STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob: 94176-47663

Sh.Diwan Chand, Ex-Sarpanch,

VPO: Thana, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,

District: Roopnagar.

                    
 
                                       ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO: Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Roopnagar.


                                                                ………...Respondent
CC No. 2175 of 2012
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Diwan Chand, complainant in person.

 None on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 2.8.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated   28.06.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the BDPO: Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Roopnagar. seeking information in 12 points regarding grants given to the village Thana from time to time, has been taken today.

2.

During hearing today, complainant submitted that no information has been received from the PIO/Respondent.

3.

None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Court today in spite of the notice issued to him on 17.8.2012 by registered post. Therefore, respondent is directed to supply information and to be present on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken as per provisions of the RTI Act. 
4.

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









        Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner
 

When the hearing in the case was over, Shri Balbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary appeared and submitted that he could not attend court as he was in other court of Hon’ble SIC. He was read over the dictation and was directed to be present on the next date of hearing in time.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:98154-75345

Sh.Jaspal Singh Brar,

S/o Shri Surjit Singh Brar,

# 12, Street No.3, Ward No.2,

Prem Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.


                    
 
                                  ………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.                                                            ………...Respondent
CC No.2172 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


Notice has been issued wrongly to the respondent party by the Registry Branch. Notice of hearing be issued to the parties again for 27th December, 2012 at 11.30 AM.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jagjeet Singh,

# 279, Sector: 10,

Chandigarh.

                    
 
                                              ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Nanak Dev Engg.

College, Ludhiana.


                                                        ………...Respondent
CC No.1887of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagjeet Singh, complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 10.07.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated    23.05.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College, Ludhiana seeking information in 3 points regarding employees working in the University, has been taken today.

2.

Complainant submitted that he has not received any information from the respondent and he further stated that when he visited the respondent office, they failed to supply any information.

3.

Respondent is not present today. An e-mail has been received from the respondent Shri J.S.Miglani, Advocate, counsel on behalf of the Engineering College stating that he was not well, as such he cannot appear in the court today. Complainant will visit the PIO in his office on 26.11.2012 at 1100 hrs for inspection of record. PIO is directed to allow inspection to the complainant and supply information identified by him and duly certified by him on the spot. PIO may also note that complete information should be provided to him.
4.

The case is adjourned to 09.01.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

VPO:Dular, Tehsil:Samana,

District: Patiala.

                    
 
                                  ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Samana.
                                                        ………...Respondent

CC No.2022/2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurmeet Singh, complainant in person.
Shri Swaran Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the 
Respondent.



Complaint dated 19.07.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated   8.6.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Samana, seeking information regarding shamlat land given on chakota in liew of Rs.1,00,000/- given to the village panchayat Dular by Shri Balbir Singh (brother), has been taken today.

2.

During hearing today, complainant submitted that no land has been given to him on chakota by the Gram Panchayat when Rs.1,00,000/- has been received by the Gram Panchayat and he has mentioned the receipt number of Rs. one lakh in the complaint. On the other hand, respondent submitted that the complainant has not attended the proceedings of the auction of shamlat land and it is beyond understanding when the complainant has deposited Rs.1,00,000/- for the particular panchayat land. Respondent has also contended that the person who had taken the land in question on chakota, had obtained the stay from the Court. Therefore, no land has been given to the complainant.
3.

Thus, information stands provided to the complainant, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Baldev Singh,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

R/o Vill:Kheri Jattan,

Tehsil: Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-I.
                                                       ………...Respondent

CC No.2108/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baghel Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the 
Respondent.



Complaint dated 27.07.2012 with respect to his RTI application dated   27.04.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-I, seeking information in 7 points, has been taken today.

2.

Respondent submitted that information has been sent to the complainant by registered post and no intimation regarding any deficiency, has been received from him. 

3.

The complainant is not present today in the court. He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 26.09.2012  but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same. 

4. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:84274-60800

Sh.Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Gali No.1/4, National Colony,

Bathinda.

                    
 
                                              ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjabi

University, Patiala.


                                                        ………...Respondent

CC No.2113/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Viksant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.







Complaint dated 27.7.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated  16.06.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, seeking information in 6 points, has been taken today.

2.

The counsel appeared on behalf of the respondent stated that the RTI application of the complainant in question form and they are not bound to give reply in the questionnaire form. He also produced the instructions/ observations of the Hon’ble Supreme Court on RTI Act, 2005. He further stated that PIO is not supposed to create information or to interpret information or to solve the problems raised by the applicants; or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions.



He further argued that this issue has been elaborated by the Supreme Court in the matter of Central Board lof Secondary Education & another vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Others (Civil Appeal No.6454 of 2011). It included that a public authority is also not required to furnish information which require drawing of inferences and/or making of assumption. It is also not required to provide advice or opinion to the applicant, nor required to obtain and furnish any opinion or advice to an applicant. It is purely voluntary and should not be confused with any obligation under the RTI Act.

Cont…p/2                   

-2-
3.

I have gone through the reply of respondent and RTI application filed by the complainant. On the basis of record and submissions made by the respondent, it is concluded that the complainant has not asked for any document. Complainant is not present today. He may approach the PIO/respondent by re-structuring his RTI application. So far as the point No.5 is concerned, it does come under the definition of information as per the RTI Act. The respondent has replied to it. No further action is required.

4.  

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Amrik Singh,

S/o Shri Puran Singh,

R/o Vill:Dilawarpur,

PO: Wajidpur, Tehsil &

Distrit: Patiala.

                    
 
                                  ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO Samana, Distt. Patiala.                                                       ………...Respondent

CC No.2117/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


Complaint dated 27.07.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated   20.5.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the BDPO Samana, Distt. Patiala seeking 4 point information regarding panchayat works done by the Gram Panchayat, has been taken today.

2.

Shri Amrik Singh, Complainant has given in writing received through fax message in the Commission today. He has stated in the fax message that he has received the information and he is fully satisfied with the information supplied to him. No further action is required.
3. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

   (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mob: 98728-25312

Dr.Sarita Saini,

# 148 (ff) Sector: 38-A,

Chandigarh-160 014.
                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Dean College Development

Council, Punjabi University,

Patiala.



                                                        ………...Respondent

CC No.2118/2012

ORDER

Present: -
Dr.Sarita Saini, complainant in person.
Shri Viksant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 27.07.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated 27.12.2011, made address to the PIO, O/o the Dean College Development Council, Punjabi University, Patiala seeking information in 2 points regarding selection criteria, has been taken today.

2.

During hearing today, complainant stated that information has been delayed and it has been provided to her after about 3 months. On the other hand, respondent submitted that delay was not intentional and the information related to third party. Even then, information has been supplied to the complainant and there is no mala-fide intention on the part of the respondent. However, for delayed supply of information, respondent is hereby warned to be careful and also warned for not repeating such type of mistake in future.
3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jarnail Singh,

S/o Shri Nirmal Singh,

R/o VPO: Bhullerheri,

Tehsil:Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
                    
 
             ………………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Sangrur;

(ii) FAA-cum-Addl.Deputy Commissioner

(Development), Sangrur.



                               ………...Respondent

AC No.1003/2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jarnail Singh, complainant in person.
Shri Gurnam Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO Dhuri on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 20.7.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated   18.02.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the District Development & Panchayat Officer, Sangrur, seeking information in 8 points, has been taken today.

2.

Complainant stated that information has been delayed and on the other hand, respondent stated that he has joined only one month back and before him Shri Gurmeet Singh Brar was BDPO. The then BDPO and the present one are hereby warned to be careful in future and there should be no laxity on the part of PIO while dealing with the RTI applications.

3.

As the information stands supplied to the complainant, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sikander Singh,

S/o Shri Bhoora Singh,

R/o Gali No.5,Multania Road,

Bathinda.


                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Versus 
Public Information Officer,

O/o DGP (Vigilance Bureau),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

                                                        ………...Respondent

CC No.2169/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Krishan Lal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 1.8.2012, with respect to his RTI application dated   8.5.2012, made address to the PIO, O/o the DGP (Vigilance Bureau), Punjab, Chandigarh, seeking information regarding demarcation of inherited land, has been taken today.

2.

Respondent submitted that information does not relate to them. Moreover, he further stated that PIO-cum-Joint Director (Admn) has written to the complainant that fees for seeking information be sent to the Department at the following address:-



“Joint Director (Admn)-cum-PIO, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh”.

Thereafter, Respondent sent his RTI application to Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh with a copy to complainant and Consolidation Branch of the FCs Secretariat sent his RTI application to the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda for providing information to the complainant with a copy to the Chief Director Vigilance, Punjab, Chandigarh. Respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant within a week by registered post and proof of registry be sent to the 
Cont…p/2

-2-
Commission for record.

3.

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Balbir Singh, CPI Office,

Railway Road, Budhlada,

Distt: Mansa. 
                   

                                                                     …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,
SCO:95-97/17-D, 

Chandigarh.

                             



                                    …………..Respondent
CC No.785 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Varinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



In compliance of the earlier order dated 9.8.2012, respondent submitted that information has been sent to the complainant with the covering letter, vide Memo No.6/288-2011/ dated 8.8.2012, by registered post and he also placed a copy of information with the receipt pasted on it for Commission record. No intimation has been received from the complainant.
2.

Complainant is not present today in the court. He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 21.9.2012, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same. 

3. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harjas Singh Brar s/o
Sh.Balbir Singh, 
R/o H.No.21515, St.No.6/3, 
Power House Road,

Bathinda.           

                                                                …………Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  D.P.I.(S), Punjab,

Chandigarh

  FAA:     -do-                                                                                …………..Respondent

AC No.403 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Harjas Singh Brar complainant in person.
Shri Varinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



Incomplete information has been sent to the appellant. Respondent is hereby directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within a week by registered post and receipt of information be sent to the Commission for record.

2.

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurjinder Singh s/o
Sh.Gurcharan Singh, Village:
Mohre Wala, PO Dheera Pattra,

Distt: Ferozepur.                                                                                 …………Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General School Education-cum-

Project Director, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 FAA : Secretary, School Education,
Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,
Chandigarh.
                                                                               …………..Respondent

AC No.424 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.


 
Shri Manoj Kumar, PIO-cum-ASPD (HR) on behalf of the Respondent.



In compliance of the earlier order dated 9.8.2012, respondent appeared for providing information regarding 2 (two) points. However on perusal of the record, it came to my notice that the information brought by the respondent, was not relevant to this RTI application, it related to some other information. However, Shri Manoj Kumar, PIO assured the Commission that information will be provided to the appellant in due course. In reply to point No.3, i.e. Supply of certified copy of ratio in contribution of the Central Government towards the salary of teachers appointed by the Education Provider (appointed by the Punjab Government), respondent stated that it was 65:35 percent. Respondent also assured that left over information will be provided to the appellant and he regretted for the mistake.
2. 

On assurance given by the PIO/respondent, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Rajinder Singh,

S/o Shri Jora Singh,

VPO: Jawahar Ke,

District: Mansa.                                                                                      …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager, Mansa Central

Coop. Bank Ltd. Mansa.

                                                     …………..Respondent

CC No.1737of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None for the parties.


Nobody has appeared on behalf of the parties neither on earlier hearing dated 3.9.2012 nor on today’s hearing.

2.

One more last opportunity is provided to the parties to pursue their case.

Commission feels this matter is pending in the Apex Court and it will be in the interest of justice if this case is kept in abeyance till the decision of Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana comes.
3.

In view the above, the case is adourned sine die.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Vikram s/o Sh.Krishan Kumar

R/o St. No. 8, 4th Crossing, Circular Road,

Abohar, Distt: Fazilka (Pb ).                  

                                       ………Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Suirgeon, Ferozepur

FAA: Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


                                                                 …………..Respondent

AC No. 524 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Inderjit Bhatia, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Mrs.Shubhkanta, 
Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing, PIO was given 2 opportunities. This matter was pending as the appellant had taken the contention that information provided to him was mutilated. 

2.

Given these circumstances, PIO was directed to produce the original record in the Commission, i.e. what ever information the he has provided to the appellant, but he has failed to do so twice, instead thrice. Therefore, PIO was directed to file explanation as to why the respondent has not complied with the orders of the Commission. He is again directed to produce the original record in the Commission on the next date of hearing.

2.

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jang Singh S/o

Shri Milkha Singh,

Vill:Waje Shah Utar (Noor Shah),

Tehsil: Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.                                                        …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Project Officer, Child

Development Office, Fazilka.

                                         …………..Respondent

CC No.1631of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.



None has appeared on behalf of the parties today and also none on behalf of the respondent appeared on the last hearing on 13.08.2012.

2.

One last opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant failing which action will be taken against the PIO under section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
3.

The case is adjourned to 09.01.2013 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings in the matter.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











      Sd/-

Chandigarh

                                                           (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

