
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Radhey Shyam Piplani,

House No-69, Ward No- 1, 

Near Baba Nanga Mandir, 

Gohana City, 

District- Sonepat- 131301.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director,

Land Records, Punjab,
Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.



                     Respondent
CC No.  467 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Radhey Shyam Piplani, complainant in person.

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

The respondent has brought the information required by the appellant to the Court today, a copy of which has been handed over to the appellant. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Babita,

D/o. Sh. Tarsem Chand,

Village Jagatpur (Ladhpalwan), 

P.O. Jhakho Lahri,

Tehsil Pathankot, District Gurdaspur.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

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

Gurdaspur.






                     Respondent
CC No. 581 of 2011

       Present:
i)  Ms. Babita, complainant in person and Sh. Rakesh Kumar, brother of the complainant. 
     ii) Sh. Neeraj Sharma, District Resource Officer,  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The    information   required by the complainant in her application dated 
14-10-2010 has been sent to her by the respondent vide his letter dated 10-11-2010. Insofar as her application dated 28-10-2010 is concerned, the complainant agrees that no useful purpose will be served in her getting this information.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagjit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Hardial Singh,

Village Marhana,

Tehsil & District Tarn Taran.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital Ghariala,
Tehsil  Patti, District Tarn Taran.



                     Respondent
CC No.  607 of 2011
Present:
i)   
Sh. Jagjit Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
None on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In his application for information the complainant has asked for certain details about the treatment given to him in Civil Hospital, Ghariala , Tehsil Patti, but no response has been received by him from the PIO. 


One more opportunity is given to the SMO, Civil Hospital, Ghariala , Tehsil Patti, to send a reply to the complainant’s application dated 01-12-2010, otherwise he should show cause on the next date of hearing  as to why a penalty should not be imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 05-05-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sidharth Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Ramdev Singh,

Tehsil Munak, 

District Sangrur. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Research  & Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No.  606 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sidharth Kumar complainant in person.

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

Heard.


Complete information has been given to the complainant by the respondent vide their letter dated 28-03-2011 and the complainant has not been able to raise any valid objection against the information supplied to him.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagjit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Hardial Singh,

Village Marhana,

Tehsil & District Tarn Taran.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Medical Officer,

Tehsi Patti, District Tarn Taran.



                     Respondent
CC No.  604 of 2011

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

ii)  
 None on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied relates to the treatment obtained by a third party in the Civil Hospital Patti, which cannot be given to him in view of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kulwant Singh,

R/o. Raul, P.O. Daburji,

District- Ludhiana. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh,  

Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO

 Village Roul, Tehsil Payal, Block Doraha,
Distt.Ludhiana
CC No.  603  of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Balwinder Singh complainant in person.

ii)  
None on behalf of the respondent.       
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has sent some information to the complainant but it does not appear to be complete since the details of some grants given to his village in the year 2005, 2006 and 2008 have been mentioned but the complainant states that several other grants have been sanctioned to the village about which no mention has been made in the respondent’s reply. Secondly, the information at point no. 3 of his application has not been given to him.
 


In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sh. Bhupinder Singh,  Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO of Village Roul, Tehsil Payal, Block Doraha, to show cause at 10 AM on 29-04-2011, 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  31-12-2010 should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, BDPO Doraha should ensure that complete information is sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing.               -----p2/
CC No.  603 of 2011






-----2----


Both the BDPO and the Panchayat Secretary of the village should be present in the Court on the next date of hearing in order to confirm compliance of  these orders. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-04-2011 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bakshish Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kirpal Singh,

Village- Bibipur, P.O. Dangherian,

Tehsil & District- Fatehgarh Sahib.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





                     Respondent
CC No. 584 of 2011

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

ii)  
Sh. Rajbans Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO.        
ORDER

Heard.


The applicant in his application for information in this case has asked a series of leading questions, which are not covered by the term  “information”  as defined in the RTI Act, 2005.  Nevertheless, the respondent has given answers of the  questions put at sr. nos. 1 , 5  and 6.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Baldev Budhiraja, 

243/2, Gali Trunk Wali, Doonger Mohalla,

Farsh Bazar, Shahdara,

Delhi- 110032.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road, Jallandhar.



                     Respondent
AC No. 18 and AC No. 19 of 2011

Present:
i)     Sh. Baldev Budhiraja, appellant in person. 

ii)    Sh. Santokh  Singh, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought a written response to the application for information stating that  the  land records concerning Haryana State has been transferred to  Haryana , and a copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajpal Madan,

91, Krishna Square-I, Shivala Road,

Amritsar.







        Complainant

Versus

Shri O.P.Palani,

 Supdt-cum-PIO, Education II Branch, 

Mini Sectt., Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




                     Respondent

CC No.  178 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajpal Madan, complainant in person. 

ii)        None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the orders dated 25-02-2011 have not been complied with. Flouting the direction of the Commission, the PIO or his authorized representative is also  not present in the Court.

In the above circumstances,  I conclude that unreasonable delay has been caused in complying with the orders dated 25-02-2011 and in giving the information mentioned therein to the complainant. Notice is hereby issued to Shri O.P.Palani, Supdt-cum-PIO,  Education - II Branch, Mini Sectt.,   Chandigarh to show cause at 10 AM on 
29-04-2011, 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 orders dated 25-02-2011, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Since the complainant’s visit to attend the hearing today has proved to be futile because the respondent has disregarded the Commission’s directions, costs of Rs. 500/- is imposed on the respondent,  which should be given to the complainant on the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance.  
.

(P. K. Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, 

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road, 

Pathankot, District- Gurdaspur.




        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer, 

PWD, B & R, Provincial Division, 

Amritsar. 






                     Respondent
AC No.  918 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)        Sh. Inderjeet Singh, SDO,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been brought by the respondent to the Court. He is directed to send the same to the appellant through speed post. An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to him by the respondent  at 10 AM on 29-04-2011.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot, District- Gurdaspur.




        Appellant

Versus

Sh. Tejinder Singh, PFS,

PIO-cum-Divisional Forest Officer,

Garhshanker, District- Hoshiarpur. 


                     Respondent
AC No. 67 of 2007

Present:
None. 
ORDER


The respondent has requested for an adjournment on account of a death in his family. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 05-05-2011 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, 
Kahlon Villa  ,  Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian –Bet, 

Ludhiana- 141008.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Nehru Garden , 

Jalandhar.





                     Respondent

CC No. 323 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)        Sh.  Rajesh  Bhalla, J E,  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 18-03-2011, a point wise reply has been sent by the respondent to the complainant with regard to the alleged deficiencies pointed out by him vide his letter dated 05-04-2011.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to make any further submission, if he so desires, at 10 AM on 05-05-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kulwinder Kaur,

W/o. Sh. Gurdip Kumar,

Village Ramnagar, 

Tehsil & District Gurdaspur.




        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






                     Respondent
AC No. 105 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant.

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

Heard.

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

Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

# 1151, Street No. 1, Dutt Road,

Moga- 142001.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 3384 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)    Sh. Hakam Singh, Taxation Inspector, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has requested for an adjournment because of the ongoing excise auctions.


The complainant is not present.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance of the orders dated 10-02-2011.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


8th April, 2011.
