
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase-II, Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nagal, District- Roopnagar. 




        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Hoshiarpur. 






                     Respondent

AC Nos.  88  and 89 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant  in  person.

ii)      Sh. Randhir  Singh,  Tax Inspector-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant states that the applications for information concerned with the two cases mentioned above are identical and are in respect of two different properties.  This single order will therefore deal with both these cases.


In his application for information, the appellant has asked for details of the building plan of a particular building mentioned in his application. The respondent has informed the appellant and he strongly reiterated during the hearings today that it is simply not possible to locate the file concerning a building plan unless the number of the plan, the date of its sanction and the name of   the owner is provided.  Since these details have not been given by the appellant, he cannot be given the information regarding pt. nos. 1, 2 & 3. The information regarding the unit no. of the concerned building and its ownership as found in the records of the Municipal Council has been given by the respondent to the appellant in response to point no.4 of his application.


Disposed of.  


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase-II, Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nagal, District- Roopnagar. 




        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Hoshiarpur. 






                     Respondent
AC Nos.  87 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant  in  person.

ii)      Sh. Randhir  Singh,  Tax Inspector-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


Information about the unit no. of the property mentioned in the application for information of the appellant has been given to him by the respondent.
Information regarding the documents submitted by the owner of the property as proof of his ownership during the mutation proceedings has been denied by the respondent after following due procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, and the denial is upheld.

Disposed of.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Surjit  Kaur

H. No- 292, Nagar Sudhar Trust Colony,

Scheme No. 5, 

Gurdaspur.







        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. 131 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

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

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to her by the respondent vide letter dated 10-03-2011.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Joginder Pal Singh,

# 385, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar. 






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Nehru Garden , 

Jalandhar.





                     Respondent

CC No. 328 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)      Sh. Raman Kumar, House Tax Inspector, on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that as per the records, the property mentioned in his application is in the joint names of S/sh. Joginder Pal &. Subhash Chander and stands assessed w.e.f. 1994-95 on the basis of ARV of Rs. 5,72, 564/-. The respondent has correctly pointed out to the complainant that questions such as why some action was taken or not taken by the respondent cannot be put under the RTI Act, 2005.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 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)   
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh.  Rajesh  Bhalla, J E,  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has sent a statement in which he has pointed out alleged deficiencies in the information supplied to him in respect of 12 of the 25 points mentioned in his application for information. A copy of the same has been given to the respondent with the direction that he should send his response to the complainant to all the points raised therein,  before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 08-04-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kishan Singh,

Village Gagdewal, Tehsil Khadur Sahib,

District- Tarn Taran.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.






                     Respondent

CC No. 466 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jaswant Singh, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Sawinder Singh, Computer Assistant,   on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant was twice sent by the respondent to the complainant through Registered Post and was also received by the complainant.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Member Gram Panchyat,

Village Kadiana, PO & Block Adampur,

Jalandhar.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar. 






                     Respondent

CC No. 499 of 2011

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

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

Heard.


The respondent states that the complainant was informed vide letter dated 14-02-2011 to deposit the prescribed fees of Rs. 20/- for the required information but the same has not yet been depositing  by him. Nevertheless, the information required by the complainant consisting of three pages has been brought by the respondent to the Court and given to the complainant. The complainant has undertaken to deposit the amended fees of Rs. 6/- in the office of the PIO within three days.


The respondent states that the information in respect of point no. 3 of the application for information of the complainant is “nil”.

The respondent has clarified that the reference no. given in the covering letter delivered to the complainant is of the office of the PIO-cum-Secretary Gram Panchayat.  


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th 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,

Jalandhar.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.






                     Respondent

CC No. 500 of 2011
Present:
i)   
Sh. Balwinder Singh,  on  behalf of the complainant.

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

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been handed over by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.


The respondent has clarified that the reference no. given in the covering letter delivered to the complainant is of the office of the PIO-cum-Secretary, Gram Panchayat.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sudharshan Kumar,

# B-39/94, Near Pappu Plastic Store, 

Gher Sodhian ( Dooman Wali Gali),

Patiala- 147001.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

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

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 141 of 2011

Present:
i)         None on behalf of the  complainant 

ii)        Ms. Bhupinder Kaur, Suptt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The orders dated 25-02-2011 have been complied with and the respondent has written to the Commission, enclosing an acknowledgement of the complainant, in token of having received full information for which he had applied.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Neetu, 

W/o. Sh. Sanjeev Sharma,

H. No. 415, Shiv Nagar, 

Industrial Area, Jalandhar. 





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar.






                     Respondent

CC No.  175 of 2011

Present:
None.
ORDER


Neither the complainant 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 Court  dated 25-02-2011  have been complied with. 



Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 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, Punjab, 

Mansa.






                     Respondent
AC No.  1118 of 2110
Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant. 

ii)   Dr. Vinod Mittal, Veterinary Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 21-01-2011, the information required by the appellant was sent to him by the respondent on that date itself.


Today’s hearing as well as the hearing on 17-02-2011 was fixed to give an opportunity to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him but the appellant is not present, nor has any request been received from him for an adjournment.


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


18th March, 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:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant. 

ii)        Sh. Tejinder Singh, PIO-cum-Divisional Forest Officer .
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent, Sh. Tejinder Singh, PFS,PIO-cum-Divisional Manager, Forest Development Corporation, Mohali, at present Divisional Forest Officer, Garhshanker, has appeared in the Court in response to the notice issued by the Commission dated 28-02-2011, giving him an opportunity for a personal hearing on the notice dated 30-03-2007. 

The respondent states that he did not receive the notice dated 30-03-2007, for the reasons described in para 8 of the orders dated 12-01-2011 of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.  A copy of the notice has therefore been given to him, and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 08-04-2011 for consideration of the respondent’s reply and any other submission which he may wish to make in the matter.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


18th March, 2011
