that similar information was demanded by the Complainant earlier in CC-517/2009 which was disposed of by this Bench on 21.05.2009 after the information was supplied to the Complainant. He pleads that since the information has already been supplied to the Complainant  in CC-517/2009 and the same information has again been demanded in the instant case, the  instant case may be closed. 
4.

During hearing of CC-517/2009 on 21.05.2009 the Complainant was not present and today again during the hearing of instant case he is not present, which shows that he is not serious in obtaining the information and more-over, the information has already been supplied to him. 

5.

Therefore, the instant case  is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





  Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashutosh,

H.No. 3179, Sector: 38-D, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, S. D. College, Barnala.




 Respondent

CC - 893 /2009
Present:
Shri Ashutosh, Complainant, in person.

Dr. M. L. Bansal, Principal-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of S. D. College, Barnala on 20.02.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 25.03.2009,  which was received in the Commission on 02.04.2009 against Diary No. 4738. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Dr. M. L. Bansal, Principal-cum-APIO, brings to the notice of the Commission that the Complainant had filed  an application earlier also for seeking same information,  which was decided by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri Kulbir Singh on 16.01.2009. The Complainant contests that the information demanded by him  in the instant case is totally different from the earlier case. 
3.

The information demanded by the Complainant in the instant case 
is discussed in detail para-wise. After detailed deliberations, with the consent of 
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both the parties it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of Principal, S. D. College, Barnala on 13th July, 2009 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect the record and the Principal will make all necessary arrangements for the same. Necessary charges for the inspection will be deposited by the Complainant.  The Principal-cum-APIO makes it clear that copies of Resolutions passed by the Management Committee relating to the Complainant will only be supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant agrees to this. 
4.

Accordingly, It is also directed that the documents identified by the Complainant  after the inspection of the record will be supplied to the Complainant by the Principal free of cost on the spot relating to the Complainant. If the Complainant feels satisfied after obtaining the required documents, he will give a receipt thereof, which will be  passed on to the Commission by the Principal with the request that the Complainant has obtained the required documents and is satisfied  and the case may be closed. Then there will be no need to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing by both the parties. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

23.07.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar,

S/o Shri Ruldu  Ram,

Near Devine Light Public School Baran Nohre,

Budhlada, Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa – 151502.

Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Budhlada,

District: Mansa.







 Respondent

CC - 110 /2009

Present:
Shri  Ashok Kumar,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Vijay Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 05.05.2009, when the PIO of the office of M.C. Budhlada was directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today,  alongwith complete information as per the demand of the Complainant including shop No. 128 of M. C. Budhlada. 
2.

Shri Vijay Kumar,  Accountant-cum-PIO states that Shop No. 128 in the name of Shri Ruldu Ram cannot be transferred in the name of his sons as one of his son has filed a case against  M. C. Budhlada that Shop No. 128 should
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 not be transferred in the name of his three brothers. He pleads that since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
3

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajwinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Gurtej Singh, 

R/o Jai Singh Wala, 

Tehsil & District: Bathinda. 





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (SE), Punjab, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 360 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The case was last listed for 30.4.2009. As  none was present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, while giving on more opportunity to both the parties, the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 
2.

Today again, none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





   Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)








           
REGISTERED
Smt. Rajinder Kaur,

W/o Shri Jagdip Singh Sandhu,

Kothi No. 142, Azeemgarh,

Tehsil: Abohar, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(S.E.), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 897 /2009

Present:
Shri R. S. Sidhu, Advocate, on   behalf of the Complainant.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, on 20.09.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, she sent a  reminder to the Principal Secretary School Education on 10.03.2009. On getting no response either from the D.P.I.(SE) or from the Principal Secretary School Education, she filed a complaint with the Commission on 02.04.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 4769. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
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2.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant  states that no information has been received by the Complainant till date. He pleads that since the information has been delayed for 7 months and 11 days, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and compensation may be awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the detriment suffered by her.
3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining the reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant  for the detriment suffered by her. 

4.

It is directed that this order be sent to both the parties by registered post. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.07.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurprit Pal Singh,

H.No. 364, Dogar Basti,

Gali No. 7-L, Faridkot-151203.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Headmistress, 

Government High School, Bhana,

District: Faridkot.







 Respondent

CC - 890 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Ms. Arvinder Kaur, Headmistress, Government High School, Bhana and Shri Om Parkash, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 16.02.2009 for seeking certain information. The PIO sent a reply to the Complainant on 09.03.2009 vide letter No. 869/09. Not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 02.04.2009 against Diary No. 4791.
2.

The Respondent, vide her letter dated 08.06.2009 has intimated the Commission that the Complainant  demanded that in the Attendance Register his name should figure above the name of Smt. Lavleen Kaur, Science Mistress, on 
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the basis of seniority. Accordingly, advice of District Education Officer(SE) Faridkot was sought and on the receipt of the advice the name of the Complainant has been put above the name of Smt. Lavleen Kaur, Science Mistress in the Attendance Register  as per the  demand of the Complainant. She pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar Mittal,

C/o H.No. 1255, Pushpak Complex,

Sector: 49-B, Chandigarh.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 830 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant, vide his letter dated 10.6.2009, has intimated the Commission that due to some domestic  affairs he is not able to attend the proceedings on 11.6.2009 and has requested to adjourn the case  to some other date.
2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has sought information on four points. Para-1 and 2 relate to L.G.-1 Branch and Para-3 and 4 relate to Municipal Service Cell.  He further states that information regarding
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 Para-1 and 2 has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 13/135/08- 2 ;; -1/524, dated 24.02.2009.  He submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
3.

The Complainant  is not present. He might have received the information. Therefore, he is directed to send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO, under intimation to the Commission, before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The PIO is directed to send the information regarding Para -3 and 4 to the Complainant after collecting the same from the Municipal Service Cell, before the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.06.2009 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town, 

Ludhiana – 141002.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 398 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant  as well as the Respondent. 



ORDER
1.

Chief Town Planner, Local Government, Punjab, has supplied requisite information to the Complainant vide Memo. No. CTP(LG)-2009/486-487, dated 04.05.2009 alongwith a copy of the Notification defining the duties of ATPs, STPs and MTPs posted in Municipal Corporations and Municipal Councils in the State of Punjab,   with a copy to the Commission, which has been taken on record.
2.

Despite the clear directions given on the last date of hearing, the PIO of the office of Director Local Government is not present to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of this small information. 

3.

A perusal of the file reveals that the information, in this  case, has 
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been delayed for 4 months. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the detriment suffered by him. 
4.

The case is fixed on 21.07.2009 for considering the question of imposing penalty upon the PIO  and awarding  compensation to the Complainant 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED
Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj,

Chief Editor, Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No. 275, Main Post Office, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 349 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh on behalf Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj, the Complainant.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 12.05.2009, when on the request of Tehsildar West, Ludhiana, that the officers/officials are busy in connection with Lok Sabha Elections scheduled for 13.05.2009, the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 
2.

Tehsildar, Ludhiana West has intimated the Commission vide letter No. 806, dated 11.5.2009 that reply to the Complainant has been sent vide letter No. 712-713/B.C. dated 24.03.2009.

3.                    A perusal of the file reveals that  Miss. Paramjit Kaur, Clerk,  office of District Transport Officer, Ludhiana sent a letter to the Commission, which was received  in the Commission on 21.05.2009 against  Diary No. 7463 in which
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she has inter-alia  stated as under:-

“ fJ; B/ w?Bz{ eJh tko pb?ew/b ehsk go id’A w?A fJ; d/ nfVe/ BjhA nkJh sK fJ; B/ w/o/ fybkc ;{uBk nfXeko n?eN nXhB M{mhnK f;ZXhnK ;{uBktK wzr e/ w?Bz gq/;akB eo fojk j?. fJ; dh g{o/ b’fXnkD/ ftu ;oekoh dcsoK s/A iKu eotk bJh ikt/ sK nfijk e/Jh th wfjewk iK eiwukoh fJ; B/ BjhA SZfvnk  fi; d/ fybkc fJ; B/ nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN d/ sfjs ;{uBk Bk wzrh j/t/. w?A sK fJ; d/ fybkc gq?; e/A;b nkc fJzvhnk ns/ wkB:/r iZi ;aqh bZSwD f;zx f;tb iZi b[fXnkDk dh ndkbs ftu e/; ehsk j/fJnk j?.
        
fJ; B/ j[D sZe j/m fby/ b’/eK Bz{ ;{uBkl nfXeko n?eN nXhB gq/;akB eoe/ nkgDhnK i/pK GohnK jB fJj b/e GbkJh bJh e/’Jh ;{uBk BjhA  wzrdk fJ; dk we’;d vok e/ g?;/ b?Dk j?L-

1) ihs okw fJ;N/N nc;o, rbkvk$g[vk fco/ig[o o/v, g[vk jkT{; b[fXnkDk.

2) BkfJp sfj;bdko Btdhg f;zx f;ZX{(j[D fwase)
3) pbtho f;zx, eboe fvgNh efw;aBo, b[fXnkDk.

4) gtB ;{d, sfjpkikoh fJz;g?eNo,l ia’B J/ Bro fBrw b[fXnkDk.

5) ;[fozdo Gzvkoh, eboe, vhHNhHUH dcso b[fXnkDk.

6) R[owhs f;zx, eboe, vhHNhHUH dcso b[fXnkDk.

7) sfj;hbdko gZSwh, b[fXnkDk.

8) R’gkb feq;aB, eboe, ;p-ofi;Noko, g{oph, b[fXnkDk.

9) f;tb j;gskb, b[fXnkDk.

10) c{v fJz;g?eNo s/ voZr fJz;g?eNo f;tb ;oiB dcso b[fXnkDk.
    
nfij/ j/o th eJh eowukkoh j/Dr/ fiBQk Ba{ fJj nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN dk 
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voktk d/ e/ Xwek fojk j? ns/ fpBK tiQk gq;akB eoe/ T[jBK s/A g?;/ dh wzr eo fojk j?.

 
w//jopkBh eoe/ T[es gZsoeko i/ fe gZsoekfosk Bzz{ pdBkw eo fojk j? fJ; Bz{ ;{uBktK fdtkT[D s/A gfjbK ;pzXs ftnesh dh iKu eo lbJhl ikt/ fe fJj fe; ezw bJh fJj ;{uBktK wzr fojkl j? ns/ fJ; dk wzst eh j?<  feXo/ fJj Bk j’t/ fe nkg ih d[nkok fdZs/ rJ/ j[ew fe;/ w[bkiawK iK ftnesh ft;a/;a bJh B[e;kBdkfJe j/D. “
4.
In view of the facts and  circumstances narrated above, Commission is satisfied under Section 18(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 that there are reasonable grounds for ordering an inquiry into the matter before  any information is supplied to Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj in this case.  Therefore, Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, is directed to get an inquiry conducted by a Senior Officer of the administration  regarding allegations levelled by Miss. Paramjit Kaur against Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj, Chief Editor, Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly, Post Box No. 275, Main Post Office, Ludhiana .  Miss. Paramjit Kaur is directed to submit an affidavit, duly attested by Magistrate First Class, to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to vindicate her stand in the eye of Law, with a copy to the Commission. A copy of the Inquiry Report be sent to the Commission by 25.8.2009.
5.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 01.09.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Deputy 
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Commissioner, Ludhiana alongwith a copy of the complaint submitted by Miss. Paramjit Kaur and Miss. Paramjit Kaur, Clerk, office of District Transport Officer, Ludhiana, by registered post.
Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

7.
After the hearing, in the instant case is over, Shri Nirmal Singh, Clerk, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  appears before the Commission and states that he has got late due to break down of the bus.
Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 11. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
CC:

1.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. 

2. Miss. Paramjit Kaur and Miss. Paramjit Kaur, Clerk, office of  

           District Transport Officer, Ludhiana,


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Brar,

House No. 154, Sector-44A,

Chandiglarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 392 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurnam Singh Brar, complainant, in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO and Shri K.D.Bhalla, Deputy Director,    


Commercial, PSEB, Patiala, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 05.05.2009 when it was directed that the Director, Sales, for Chief Engineer, PSEB, Patiala, will attend the hearing today.  His request is received in the Commission that he will be away from State from 9th June, 2009 to 13th June, 2009 due to some official work.  Hewever he states that the information as per the directions of the Court dated 05.05.2009 has been sent through registered post vide memo No.461/62, dated 08.06.2009.  They have supplied the information regarding tubewell connections released category-wise and he further states that the number of general category applications pending with the PSEB as on 31.08.2008 is 310491 numbers.  Since 
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the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, the respondent states that the case may be closed.  

2.

Since the information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                             Surinder Singh

State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon



Dated: 11.06.2009



     State Information Commissioner 


           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Santa Goyal, 

5-A, Tez Bagh Colony,

Sanour Road, Patiala.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura.






 Respondent

CC No. 859 /2009

Present:
Smt. Santa Goyal, the complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Santa Goyal represented to the Cooperation Minister on 23/25.03.2008 and her application  was forwarded to the concerned authorities by the Coperation Minister to do the needful. She has requested the Tehsildar to get the demarcation (Nishan-Dehi) of plot of her son, Shri Satish Kumar Goyal, in village Dhakansu, Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala measuring 8 Biswas  in Khewat-Khatauni No. 243/501, Khasra No. 391. After getting no response she filed an application with the PIO of office of Tehsildar, Rajpura along with necessary fee of Rs.10/- on 21.02.2009..  After getting no response, she filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 06.04.2009 against diary No. 4850.  Accordingly notice of 
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hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

A perusal of the file brings out that the Tehsildar, Rajpura has returned the application to the complainant with the remarks that the application is not on proper Performa “A” as per the RTI Act, 2005.  It is directed that the instructions have already been issued as per the orders of the State Information Commission that there is no need to apply on form “A”.  The complainant/ appellant can file simple application on plain paper requesting for any type of information.
3.

It is directed that Tehsildar, Rajpura may take necessary action as per the demand of the complainant and direct the revenue officials – Kanugo and Patwari- to give the demarcation of the plot, the intakal of which has been made in the name of her son vide Intkal No. 2904, dated 21.09. 1982  and he is directed to supply the information about the plot after giving demarcation (Nishan-dehi) to her within a period of 15 days.  It is directed that on the next date of hearing Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura will attend the Court proceedings along with the remaining  information about the plot mentioned above. He is also directed to explain reasons as to why the information has not been supplied inspite of the directions given by the Cooperation Minister on 23/25.03.2008.
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4.

Case is  fixed for further hearing on 29.06.2009 in the Chamber in SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.L.Malhotra,

Chief Editor, Punjab-Da-Shisha, Newspaper,

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana-141—8.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No. 05 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 04.06.4009 when it was directed that the information be supplied immediately.  The case was fixed for hearing on today.  The respondent places on record  a letter No. 86/RTI/B, dated 10.06.2009 in which Shri K.L.Malhotra states that  “ekgh o;ht ehshnK ns wzrh ;{uBk s;Zbh :’r j?” e/H n?bHwbj’sok fwsh 10.06.2009 -14.45 ;akw”

2.

Since the information stands supplied and the complainant is satisfied, the case is disposed of.
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3..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

B XVIII 976/3, Link Road,

Opposite Preet Palace, Ludhiana-141002.



Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Government, Mini Sectt. Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 281 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Chohan Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 30.04.2009 when it was directed that a photocopy of orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana decided on 04.10.2008 be supplied to the appellant.  A copy of the orders was also sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government for information and to appoint an PIO in the office of Principal Secretary, Local Government under Section 5(1)(2) of the RTI Act in place of Shri M.P.Arora, Additional Secretary, who has since been transferred. 

2.

Shri Chohan Singh, on behalf of respondent places on record a letter No. 14/424/08-3LG1/1826, dated 111.06.2009 and states that the
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 information, regarding Civil Writ Petition No. 4886 of 2003 which has been decided by the High Court on 04.10.2008, has been sent to Shri Yogesh Dewan, resident of B-X-III-976, Link Road, Opposite Preet Palace, Ludhiana-141002 on 24.02.2009.  The respondent states that since the information as per the demand of the appellant has been supplied, the case may be closed.

3.

Shri Yogesh Dewan, vide his letter dated 22 .04.2009 has requested to the Commission that in future when notice of hearing is sent please indicate the case number along with subject-matter demanded by the appellant.  Registry is directed to send the notice along with the copy of application from the appellant/ complainant so that he can make out on which case hearing is going on.  

4.

The respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. The case is therefore disposed of.

5.
             Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

B XVIII 976/3, Link Road,

Opposite Preet Palace, Ludhiana-141002.



Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Government, Mini Sectt. Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 282 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Chohan Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

The respondent on behalf of PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government, states that he has not received the application of the appellant dated 03.10.2008 in his office. A copy of application of the appellant dated 03.10.2008 is handed over to the respondent in the Court today. 

2.

A perusal of the application of appellant, he states that the information demanded by the appellant relates to the office of CTP(LG). It is directed that the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, Local Government may transfer the application to the CTP for supply of information.  The information is 
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available with the office of CTP.  It is directed that the information be supplied within a period of 15 days and the case fixed for hearing on 29.06.2009 in the Chamber in SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anand Parkash Bhatia,

House No.217, Sector-10,

Panchkula-134113.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 2393 /2008

Present:
Shri Anand Parkash Bhatia, complainant, in person.



Shri S.C.Gupa, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum- PIO, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 14.05.2008 when it was directed that Shri S.C.Gupta, Assistant Trust Engieer-cum-PIO will file an affidavit as per the observations made by the complainant during the arguments held in the court.

2.

Shri S.C.Gupta makes a submission that he is not Trust Engineer. He is Assistant Trust Engineer –cum-PIO. Accordingly correction be made in the orders dated 14.05.2009.  He made a submission of affidavit dated 10.06.2009 which is taken on record and one photocopy duly authenticated is handed over to the complainant in our presence.  After deliberations it is directed that Shri S.C.Gupta will bring the information relating to cheque amounting to Rs.1500/- (Rupees One thousand five hundred only) which has been deposited in their account as per the contingent bill dated 11.06.1987.
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3.

Shri S.K.Gupta, also placed on record a letter addressed to Fl.Lt. Anand Parkash Bhatia, complainant, with a copy to the Commission in which the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana has stated that the information relating to serial No. 1,3,4, 5,6,7 and 8 has been supplied.  The information relating to serial No. 9,10,11 and 13 is not available as yet.  Information about the allotment of 116 plots as demanded in serial No. 12 has been supplied on 09.04.2009 and the information relating to allotment of 15 plots is attached with the letter dated 09.06.2009.  It is also stated that the office noting  and voucher dated 12.06.1987 and the copies of cash book are also attached with the letter dated 09.06.2009.  It is directed that the complainant may submit his response/ observations, if any, on the letter sent to him vide memo No. 978, dated 09.06.2009 at his address.

4.  

 As the information is late for more than six months, I therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri S.C.Gupta) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him @ Rs.250/- per day  under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as aforementioned within 15 days of the receipt of this Order with a copy 
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to the opposite party. It is also directed that the remaining information as per the demand of the complainant dated 11.08.2008 be supplied.  

5.

Case is fixed for confirmation and decision on penalty and compensation on 29th June, 2009 in the Chamber in SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

6..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Chief Editor,

Afsana Masik (Punjabi Newspaper),

Head office 2021, Kuldeep Nagar, Street No.4,

Basi Mani Singh, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 350  /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

The District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO informed the Commission  vide memo No. 13/672/PIO/RTI, dated 08.05.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 25.05.2009 against diary No. 7604 with a copy to Shri Gurmeet Singh, Chief Editor, Afsana , Punjabi newspaper, the complainant.  She stated that the information has been prepared by the officer –incharge, HRC Branch, Ludhiana running into 47 sheets and is readily available with her to be supplied to the complainant.  She further stated in the letter that Shri Gurmeet Singh has since been informed vide memo No. 5468/672/PIO/RTI, dated 06.02.2009 to collect the same from the APIO of office of District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana.  The complainant has requested the PIO that he will collect the 
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information himself.  It is directed that Shri Gurmeet Singh will collect the information readily available with the DRO-cum-PIO on 12.06.2009 at 11.00 AM.  

The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and the District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana be informed on phone to supply the information to Shri Gurmeet Singh who is going to collect the same on 12.06.2009.  Shri Gurmeet Singh assured the Commission that he will collect the information on 12.06.2009 at 11.00 AM.

2.

The case is disposed of as the complainant has agreed to collect the information from the office of District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO on 12.06.2009.

3.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

Sd/-




Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Vijay Pal (Tennis Coach),

C/o Shri  S. S. Mann,

House No. 140, Maya Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Sports, Punjab,

SCO No. 116-117, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent
CC No. 801 /2009
Present:
Shri Brij Behari, Basket Ball Coach (retired) on behalf of Shri 


Vijay Pal, Tennis Coach, the complainant.




Shri Simar Singh, Superintendent and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior 


Assistant, on  behalf of respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri Vijay Pal, Tennis Coach, filed two applications with the PIO of office of Director Sports, Punjab on 02.12.2008 and 03.12.2008 asking for the specific information from the Sports Department. After getting no response , he filed a complaint with the Commission against two applications in one covering letter dated 12.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 26.03.2009 against diary No. 4357. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it brings out that the information
 relating to application dated 03.12.2008 has been supplied on 26.05.2009 vide 
memo No. PSSC-CA-3-09/1267 addressed to Shri Vijay Pal, Tennis Coach with 
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a copy to the Commission running into five sheets.  The respondent states that the information relating to application dated 02.12.2008 has been sent to Shri Vijay Pal, Tennis Coach vide memo No. Sports-SS2-DA-11-09/5292, dated 18.03.2009.

3.

The Complainant makes written submissions, which are taken on record. 

4.

The requisite information was supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent  as per his demand made vide his application  dated 02.12.2008. The Complainant sought some clarification on the information supplied to him. The Respondent states that the clarification sought by the Complainant has already been supplied to him and necessary action has been taken by the Department regarding his observations in Para-3 of his application. The Respondent pleads that since the information vis-à-vis the clarification has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of. 


5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  However,  the complainant is advised to file a new application if he desires any other information.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj,

Chief Editor, Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No. 275, 

Main Post Office, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 362 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh on behalf of Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj, 


the complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing on the request of Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West)  case was adjourned. Even today none is present on behalf of respondent. The Commission has taken very serious view of this lapse.  It is directed that the PIO of office of Deputy Commissioner will attend the proceedings, along with the information to be supplied, on 29th June, 2009 in the Chamber in SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. Otherwise action will be taken as per the Right to Information Act for not supplying the information.
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2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner.




 


After the hearing is over Shri Nirmal Singh, Clerk appeared before the Commission.  He states that due to break-down of bus he could not reach in time to attend the Court.  The case has already been fixed for hearing on 29.06.2009 in the Chamber to supply the requisite information before the next date of hearing.

Sd/-
Surinder Singh,

                                                                      State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 11.06.2009.



State Information Commissioner
