STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi – 110048.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Home,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 3411/2010

Present:
Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   Complainant, in person.


Smt. Sunita Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information running into 8 sheets has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 6/91/2010-5r4/206 dated 17.01.2011, with a copy to the Commission.  The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and submits that the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi – 110048.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 3410/2010

Present:
Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   Complainant, in person.
Shri Tej Pal Singh, Sub Inspector, Police Station(City), Rajpura,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The remaining information i.e. a copy of letter No. 5, dated 06.01.2007 alongwith a receipt of the Challan received by the Complainant from the lower court has been supplied to the Complainant. 
3.

The Complainant states that he wants to know as to when the letter No. 5 dated 06.01.2007 was received by the Naib Court or some other authority, which was sent through Special Messenger Shri Gursharan Singh, Head Constable No. 1635. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will inform on the next date of hearing as to when the Challan sent through Special Messenger Shri Gursharan 
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Singh, Head Constable No. 1635 was received by the Naib Court or by some other authority.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

R/o Military Station Road,

Opposite Chankaya School, Fazilka – 152123.

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







 Respondent
CC - 3884/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as  the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The  case was last heard on 30.12.2010,  when a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment  suffered by him and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of the orders.
2.

None is present today. Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector-cum-APIO  has informed on telephone today that a Demand Draft No. 831144 dated 17.01.2011 drawn on Oriental Bank of Commerce for Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) has been handed over to the Complainant and due receipt has been taken.

3.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

                         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Asra S/o Shri Hari Ram,

C/o Chandarh Medical Hall,

Old Bus Stand, Appra,

Tehsil: Phillaur, District: Jalandhar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC - 3053/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Smt. Satya Devi, Branch Incharge, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Mohali, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that as per the demand of the Complainant a copy of letter No. D.P.L.D.-3-85/4769-598, dated 30.12.29085 has been supplied to the Complainant vide  letter No. 8/37/10-LD-2/22766, dated 24.12.2010,  with a copy to the Commission. 
2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that  he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
                         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                             REGISTERED
Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Shri Kuldeep Chand, 

Village: Singhpur, P.O.: Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







   Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,

District: Ropar.







 Respondent

CC - 3442/2010

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia, Complainant, in person.


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

The Complainant states that as per the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing, he has sent his observations on the information supplied to him to the BDPO, Nurpur Bedi vide letter dated 05.01.2011 by registered post with a copy to the Commission buy no response has been received from the BDPO. 
2.

The observations sent by the Complainant have not been received in the Commission so far.  It is directed that the B.D.P.O. Nurpur Bedi will send his response to the observations of the Complainant  and he will bring the original Resolution Register of Gram Panchayat Singhpur  on the next date of hearing. 
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3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

The Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpinder Singh Gill,

Managing Director,

Piyar  Bus Service Pvt. Ltd.,

Near Taran Wala Pul, G.T.Road, Amritsar.



Complainant







     Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC -  3677/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  J. S. Brar, ADTO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent submits  a copy of letter No. ;Ne-gh(gh-1)$847-48,  dated 12.01.2011 from State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh vide which they have informed the Commission that the requisite information has been  supplied to the Complainant by the Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar vide letter No. 11642/nkoHNhHJ/H$i/$n?;H;hH, dated 09.12.2010, a copy of which has also been enclosed with the letter, which is  taken on record. 
2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yadwinder Singh,

VPO: Harike Kalan, 

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.







 Respondent

CC No. 3426 /2010

Present:
Shri Yadwinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Manoj Dhand, present BDPO, Shri Gurmeet Singh, former, 

BDPO, Shri Bhupinder Mohan Sharma, JE and Shri Modan 


Singh, Pump Operator, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 04.01.2011 when directions were issued to the respondent-PIO/ officials to supply the copies of record relating to the grant issued for the development of water works in village Harike Kalan, for the year 2003 to 2008 and expenses incurred on the development of water works and bills charged from different consumers month-wise. 

2.

Shri Manoj Dhand, BDPO, is present in the court today who states that the work of development of water works has been executed by the  Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation Division, Muktsar.  He further pleads that the maintenance of Water Supply and Sanitation of village Harike Kalan is being looked after/ executed by the Village Committee formed under   
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the chairmanship of Sarpanch and Junior Engineer, concerned, as Member Secretary with executive members of the village.  He states that the record relating to the development of water works is with the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Muktsar and the record pertaining to the maintenance and operation of Water Supply and Sanitation of village Harike Kalan is with the Sarpanch/ Junior Engineer who are chairman and Member Secretary of the village committee constituted by the Government of Punjab.

3.

Shri Bhupinder  Mohan Sharma, JE and Shri Modan Singh, Pump Operator, who are present in the court, state that the work of development of water works was executed by the Department of Public Health and Sanitation, Muktsar for which the information may be asked from the concerned public authority. The maintenance and operation of the water supply and Sanitation of village Harike Kalan is with the Sarpanch being the chairman.  He further states that the complainant should file a new application with the concerned Executive Engineer, Public Health & Sanitation, Muktsar for the information of development of water works and over-head reservoir. The information for maintenance of water supply and sanitation of village Harike Kalan will be supplied within a period of ten days i.e. by 28th of January, 2011. The respondents assured the court that the requisite information will be personally delivered to Shri Yadwinder Singh, complainant, as he belongs to the same village and plead that the case 
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may be closed. On the assurance of BDPO, Muktsar and Shri Bhupinder Mohan Sharma, JE, the case is disposed of. However, Shri Yadwinder Singh, complainant is free to approach the commission if the information is not supplied to him by 28th of January, 2011. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurjit Singh s/o sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village: Lakhnour, PO: sohana, Distt. SAS Nagar.

      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, Distt. Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No. 3679 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurjit Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Baljit Singh, Superintendent and Ms. Harsimaran Kaur, 


Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information is supplied to the complainant in the court today.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is  disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardara Singh, Member Panchayat,

Village: Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






              Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

AC No. 1088 /2010

Present:
Shri Sardara Singh, appellant, in person.



Ms. Ritu, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Dera Bassi and Shri 


Ram Chander, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sardara Singh, filed an application with the Sarpanch and  Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Handesra on 21.09.2010 and asked information on 10 points. Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Handesra vide his letter No.1, dated 15.10.2010 informed the appellant to deposit Rs. 200/- (Rupees Two hundred only) towards the cost of documents. The appellant deposited the requisite amount with the sarpanch after receiving the letter dated 15.10.2010. 

2.

The appellant did not receive the information from the sarpanch, he approached the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi that despite the fact that he has deposited the amount towards the cost of 
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documents, the sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Handesra has not supplied him the requisite information.  After getting no response from the PIO as well as the BDPO, he filed an appeal with the commission dated 03.12.2010 which was received in the commission office on 03.12.2010 against diary No. 22107. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to all the parties for today.

3.

The appellant, Shri Sardara Singh, states that he has received a parcel from the Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Handesra, on 08.12.2010 in which incomplete information has been sent to him and he has sent his observations/ comments vide his letter dated 10.12.2010 which has been got receipted from the Panchayat Secretary.  Copy of the observations has also been sent to the BDPO, Dera Bassi. 

4.

The respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within a period of 15 days as per his demand dated 21.09.2010 and the observations made by him on 10.12.2010.  Case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 03.02.2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar. 

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Shri P.K.Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi- 110048.


              Appellant Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Punjab, Patiala.






 Respondent

AC No. 972 /2010

Present:
Dr. Pardeep Dutta, appellant, in person.



Shri Manmohan Sharma, DSP, Rajpura and Shri Charat Singh, 


ASI, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing the respondent- PIO places on record  written submission vide letter No. 59A,/ 977-79/RTI,  dated 14.01.2011 in which he has stated about the applications filed by Dr. Dutta and one from his wife Mrs. Parswati Dutta.  In para Nos. 12,13 and 14 he has  explained in detail that Dr. Pardeep Dutta has filed application with the higher authorities such as Director General of Police and Additional DGP and letters are received in the office of Inspector General of Police, SSP and DSP after a long time.   

3.

After the perusal of two noting files No. 2550/PA, dated 24.02.2010 
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and File No. 2120/PA, dated 13.02.2010, it reveals that the inquiry has been conducted by the police officers in the complaints filed by Dr. Pardeep Dutta and his wife dated 17.02.2010 and 31.01.2010 simultaneously on 01.02.2010.  No doubt the information has been supplied late, but I am satisfied with the explanation made by the PIO and no penalty is imposed. . However, keeping in view the determent and harassment suffered by the appellant, a compensation of Rs.2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) is allowed to him to be paid in the shape of demand draft within a period of 15 days. 

4.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed.  However, it is fixed for confirmation of orders on 03.02.2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.





     
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC No. 998 /2010

Present:
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, appellant, in person.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

The requisite information running into 435 pages is supplied to the appellant in the court today.

2.

As concerned the question of depositing Rs. 388./- by the appellant with the Respondent- PIO,  the respondent states that Rs.388/- have been got deposited in another cases filed by the appellant. 

3.

As the information is supplied free of cost, no compensation is allowed to the appellant.  As per the arguments put forth by the appellant that the Department of Health and Family welfare be directed to take some concrete steps to deal with the RTI cases.  The First Appellate authority be directed to decide the case immediately after first appeal is filed by the appellant. It is 
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therefore, directed the Department of Health and Family Welfare issues some instructions to the PIOs in this regard.  

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,



        Department of Health and Family Welfare, Mini Sectt.,



        Sector 9, Chandigarh. 
 
