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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. H. C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o. Late. Sh. Sunder Dass,

H No- 2299, Sector 44-C, 

Chandigarh.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 





__________ Respondent
CC No.  3348 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)       Sh. B.S. Parmar, Suptt., Cabinet Affairs Branch,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission and has also explained orally in the Court that in the present case, the complainant has asked for details of all persons who have been conferred Cabinet status by the Government of Punjab. This information is not available in the Cabinet Affairs Branch, since it is not compulsory for any individual department to obtain Cabinet approval before granting Cabinet status. In the application made by the complainant on 09-12-2010, however, the PIO of the Cabinet Affairs Branch was asked for information about the proposals which were received in that branch for granting Cabinet status and this has been collected and supplied to the complainant. There is therefore no contradiction in the response of the Government to the two applications   for   information of the complainant. 
Disposed of.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No. 1024/1, Sector 39B,

Chandigarh.



  


__________ Complainant   

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  Superintendent,

Education–II Branch, Mini Secretariat, Punjab, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




  __________ Respondent

CC No. 997 of 2008
Present:
i)         Sh. O.P. Gulati, complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh. O. P. Palani, PIO-cum-Suptt..
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that he has been given the costs of Rs. 1000/- in compliance with the Court’s orders.


The respondent states that the inquiry ordered to be held by the Commission in its orders dated 03-06-2010 is now being held and in case the concerned notings which have been asked for by the complainant in his application for information become available, a copy of the same will be given to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-03-2011 for further consideration and orders.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 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. Executive Engineer,
PWD, B & R, Division No-2,

Hoshiarpur.

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

 Hoshiarpur





__________ Respondents

AC No.  943 of 2010

Present:        i)
Sh. C.S. Chopra, Advocate & Sh. N. D. Sharma, Advocate,   appellant in person.           
                     ii)    
Sh. Arjun Dev, SDO Division No-2, Hoshiarpur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that no bye-pass had been planned on the Hoshiarpur-Tanda road although PUDA has reserved land for this purpose in case it is required to be acquired in future. The details of the land so reserved, however, would be available with PUDA and not with the PWD. Likewise, the respondent states that details of the area required to be exempted under Section 147 of the PUDA Act for the Hoshiarpur-Tanda road would also be available only with PUDA.


Regretfully, no representative of the PIO, O/o. Director, Town & Country Planning Department, Hoshiarpur has attended the Court despite directions having been given in the orders dated 13-01-2011. One final opportunity is given to the PIO-cum- DTP, Hoshiarpur to comply with the orders dated 13-01-2011 









……p2/-

AC No.  943 of 2010






-----2-----
and to send complete information to the appellant as mentioned at items nos. 1, 2 & 3  in  those orders before the next date of hearing.  In case any part of the information is available with PUDA, a reference should be sent to PUDA for sending the same through an official to this Court on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-03-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011


A copy is forwarded to Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan, Phase 8, Mohali, along with a copy of the application for information of the complainant, for necessary action. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Hari Singh,

Gali No. 12, Hira Bagh, Kacha Malak Road,

Jagraon, District-Ludhiana.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1072 of 2010
Present:
None.
ORDER

The appellant has requested for an adjournment and the respondent is also not present. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 04-03-2011 for confirmation of compliance of the orders dated 13-01-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 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)        Sh. Ashwani Chawla, complainant  in person. 

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


Heard.


The respondent has requested for an adjournment since he is busy in an urgent official matter. Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, Clerk of his office,  whom he has sent as his representative, states that a reply was sent to the complainant vide their letter dated 22-11-2010, which however was not received by the complainant, and a copy of the same has therefore been obtained from the respondent’s representative and given to the complainant. A perusal thereof shows that  the information requested by the complainant has been mainly denied on the ground that it is not readily available. It is therefore necessary for the respondent to implement the orders dated 13-01-2011 and to given the information mentioned therein to the complainant. The respondent’s representative states that  these orders was not received in his office and a copy thereof has been made out and handed over to him in the Court today, with the direction to the respondent to ensure that it is complied with and the information mentioned therein sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-03-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Darshan Paul,

S/o. Sh. Brij Lal,

H No. 315, Ward No. 15 B,

Chaudhary Mohalla, 

Dhuri, District- Sangrur.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3743  of   2010

Present:
None. 
ORDER
The respondent has already informed the complainant that his letter dated 18-12-2009 has not been received in his office. 


Today’s hearing was fixed since the complainant had requested for an adjournment. 


The complainant is again not present and no request has been received for an  adjournment.


Disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dalbir Singh Randhawa,

C/o. Randhawa Pesticides, D.B.N. Road,

Batala, District Gurdaspur.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Agriculture Officer,

Gurdaspur.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3726  of  2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Dalbir Singh Randhawa, complainant in person. 

ii)       Sh. Swaroop Kumar, Seed Inspection Officer, Gurdaspur   on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information pertaining to point nos. 1 & 2 of the complainant’s application has been brought by the respondent to the Court and handed over to the complainant. Insofar as point no. 3 is concerned, it has been intimated by the respondent that 4629 pages are required to be photocopied if the information in respect of this point  is to be given to the complainant. The complainant has today restricted his requirement insofar as this item is concerned to the blocks of Batala and Gurdaspur, which involve only 943 pages. The respondent states that these will be photocopied and given to the complainant within seven days from today. This information will be supplied free of cost.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 04-03-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 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. Balwant Singh, ETO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made an effort to give complete information to the complainant vide his letter dated 21-09-2010. However, what is required to be given to the complainant is a point-wise reply to his application for information dated 28-06-2010, and this may now be done by the respondent before the next date of hearing.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment. Adjourned to 10 AM on 08-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Virsa Singh, Namberdar,

Village Bhangala, 

Tehsil Patti, 

District Taran Taran.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Taran Taran. 





                     Respondent

CC No. 3547 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Virsa Singh, complainant in person.  

ii)        None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was sent to him along with the orders dated 14-01-2011. The complainant states that he has not received the same. A copy has therefore been made out and handed over to the complainant in the Court today.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar, 

VPO    Lang, 

Tehsil & District Patiala.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala






                     Respondent
CC No. 3666  of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)       Sh. Paramjeet Singh, Assistant, O/o. Kanungo, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The PIO’s representative states that according to the revenue records there is no path (rasta) which goes to khasra no. 339 or to the surrounding khasras. The information in respect of point nos. 2 & 3 of the application for information of the complainant is therefore nil. This has also been intimated by the respondent in a written reply to the complainant.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Chand, 

H.No. 6328/1, 

Mohalla Sukhdaspura, Near B-Tank, 

Patiala.







        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., 

Patiala.






                     Respondent
AC No. 922 of 2010
Present:
None. 
ORDER


Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 14-01-2011 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta,

Lt. Col. (Retd.),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

S.C.F. 29-30, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




   
   
…………Complainant

Vs.

Ms. Balraj Kaur,

 

Public Information Officer-cum-

District Revenue Officer, 

Ludhiana. 
 




        
…………Respondent

CC No. 2216 of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER


A message has been received from the PIO’s representative that he left the Headquarters for Chandigarh to attend the hearings but could not be present because of the passing away of his brother-in-law. In view of the above, one more opportunity is given to the respondent to produce the required information in the Court and to give her reply to the show cause notice which has been issued to her.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-03-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Ashwani Chawla,

Bureau Chief,

Rozana Sach Kahun,

Flat no. 1390, First Floor, 

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officers,

O/o. Deputy Commissioners, 

Nawan Shehar , Ropar, Hoshiarpur, Ferozepur,

Jalandhar, Gurdaspur, Tarn-Taran,  

Bhatinda, Barnala, Patiala,  Kapurthala, Sangrur,

Mansa.






                     Respondents
 CC Nos.    3871,   3874,    3877,    3878, 3879, 3880
                      3881, 3882, 3883,   3885,  3886  3887, 3888, of 2010

Present:
i)   Sh. Ashwani Chawla, complainant in person.  

ii)   Sh. Mukesh Kumar, Clerk, O/o. DC Mansa,  on behalf of the   respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The orders dated 27-01-2011 have been complied with and the information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the of PIOs O/o. Deputy Commissioners Nawan Shehar, Ropar, Hoshiarpur, Ferozepur, Jalandhar, Gurdaspur, Tarn-Taran, Bhatinda, Barnala, Patiala, Kapurthala, Sangrur and Mansa. 

No further action is required to be taken in these cases, which are disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Brij Lal,

S/o. Sh. Girdhari Lal,

R/o. Mohalla Kamaspuria,

Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.





________Complainant

 Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Sh. Narinder Singh,

DFSC (I)-cum-PIO, 

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3150 of 2010

Present:
None. 
ORDER

The respondent is not present. This case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to intimate to the Commission the action taken against AFSO, Sunam, Sh. Arjun Singh,   in due course.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashwani Chawla,

Bureau Chief,

Rozana Sach Kahun,

Flat no. 1390, First Floor, 

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officers,

O/o. Deputy Commissioners, 

Fatehgarh Sahib, Ludhiana, Muktsar and 

Ferozepur.


 



                     Respondents
 CC Nos. 3875, 3884, 3876 and 3889 of 2010

Present:
i)   Sh. Ashwani Chawla, complainant in person.  

ii)  None on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that the PIO, O/o. DC, Fatehgarh Sahib has vide his letter dated 08-12-2010, made a demand for payment of  fees for the supply of the information, but the complainant states that the demand of fees of Rs. 17,000/- is clearly excessive, since only certain figures have to be communicated to him in response to the two items of Information mentioned in his application. The objection of the complainant is reasonable and the demand of fees by the PIO. O/o. DC, Fatehgarh Sahib is overruled. In fact, the PIO has to now comply with the orders dated 23-01-2011 and communicate the information required by the complainant at point no. 1 of his application, in the manner described in those orders, before the next date of hearing. 


The PIOs O/o. Deputy Commissioners, Ludhiana, Muktsar and Ferozepur 









----p2/-






------2-----

have not yet complied with the orders dated 23-01-2011, and are also absent 
from the Court. The PIOs of these districts are hereby served a notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause as to why  the penalty prescribed therein should not be imposed upon them for their failure to supply the information required by the complainant within 30 days of the date of receipt of his application dated 02-11-2010, and for their failure in complying with the orders dated 23-01-2011. The PIOs concerned are again directed to comply with the orders dated 27-01-2011 before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-03-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

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





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora,

S/o. Sh. Niamat Rai Arora,

Inspector Food & Supplies (Retd.),

R/o. Street No. 9, Arya Nagar, 

Fazilka, District- Ferozepur-152123.
  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director ,

 Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh-160017.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2388 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora , complainant in person 

ii) Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh,  Joint Director-cum-PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the only reasons available in the records of the office  for the imposition of the penalty of Rs. 9731.75/- on the complainant, as available in the records of the office, are those that are mentioned in the correspondence on the subject which took place between the head office and the office of the DFSC, Faridkot. The respondent was directed to submit to the Commission copies of this correspondence, which has been done by him today itself, and the same is enclosed with these orders for the information of the complainant. The correspondence clearly shows that the penalty has been imposed after following due procedure, on the basis of comments furnished by  the DFSC, Faridkot.

Insofar as the notice for the imposition of a penalty is concerned, the respondent states that a wrong document was sent to the complainant inadvertently because of paucity of staff and rush of work. He submits that the mistake was entirely unintentional and states that he has the highest regards for the Commission and the RTI Act, and the error may be condoned.           -----p2/-
CC No. 2388 of 2010






-----2-------

In view of this submissions made by the respondent, the notice issued to him vide orders dated 23-12-2010, is hereby dropped.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


10th February, 2011

