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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sandeep Bassi, 

A-12, Phase VI, 

Industrial Area, 

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Project Coordinator(Admn.),

Punjab Heritage & Tourism Promotion Board, 

Plot No. 3, Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3696 of 2110
Present:
i)   
Sh. Amit Kumar, Clerk, on  behalf of the complainant  

ii)        Sh.  Kulbir Sekhon,  Advocate, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent states that the information required by the complainant concerns project reports prepared by private parties and action was therefore taken as laid down in Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005.  All the three concerned private companies have objected to the supply of their project reports to the appellant/complainant,  and  it has therefore been    decided not to give the required information to the complainant.


The representative of the Ld. Counsel for the complainant requests for an adjournment. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2011 for arguments. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 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

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

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 information supplied to him by the respondent is deficient in the following respects :-

1) A copy of  the letter of final approval mentioned at point no. 1 of his application for information has not been provided to him.

2) The date of installation of the tube well mentioned in item no. 4  has not been given to the complainant. 

The respondent should give his response to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Neither the respondent nor any authorized representative is present in the Court today for this hearing,  which is a serious irregularity and should not  be repeated  in   the  future. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 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:
i)   
Sh. Rachpal Kalyan appellant in person. 
ii)      Dr. Vinod Mittal, Veterinary Doctor, Mansa on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the appellant was asked to deposit the prescribed fee for nine pages of information vide their letter dated 13-09-2010, but the appellant did not deposit the fees. The appellant on the other hands states that he did not receive this letter of the respondent. Be that as it may, a  period of more than 30 days has lapsed since the receipt of the appellant’s application for information,  and the respondent is therefore directed to send to the appellant the information required by him within three days,  free of cost. 


An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being supplied to him at 10 AM on 17-02-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

H.No. 2542, Mariwala Town, 

Manimajra, U.T. Chandigarh.




        Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Director,

Agriculture Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

AC No. 1115 of 2110
Present:
i)       None  on  behalf of the  appellant.  

ii)     Sh. Pritpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO, and Sh. D.P.Mangla, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the appellant has asked for all manner of personal information regarding Ms. Kuldip Kaur, Draftsman. The respondent has followed the procedure prescribed in Section 11 of the RTI Act, and thereafter informed the appellant that the third party information for which he has made his application cannot be supplied to him.


The action taken by the respondent is in accordance with the RTI Act, and no further action needs to be taken on this complaint.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, District-Ludhiana-141101.


        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

D Zone, Municipal Corporation Building, 

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.


                     Respondent
CC No. 3671 of 2110
Present:
i)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh, Manjeet Singh, Auditor, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information pertaining to Pungrain has already been given by the respondent to the complainant in response to his application for information and some additional information has been brought by the respondent to the Court and handed over to the complainant. 


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point  out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him, at 10 AM on 11-02-2011.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, District-Ludhiana-141101.


        Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Administrator, 

New Mandi  Township, Punjab, 

SCO No. 2437-38, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh- 160022.




                     Respondent
AC No. 1085 of 2110
Present:
i)       Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta appellant in person. 
ii)      Sh. Joginder Singh, Law Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the appellant in this case has asked for a huge amount of information  pertaining to the  period of  the last 41 years, for the collection of which the respondent would need to consult hundreds of files and would therefore need to devote a disproportionate amount of time and effort, which would be detrimental  to the public interest. In the above circumstances, the items of information mentioned by the appellant in his application were discussed in the presence of both the parties,  and it was agreed that only the following information would be provided by the respondent to the appellant within 15 days from today. 

1) The basis for initiation of  proceedings  for the cancellation of allotments (copies of concerned reports to be supplied) in respect of approximately 25 such cancellations which have taken place in the recent past. 
2) The names and addresses of the owners of 79 shops allotted/sold by the respondent in New Mandi Township, Mullanpur Dakha , as they exist in their record.         ……P2/
AC No. 1085 of 2110




---2---

A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent has been handed over to the appellant in the Court today. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Sunder Singh,

Village Bholathmania, VPO Dharampur,

Tehsil- Mukerian, District- Hoshiarpur.



        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Dasuya.  Distt.Hoshiarpur




                     Respondent

AC No. 1116 of 2110

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ranjit Singh,  appellant in person
ii)       Sh. Anjan  Singh, Range Forest Officer, Talwara, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Saudagar Singh, Panch,

S/o. Sh. Ram Ratan Singh,

Village Lohgarh, PO Minthewal, 

Tehsil & District Barnala.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Social Security Officer,

Sangrur.






                     Respondent
CC No.  3824 of 2110

Present:
None
ORDER
The complainant has sent a telephonic message that he has received the information for which he has applied and his complaint may be filed.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Simarjit Kaur, 

W/o. Sh. Sukhdev Singh, 

R/o. Khaanpur, Tehsil Baba Bakala, 

District- Amritsar.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Amritsar.






                     Respondent
CC No.  3800 of 2110
Present:
i)      None  on  behalf of the complainant .
ii)    Sh. Prem Singh, Inspector, F & S, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant is simple and consists of  the names of ration card holders of certain depots,  and the details of the ration sold to them over a period of two months. The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is ready for delivery and the same will be sent to her by tomorrow. 


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


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Neeraj Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Roshan Lal, 

H No. 5, Street No. 4, 

Near Singh Sabha Gurdwara, 

Malout, District- Muktsar. 





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Administrator, 

New Mandi  Township, Punjab, 

SCO No. 2437-38, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh- 160022.




                     Respondent
CC No. 3793 of 2110
Present:
i)       None  on  behalf of the  complainant  

ii)      Sh. Joginder Singh, Law Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has made various applications for information concerning the booth which was allotted to him in Mandi Township Malout, which has already been supplied to him by the respondent. The complainant has a grievance about the balance of consideration  money (including interest), which has been taken from him by the respondent before the issuance of  a  ‘No Dues Certificate’  for the said booth,  but  this grievance cannot be settled under the RTI Act.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. A. S. Wadhawan, 

S/o. Late Sardar Lal Singh Wadhawan, 

# 415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan, 

Bahadurpur, District- Hoshiarpur- 146001.


        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Hoshiarpur. 






                     Respondent
AC No. 1158 of 2110

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf of the appellant.
ii)       Sh. R. K. Mann, Food Supplies Officer-cum-APIO,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent in the shape of 71 photostat copies of the ration cards register of  the depot holder Sh. Jaswant Singh. The information has been seen and I conclude that complete information has been provided to the appellant in accordance with the existing records,  since the respondent is not expected to collect information in accordance with the any proforma prescribed by the appellant.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Hony Sub Major Tarsem Lal (RETD.)

H No. 386, Ward No. 6, 

Guru Ravi Dass Nagar Bhogpur, 

Tehsil & District Jalandhar- 144211.



        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Sainik Welfare Officer, 

Shastri Market, Jalandhar City.



                     Respondent
AC No. 1157 of 2110
Present:
i)   
Sh. H. S. Rathi, on  behalf of the appellant.  

ii)   Sh. Rashpal Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has made an application for information seeking all manner of information concerning the computer training course conducted by the respondent, right from the inception of the course in 1994-95.  I find that the time and effort which would be involved in the collection of the information for which the appellant has applied would be out of proportion to any objective which he may have in mind, and its collection and supply would therefore be detrimental to the public interest. 


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amarjit Singh, 

S/o. Narinder Singh, 

R/o. VPO Mamdot, Near Post Office, 

Tehsil & District- Ferozepur. 




        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Manager, 

PUNSUP, Ferozepur. 




                     Respondent
AC No. 1153 of 2110
Present:
i)    None  on  behalf of the appellant.  

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


Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission that the required information has been given to the appellant, who is satisfied with the same.  A copy of the receipt given by the appellant has also been submitted by the respondent. The information mentioned at point no. 7 of the appellant’s application has not been given to him since it concerns an ongoing case of recovery   against  M/s.  Govind  Trading Company. Mamdot.
No further action is required to be taken in this case,  which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagir Singh,

S/o. Sh. Tara Singh,

VPO Cheemabath, 

Tehsil Baba Bakala, 

District- Amritsar.





________Appellant
Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Amritsar. (Rural),





__________ Respondent
AC No.  991 of 2010  
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)        DSP Paramjeet Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a detailed reply to the show cause notice issued for the imposition of penalty served on him in the orders dated 30-12-2010. A complete chronology of the correspondence that took place after the receipt of  the appellant’s application for information has been given in his reply, which clearly shows that the application was not ignored and has been under the respondent’s active consideration. Ultimately, the information required by him was provided to him on 19-01-2011 and 20-01-2011.
The respondent states that  he was not represented at the hearing which took place on 30-12-2010  because of laxity on the part of ASI Tejpal Singh who attended the hearing on 09-12-2010 but took no action regarding  the  hearing which took place on 30-12-2010, although the adjourned date was announced in the open Court in his presence.  DSP Paramjeet Singh, who has appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that disciplinary action has been initiated against ASI Tejpal Singh and it has also been decided to place him under suspension for this serious lapse.





…………..P2/-


AC No.  991 of 2010  







---2---

In view of the reply given by the respondent,  the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, is hereby dropped.  


Disposed of.





(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 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,

Amritsar. (Rural). 





__________ Respondent
AC No.  989 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 
ii)        DSP Paramjeet Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a detailed reply to the show cause notice issued for the imposition of penalty served on him in the orders dated 30-12-2010. A complete chronology of the correspondence that took place after the receipt of  the appellant’s application for information has been given in his reply, which clearly shows that the application was not ignored and has been under the respondent’s active consideration. Ultimately, information on point nos. 5 & 6 of the application was given to the appellant on 19-11-2010 and the remaining information was given to him on 19-01-2011 and 20-01-2011. The appellant has sent a telephonic message that incomplete information has been given to him and therefore an opportunity is given to him to point out deficiencies at 10 AM on 17-02-2011.

The respondent states that  he was not represented at the hearing which took place on 30-12-2010  because of laxity on the part of ASI Tejpal Singh who attended the hearing on 09-12-2010 but took no action regarding  the  hearing which took place on 30-12-2010, although the adjourned date was announced in the open Court in his presence.  DSP Paramjeet Singh, who has appeared








                    ----P2/

AC No.  989 of 2010





---2---

on behalf of the respondent, states that disciplinary action has been initiated against ASI Tejpal Singh and it has also been decided to place him under suspension for this serious lapse.


In view of the reply given by the respondent,  the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, is hereby dropped.  


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 17-02-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 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,

Amritsar. (Rural). 





__________ Respondent
AC No. 990 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 
ii)        DSP Paramjeet Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has sent a telephonic message that he has received the required information in compliance with the orders dated 30-12-2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad,   ( By  Regd  Post)
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,

Batala.
 





__________ Respondent
AC No. 986 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)        SI Swaran Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 30-12-2010, the respondent has brought the enclosures concerning point no. 1, which should be sent to the appellant for his information. The respondent has also submitted postal orders for Rs. 1000/- (one thousand) in favour of the appellant on account of costs imposed, which should also be sent to the appellant along with these orders. 


Disposed of. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

Encl :  Pos/1000/
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. (i) DDPO, Faridkot , 
ii) Municipal Council, 

Faridkot, Kotkapura and Jaiton


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3469  of  2010
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, assume that the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the substituted respondents. 


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


21st January, 2011

