
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Education Officer, (Secondary),

Jalandhar.






                     Respondent
CC No. 389 of 2011
Present:
i)        Sh. Mohinder Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)       Sh. Hem Raj, Suptt.-cum-APIO on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in his application for information has sought the details of CPF sanctioned to him at the time of taking over of  the school by the government in 1983. The respondent states that these records are not available and  the only information which is available is the amount which was in balance in the complainant’s CPF account. The complainant, however, has sent a statement which has been prepared by the school and given to the complainant in which interest is calculated till May,1987.  The question which arises is  as to why the statement was prepared and on the basis of what record  it was prepared. The respondent should obtain the Principal’s reply to this query and submit the same to the Court on the next date of hearing, along with whatever relevant record is in the school’s possession on the subject. 

Adjourned to 10  AM on 28-04-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

Retired Forest Guard,

Baba Ajit Nagar, Bhawanigarh,

District- Sangrur. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3502 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)      Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt. & Ms. Surinder Kaur, Clerk, on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the file along with the comments of the DFO, Sangrur,  on the subject of the appeal made by the complainant to the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests has not yet been received from the office of the Conservator South, Patiala, and a decision will be taken in due course. This case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to convey the decision which has taken on the complainant’s appeal, to the complainant, as and when it is taken. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Rai,

Mathematics Teacher,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Mukandpur, 

Nawan Shaher. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Education Officer, (Secondary),

Nawan Shaher. 





                     Respondent
CC No. 334 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Kuldeep Rai, complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh. Suriner Pal Singh, Science Master-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for information about the immovable property acquired by a third party which is barred from disclosure under Section 8(1) (j) of the RTI  Act., 2005.


Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. N. D. Sharma, Advocate,

# Room No. 500, 5th Floor, 

Lawyers Chamber Complex, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officers, 

i)O/o. Chief Administrator,
PUDA, PUDA Bhawan,

Phase 8, Mohali.

ii) O/o. Distt Town and Country Planning Department,

Hoshiarpur.





__________ Respondents

AC No.  943 of 2010

Present:        i)
Sh. N. D. Sharma, Advocate, appellant in person. 
                     ii)    
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Area Investigator, & Sh. Chet Ram, ADO, Puda, on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the department’s letter dated 16-02-2011 vide which a response was sent to the appellant’s application for information has twice been returned undelivered and a copy of the same has therefore been obtained from the respondent and has been handed over to the appellant in the Court today. 


The PIO, Puda  has not complied with the orders dated 03-03-2011 regarding item no. 3 of the complainant’s application, he is given 24 hours to rectify the mistake and bring a copy of the reply in respect of item no. 3 at 10 AM on 01-04-2011.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Amit Kumar Rathee,

House No- F-15/986, Gali No. 2,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Tunga Puli,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.





        Complainant

Versus

District Education Officer, 

(Elementary Education), -cum-PIO,

Amritsar.






                     Respondent
CC No. 102 of 2011

Present:
i)    Sh. Amit Kumar Rathee, complainant in person.

ii) Sh. Dharminder Singh, IED Coordinator, on behalf  of the  respondent.
ORDER
Heard.

The complainant states that the orders dated 03-03-2011 have been complied with and he has been given copies of the appraisal reports required by him.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amit Kumar Rathee,

House No- F-15/986, Gali No. 2,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Tunga Puli,

Majitha Road, - Amritsar.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director General ,

School Education, 

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 103 of 2011
Present:
i)   
Sh. Amit Kumar Rathee, complainant in person.

ii)        Sh. Rajesh Thukral, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given by the respondent except for the copies of the appointment orders of the candidates selected as DSE and bifurcation of marks allotted to each selected candidate in accordance with the criteria for selection. 


The respondent states that he is not sure whether there was any one time selection of DSEs or not at head office level. According to him, a DSE is appointed by the concerned DEO, as and when a vacancy may arise in a district. The respondent should find out the factual position and inform the Court about it on the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-04-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manjeet Singh,

S/o. Sh. Dalbir Singh,

Village Kot Mohammad Khan,

Tehsil Khadur Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sahib Block, Nushera Panua, 

District- Tarn Taran





                     Respondent

CC No. 112 of 2011

Present:
None. 
ORDER

An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

S/o. Late. Sh. Tara Chand,

House No- 2611,

Shimla Market, Putlighar, 

District- Amritsar-143001.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.






                     Respondent
AC No.  44 of 2011

Present:
i)    Sh. Surinder Kumar, appellant in person.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has been heard.  I find that complete information has been given by the respondent in response to the complainant’s application for information and the objections raised by the appellant are not valid.  

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashwani Chawla, 

Kothi No. 1390, First Floor, 

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Tehsildar, 

Samana. Distt Patiala




                     Respondent






CC No. 3592 of 2010
Present:
i)         None on behalf of the complainant  in person. 

ii)    Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, Registry Clerk, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the orders dated 03-03-2011 have been complied with and the required information has been sent to the complainant vide their letter dated 11-03-2011.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

S/o. Sh. S. Bachittar Singh,

H. No. 201/100, Block-J, 

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. ADGP-cum-Commandant General,

Punjab Home Guards & Civil Defence , Punjab,

17 Bays Building,

Chandigarh. 






                     Respondent
AC No.  37 of 2011

Present:
i)      None on behalf of the appellant 

 ii)     Sh. Prince, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant has written to the Commission stating that the orders dated 03-03-2011 have been complied with and complete information has been received by him.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Master  Haresh Kumar,

172/H,  Saini Mohalla,

Bajri Company, Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur- 145001.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 95 of 2011

Present:
i)       None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)    Sh. Malkiat Singh, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO  and Sh. Bhupesh Gupta,Sr. Asstt.. 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent by the respondent vide his letter dated 30-03-2011.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him at 10 AM on 15-04-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Master. Haresh Kumar,

172/H,   Saini Mohalla,

Bajri Company, Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur- 145001.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 94 of 2011

Present:
i)       None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)    Sh. Malkiat Singh, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO  and Sh. Bhupesh Gupta,Sr. Asstt.. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given a response to the complainant in respect of point nos. 4, 5 & 6 of his application for information. He states that a response to point no. 3 of the complainant’s application will also be given within a week. Sh. Sunil, Superintendent, Funds Branch, is directed to ensure that a response to point no. 2 of the complainant’s application is given to the complainant within one week. No grievance has been expressed by the complainant in respect of point no. 1. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance.  In case there is any deficiency in the information which has already been supplied to the complainant, he may point out the same as well on the next date of hearing. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Raghbir Singh,

Village Mal Duara, P.O. Khokhar Faujia,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Education Officer (Elementary),

Gurdaspur.






                     Respondent

CC No. 213 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court  today.


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Raghbir Singh,

Village Mal Duara, P.O. Khokhar Faujia,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Education Officer (Elementary),

Gurdaspur.






                     Respondent

CC No. 214 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has not properly understood the information required by the complainant, which has been explained to him in the Court. He has assured the Court that correct information will be given to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 
 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Narinder Parkash,

S/o. Late Sh. Hari Ram,

Village Kadiana, PO & Block Adampur,

District Jalandhar.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Adampur, District Jalandhar.



                     Respondent

CC No. 177 of 2011

Present:
i)    Sh. Balwinder Singh, on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)   Sh. Balbir Singh, SEPO, Adampur, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant’s representative states that the Commission’s orders dated 10-03-2011 have been complied with and complete information has been received by the complainant.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Piara Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bhagat Singh,

Village Dahmunda, 

District Jalandhar.





        Complainant

Versus
Sh. Rajinder Singh Batra,       ( By Regd. Post)

Public Information Officer-cum-, 
 District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.


 


                     Respondent

CC No. 129 of 2011

Present:
i)     Sh. Piara Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)    None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the orders dated 10-03-2011 have not been complied with and no information has been received by him from the office of DDPO Jalandhar. 


No official is also present in the Court on behalf of the respondent. 


The above facts lead me to the conclusion that unreasonable delay has occurred in the supply of information to the complainant. In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Shri Rajinder Singh Batra, District Development & Panchayat Officer,Jalandhar   to show cause at 10 AM on 28-04-2011 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the complainant’s  application dated 30-08-2010, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

In the meanwhile, the respondent is advised to comply with the orders dated 10-03-2011 before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-04-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o. Late Sh. Sardara Singh,

# 2525/B, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh.





________Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Principal Secy. to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Power,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer, 

O/o. S.E. (Operations),

Punjab State Power Corporation,

Roopnagar. 





_________ Respondents

CC No. 3110 of 2010

Present:
i)   Sh. Jaswant Singh, complainant in person. 

ii) Sh. Randhir Singh, Additional SDO & Sh. Ravinder Jain, Assistant, Punjab State Power Corporation & Sh. Dev Raj, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that he has not received a copy of the orders dated 24-02-2011. A copy of these orders has therefore been given to him in the Court today with the direction to comply with the orders with regard to item no. 2 of the complainant’s application and to bring his written reply at 10 AM on 01-04-2011.


The respondent has informed the complainant in the Court today in a written statement that apart from the action which was taken as a result of the orders of the Consumer Court and Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, no separate action was taken on the orders dated 29-08-2000 of Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power, Punjab, mentioned by the complainant in his application .

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


31st March,  2011
