
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Pritam Singh,

H. No- 5/226, Amandeep Avenue,

Jandiala Road, 

Tarn Taran.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.





                     Respondent

AC No. 145 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, appellant in person.

ii)     Sh. Sarbjit  Singh, PIO-cum-DDPO, Tarntaran and Sh Mela Singh, BDPO,  Patti,
ORDER

Heard.


Complete information has been given to the appellant by the respondent, based on the records of his office, vide his letter dated 03-08-2009. The appellant has not made any valid objection to the information which has 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


30th March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. R. K. Kaushal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur.






                     Respondent

AC No.  143 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. R. K. Kaushal, Advocate , appellant in person.
ii)        None on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In his application for information, the appellant has asked for  “action taken in the matter regarding payment as narrated in the enclosed document (‘shardhanjali’ of Sh. Avtar Singh dated 11-06-2010)”. A perusal of this document shows that there is no mention of any payment required to be made. Besides, the appellant states that a fraud has been committed and payment which was due to him from the department for the installation of a tubewell has not been given to him.  He has been told that no  information as defined  under  the RTI Act has been asked for by him in his application and he should approach the appropriate authorities for the redressal of his grievance against the Department.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No- 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, 

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana- 141001.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 

Department of School Education, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh





                     Respondent
AC No. 137 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurbax Singh,  appellant in person
ii) Sh. Narinder Duggal, Supdt.,  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


All the available relevant information has been given by the respondent to the appellant in response to his application for information. The respondent has verbally informed the Court today that the  disciplinary case initiated against Ms. Balwinder Kaur, Head mistress, is in an advanced stage and  action is likely to be taken soon.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

S/o. Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

H No- 989, Sector 15-A, 

Opposite Bishnoi Market,

Hisar. (Haryana).






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.




                     Respondent
CC No. 426 of 2011

Present:
i)       None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)      Sh. Jatinder Singh Brar, Supdt., on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent seeks some time to respond to the complainant’s grievance with regard to his complaint dated 11-12-2010, in respect of his application for information dated 25-10-2009.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashwani Thakur,

Opposite New Saini Hospital,

Fatehgarh Road,

Hoshiarpur- 146001.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Hoshiarpur.






                     Respondent
CC No. 412 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii) Sh. Randhir  Singh, Taxation Inspector, on  behalf of the  respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant concerns a representation made by him to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur, for disposal of storm water drain in  Hari Nagar Colony of Hoshiarpur. The complainant has been informed that the relevant possible action has   been    taken by the Municipal Council, vide the respondent’s  letter dated 
20-09-2010. In addition to this,  and with reference to a similar complaint made to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, he has already been informed that the main problem in Hari Nagar Colony is that the street  is at a lower level than that of the other streets,  and estimates  have  been prepared for the civil works required for raising its level.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashwani Thakur,

Head Office: War Against Corruption & Crime,

Opposite New Saini Hospital,

Fatehgarh Road,

Hoshiarpur- 146001.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Hoshiarpur.






                     Respondent
CC No. 411 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)    Sh. Randhir  Singh, Taxation Inspector, on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant is more in the nature of a representation requesting the Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur, to repair the drains near his residence for the disposal of rain water. The respondent has informed the Commission that the needful has been done as requested by the complainant and the complainant has also been informed of the action which has been taken vide his letter dated 29-03-2011. 


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

S/o. Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

H No- 989, Sector 15-A, 

Opposite Bishnoi Market,

Hissar. (Haryana).






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.




                     Respondent
CC No. 404 of 2011

Present:
i)       None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)      Sh.Jatinder Singh Brar, PIO-cum-Project Director and Nodel Officer. 
ORDER


Heard.


In his application for information, the complainant has  asked  for a vast amount of  information  spread over 22 points.  In  order to collect the information  mentioned against some of these points,  the respondent would need to undertake excessive research and consult a large number of files for the preparation of a reply, which would all amount to the creation of information which does not  exist in the records of the respondent,  and these points are therefore not valid.  This applies to point. nos. I, II, III, IV, and VII. In respect of some of the other points, the respondent would need to consult hundreds of files and devote a disproportionate amount of time and effort for the collection of information. Such a diversion of  the department’s attention and time from its normal functioning for the collection of information required by the complainant would be against the public interest. These point nos. are IX  to XIV, XVI and XVII.   Pt. no. 6 is vague because  the details of  the writ petition have not been given, and point no. 8 is not valid because it  contains a leading question which is critical in nature and does not ask for any information based on available records. Point no. 21 is not valid because the subject of promotion of Punjabi as the official language of the State is dealt with by the Department of Languages and not in the Department of Rural Development and 
--p2/-

CC No. 404 of 2011





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

 Panchayats. The respondent states that the information asked for at point no. 20 has been given to the complainant,  and the information mentioned at point no. 22 is not available in the records of the department in the head office,  but  in the offices of the Zila Parishads.
 In respect of the remaining points,  the respondent is directed to take the following action:- 
1) Point no. V of the application of the complainant :- Point no. V should  be transferred to the BDPO, Bathinda under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.
2) Point no. XV :- The criteria adopted for identification of BPL families and the year in which the Census for such identification was last carried out should be intimated to the complainant. 
3) Point no. XVIII :-  The information about the allocation of budget in the Directorate of Panchayats during the period 01-01-2006 to 2011 should be intimated to the complainant along with the details which are available in the records of the department with regard to point nos. XVIII (1)  to  (6).
4) Point no. XIX :-  The respondent states that veterinary doctors are recruited and transferred under the instructions of the department and not under any rules. Teachers, however, are transferred under a set of rules. The concerned instructions and rules should be sent to the complainant with reference to (a) and (b) of this point. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Ujagar Singh,

VPO Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, 

District Roopnagar.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Roopnagar.





                     Respondent

AC No. 133 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant.
ii)    Sh  Baldev Singh, Dy. DFO-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the appellant vide his letter dated 17-03-2011 that no project of the department has been drawn up or implemented in village Kamalpur during the years 2004-10.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 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. Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent

CC No. 369 of 2011

Present:
i)  
 None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Gurbakhshish Singh, Dy. Divisional Forest Officer, Ludhiana. on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In response to the complainant’s application for information dated 28-12-2010, which was received in the  respondent’s office on 30-12-2010, the complainant has been informed vide respondent’s letter dated 13-01-2011 that he has to deposit   an amount of Rs. 100/- as the prescribed fees, which has not yet been done by the complainant. This case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send the required information to the complainant after he has deposited the prescribed fees.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 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. Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.





                     Respondent

CC No. 367 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii) . Sh. Gurbakhshish Singh, Dy. Divisional Forest Officer, Ludhiana.  on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In response to the complainant’s application for information dated 28-12-2010, which was received in respondent’s office on 30-12-2010, the complainant has been informed vide respondent’s letter dated 14-01-2011 that he has to deposit   an amount of Rs. 2000/- as the prescribed fees,  which has not yet been done by the complainant. 

The information required by the complainant has been seen. Only figures are required to be communicated to the complainant with reference to point nos. 1 & 2 of his application and the dates on which auctions of the cut trees took place, with reference to point no. 3. The respondent states that  the information atpoint no. 4 would be available in the Forest Development Corporation and not with the Forest Department. Insofar as this point ( No. 4) is concerned, the application should be transferred by the respondent to the PIO of the Corporation under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The complainant has asked for information which is simple enough, and it is not necessary to send him photostat copies of any of the records.














----p2/-

CC No. 367 of 2011





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

 In view of the above the following directions are given  :-

1.
The figures involved and the information available in the records should be provided to him by the respondent with regard to point nos. 1, 2 & 3 of his application, as discussed above.
2.
In case the complainant deposits the prescribed fees of Rs. 2000/- photostat copies of the entire records may also be sent to him. 
3. 
Point  No. 4 of the application for information should be transferred to the Forest Development Corporation under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 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)        None on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent is not present nor has any information been received  about whether the inquiry ordered to be held by the Commission has been  completed and the results thereof.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-04-2011 by which date it is expected that the orders dated 10-02-2011 will be complied with.  Since the respondent is absent and no information has been received from him, he must be held responsible  for the  continuous visits of the complainant to the Commission and  for the expenditure and harassment undergone by him, further costs of Rs. 1000/- (Rs. One Thousand)  are again awarded to the complainant, which should be paid to him by the respondent on the next date of hearing.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

A copy is forwarded to Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Education (Secondary) Department, Chandigarh. He may personally look into this case and ensure the Court’s orders  dated 11-2-2011 are complied with before the next date of hearing.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jasmeet Kaur,

D/o. Sh. Harjinder Singh,

# 1423/20, Sector 65, 

S.A.S. Nagar- 160062.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Govt. of Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 120 of 2011

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

ii)    None  on  behalf of the  respondent
ORDER

Heard.


Today’s hearing was fixed to give an opportunity to the complainant to show that the appointments of victims of the 1984 riots to Government posts were made under a policy which was in force between 1985-90 were made though the Department of Rehabilitation.  The  complainant  is present but he has been unable  to show to the Court any document in support of this contention.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 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)    None on behald of the complainant 

ii)   Sh.Makhan  Singh, Assistant in the office of Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission that the records required by the complainant are in ‘Urdu’ and efforts  are  being made to locate a ‘urdu’ knowing person , who can assist in the  translation of the records required by the complainant.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 21-04-2011 for compliance of the orders dated 17-02-2011.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

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 complainant    has  informed the Commission that the orders dated  17-02-2011 have been complied with except that the copies of the  utilization certificate and audits reports  pertaining to the period 1996-97,  which had been requisitioned by the PIO  from the office of the BDPO, have not been given by him.  The respondent should give a clarification whether these documents have not been found in the BDPO’s office. He should also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

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

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shankar Dass,

S/o. Maghar Ram,

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

Mohalla Ranjit Nagar, Rahimpur Road,

District- Hoshiarpur.






        Complainant

Versus

Shri Dev Raj Sharma, 
Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

 Hoshiarpur,






                     Respondent
CC No. 3695 of 2110

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Shankar Dass,  complainant in person.

ii)     Sh. Kulraj  Singh, Forest Range Officer,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders dated 21-01-2011, a copy of the letter of final approval has been given by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.  Insofar as the date of the installation of tubewell is concerned the respondent states that there is no record in his office regarding the existence of any tubewell on the land in question. 


No further action is required to be taken in this case.


The respondent seeks some time for giving his reply to the show cause notice issued to him vide orders dated 17-01-2011.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2011 for consideration of the respondent’s reply.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  March, 2011

