STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kesar Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 65-A, District Courts,

Ropar. 







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Commander,

Punjab Home Guard, 

Ropar.


 



                     Respondent
CC No. 72 of 2011
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Keshav Sahota, Clerk, on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)    Sh. V.K.Vaid, District Commander (Retd.) and Sh. Sher                     Chand, Company Commander, on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case concerns the recovery of Rs. 38,920/- from an employee of the Department, Sh. Jagmohan Singh. The respondent states that the amount was recovered in accordance with the orders passed by the competent authority and the employee has since died and an objection to giving any further information concerning this case to the complainant has been raised by his widow, Smt. Surinder Kaur.


The complainant has stated in his application for information that the disclosure of the required information is in the public interest.  Before any further action is taken in this case, he would need to explain and convince the Court that public interest is involved in this case. 


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


It will not be necessary for the respondent to attend the Court till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Ranjit Singh, Retd. AEE,

Old Cantt Road, Near Octroi No-7,

Faridkot-151203.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, (By Regd. Post)
O/o. The  Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary)

Tarn Taran. 






                     Respondent
CC No.  71 of 2011

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


Heard.


The complainant states that he has received no response from the respondent to his application for information dated 18-11-2010. The respondent has also ignored the hearings of this case and is present neither personally nor through an authorized representative.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-03-2011. The respondent is again directed to be present in the Court either personally or through an authorized representative along with a copy of his response to the complainant’s application. In case the respondent fails to comply with these orders, 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.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ram Murti,

S/o. Sh. Jaswant Rai, 

C/o. Giani Gurbachan Singh,

Athwal Wali Gali, Ghoman Road, Chowk Mehta,

District- Amritsar. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development  & Panchayat Officer,

Tarsika, District Amritsar.




                     Respondent
CC No. 79 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ram Murti, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Balwinder Singh, Supdt., on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed  the complainant vide his letter dated 26-11-2010 that no action is required to be taken by the Department of Rural Development and  Panchayats  against the Sarpanch of Village  Malak-Nangal on the complaint  of the complainant in this case.


This matter has already been disposed of by Hon’ble SIC Ms. Jaspal Kaur in CC-2681/2010, in which it was decided that the complainant needs to approach the competent court of law for the redressal of his grievances and his complaint was disposed of.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Surinder Kaur, 

House No- 173, Krishna Nagar,

Murabe Wali Gali, Near D. S. Public School,

Tarn Taran Road,  Amritsar.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.






                     Respondent
CC No. 187 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)      Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector,  on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a detailed reply to the complaint of Ms. Surinder Kaur. I find that  the reply of the respondent is complete and satisfactory and a copy thereof is sent along with these orders to the complainant for her information. The complainant is not present. It is evident from the documents submitted by the respondent that a similar case on the subject of telecommunication towers of Reliance Network is already being heard by Hon’ble SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh  in  CC-2786 / 2010, the next date of hearing in which is 18-03-2011. 

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

Encls….
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Pal,

S/o. Sh. Munshi Ram,

Village Dhanal Kalan, 

Tehsil & District Jalandhar- 144026.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer (East),

Jalandhar. 





                     Respondent
CC No. 193 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Mohinder Pal complainant in person.
ii)         None  on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The deficiencies alleged by the complainant in the information supplied to him in response to his various applications for information have been discussed in the Court and it has been concluded that the following information remains to be given to the complainant. 

1) Utilization certificate, mentioned at point no. 2 of his application dated 15-06-2009 and point no. 4 of his application dated 08-09-2009.

2) The list of beneficiaries prepared under the scheme to rehabilitate the homeless, mentioned at point no. 3 of his application dated 08-09-2009.  

The respondent is directed to give the remaining information mentioned above to the complainant before the next date of hearing. He should also be present in the Court either personally or through an authorized representative along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-03-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Arun Dutta,

S/o. Sh. Ramesh Chander Dutta,

Ward No- 08, Near Durga Mandir,

Balachaur, District Nawanshahr- 144521.


        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

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

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 199 of 2011

Present:
i)         Sh. Arun Dutta complainant in person.
ii)   Sh. Sanjeev Sharma, Sr. Assistant,  on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 28-01-2011 that the information for which he had applied pertains to all the Districts in Punjab, all of which have their own PIOs in the Department of Education (Secondary),  and therefore he would need to apply to each PIO individually for the required information. The Commission in various cases has ruled that a PIO is not expected to collect information from other PIOs under the RTI Act,  and therefore, I find that the reply given by the respondent to the complainant is reasonable and valid. The respondent has also supplied to the complainant a copy of the policy instructions of the Government dated 18-07-2005, thereby removing the doubt expressed by him in his application pertaining to a State level policy matter. 


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Arun Dutta,

S/o. Sh. Ramesh Chander Dutta,

Ward No- 08, Near Durga Mandir,

Balachaur, District Nawanshaher- 144521.


        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

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

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 200 of 2011

Present:
i)    Sh. Arun Dutta complainant in person.

ii)   Sh. Narinder Singh, Jr. Assistant,  on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission to the Commission stating that the complainant has already been informed vide his letter dated 08-12-2010 that the information for which he had applied is “nil”.


Disposed of. 

.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ram Pal Sharma,

S/o. Sh. Ashanand Sharma,

Near Vishwarkarma Nagar, 

Near Dr. Kewal Krishan, Lamini,

Pathankot, District- Gurdaspur.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Principal,

I.D.S.D. Sr. Sec. School,

Pathankot. 






                     Respondent
CC No. 205 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ram Pal Sharma, complainant. In person
ii)        None  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that no response to his application for information dated 03-09-2010 has been received by him from the respondent.


The respondent or an authorized representative on his behalf is not  present in the Court.  The respondent is directed to send a reply to the complainant’s application for information before the next date of hearing, and also attend the same, either personally or through an authorized representative, along with a copy of the reply which has been sent to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-03-2010 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shankardass,

S/o. Maghar Ram,

R/o. B-19, MCH 1/48,

Mohalla Ranjit Nagar, Rahimpur Road,

District- Hoshiarpur.






        Complainant

Versus

Shri Dev Raj Sharma, (By Regd Post)

 Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

 Hoshiarpur,






                     Respondent
CC No. 3695 of 2110

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Shankardass,  complainant in person.

ii)         None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that the orders dated 21-01-2011 have not been complied with and no further information has been supplied to him by the respondent.
In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Shri Dev Raj Sharma,  Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur, to show cause at 10 AM on 24-03-2011, 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 application, dated 24-09-2010 should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-03-2011 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rachpal Kalyan,

S/o. Sh. Nachattar Singh Kalyan,

L.I.G. 1138, Model Town, Phase-1,

Bathinda-151001.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Director,

Animal Husbandry Department, Pb., 

Mansa.






                     Respondent
AC No.  1118 of 2110
Present:
None.

ORDER


The appellant has requested for an adjournment .

Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-03-2011.


It would be necessary for the respondent or his authorized representative to attend the Court on the next date of hearing. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad, 

S/o. Sh. Mangal Singh,

VPO- Raiya Khurd, Ward No. 10,

Tehsil Baba Bakala,

District-  Amritsar.





________Appellant
Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police  (Rural),

Amritsar.





__________ Respondent
AC No.  989 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)    SI Gulzar  Singh and SI Amarjit Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent’s representatives present before us have stated that ASI Tejpal Singh has been placed under suspension and disciplinary action is proceeding against him.  They have also placed on record that a statement of the complainant which he has given on 15-02-2011, to the effect that he is satisfied with  the information which  has already been provided to him.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

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

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

26/100, J-Block,

B.R.S. Nagar, 

Ludhiana.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive officer,

Punjab Waqf Board, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3779 of 2010

Present:
i)      Sh. Islam Khan on behalf of the  complainant.

   ii)  Sh. Daneshwar Ali, Addl. Law Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-03-2011.


The presence of the respondent is exempted till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

# H. L. 168, 

Jamalpur Colony, 

Ludhiana- 141010.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1178 of 2010

Present:
i)       Sh. Kuleep Kumar Kaura on behalf of the appellant. 
ii)      None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant again requests for an adjournment on account of ill health. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-03-2011. The presence of the respondent is exempted till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Kamboj,

S/o. Sh. Mangat Singh,

R/o. Village Mote Majra,

Tehsil & District Mohali.





        Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.





                     Respondent
CC No. 3579 of 2010

Present:
i)       Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Kamboj complainant in person.  

ii)      Sh. Hari Singh, Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the records pertaining to Consolidation Branch of Village Mote Majra are in the custody of Tehsildar Kharar, District S.A.S. Nagar. The PIO, O/o. Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case. A copy of the application for information of the complainant dated 16-08-2010 is sent to him along with these orders, with the direction that the information should be obtained from the Tehslidar, Kharar, and given to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


An authorized representative of the PIO should also be present on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been given to the complainant. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-03-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th February, 2011

Encls
