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

Mrs. Shakuntla Sharma

D/o Mr. A.K.Rampal,

H.No. 1527, Sector 15,

Panchkula

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(E),

Roop Nagar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1032 of 2011

Present:
(i) Mrs. Shakuntla Sharma, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Dharam Pal, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

. 

ORDER


 Heard
2.
Respondent states that sought for information relates to different field officers and it is not possible to provide the information without any specific details. Since, this information is to be supplied by different offices/schools, therefore, Complainant is advised to file separate applications with the concerned office/school, where she has worked during her service period.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mehanga Ram,

Member RTI Activities Federation Punjab

VPO Dholewala

Tehsil and Distt. Hoshiarpur 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1008 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Mehanga Ram, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Gurjant Singh, O/o Maili Construction Division and Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Clerk, O/o Sub Tehsil, Bhunga on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received information except item no. 3 & 4. Sh. Gurjant Singh, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, states that the remaining information relating to item no. 3 & 4 will be provided to the Complainant within two weeks.  Respondent is directed to provide the information within two weeks.
3.       Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
CC: PIO, O/o Maili Construction Division, SCO 37/3, Sector 17 E, Chandigarh

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

Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal,

S/o Sh. Shamlal

H.No. 1798/2, 

Paka Bagh , Roopnagar – 140 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S),

Roopnagar 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1030 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Major Singh, Roopnagar, Sh. Jujhar Singh, Incharge on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent has provided sought for information to the Complainant except copy of the rationalization in the year 2008. Respondent states that information is to be provided by the office of DPI. Respondent is directed to collect the same and provided it to the Complainant within one week. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Singh, S/o Ram Partap 

R/o Vill. Khairabad,  PO Phool Khurd

Tehsil and Distt. Ropar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO , Ropar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1054  of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Balbir Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent states that some of the information has already been provided to the Complainant. Regarding remaining information, points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete list of the persons who had been issued receipts and the details of funds deposited with the water supply department.
3.
 Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raman Kumar,

R/o Ward No. 13,

H.No. 410,

Purana Bazar, Morinda

Ropar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o E.O.,

Municipal Council,

Morinda

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1022  of 2011

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajnish Sood, PIO and Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information from 1972 to onwards have been provided to the Complainant. Regarding information from 1940 to 1972, the record has been destroyed. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
 Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjinder Singh (editor)

H. No. 3/3, Paramjeet Nagar,

Mudiya Khurad

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2011

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO , the Respondent 

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.

Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and state that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant .He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been taken on record.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmail Singh,

S/o Kaka Singh,

R/o V. Shamaspur

Tehsil Samrala

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Bal Vikas and Project Officer,

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1036 of 2011

Present:
(i) Advocate Amarjit Khurana on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Smt. Sharanbir Kaur, CDPO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Respondent further states that she has also brought another copy of information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant states that she has received the same. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Subhash Chand

C/o Jyoti T.V. Centre

Phul Bazar, Rampura Phul – 151 103

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1026 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Subhash Chand, the Complainant 



(ii) Smt. Ramesh Kumari, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information is ready and he has brought information today in the Commission but the Complainant has not deposited the required fees. Since the fee has not been demanded within the  period prescribed under the Act, the Respondent is directed to supply the information free of cost. 

 3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mukand Singh,

S/o Sh. Pal Singh,

Vill. Manke, Distt. Moga

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 208 of 2011

Present:
Sh. Mukand Singh, the Complainant 



Sh. Dalvir Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has inspected some of the record and still more record is to be inspected, therefore he has sought another date.

3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbansh Singh

Vill. Jalal Khera, Post Office Sullar

Distt. Patiala – 147 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ACJM Judge,

Distt. Courts Complex, 

Patiala – 147 001

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1049 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has sought information from the PIO O/o ACJM, District Courts, Patiala on 03.03.2011 but no information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.          Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to he parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Varinder Thakur

# 18 B, New Janakpuri

Ambala Cantt

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District and Session Judge, 

New Judicial Complex, Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority  

O/o District and Session Judge, 

New Judicial Complex, Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 360  of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Varinder Thakur, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Gopal Krishan, Clerk on behalf of the Repsondent.

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has not been provided attested copy of the order dated 08.08.2008 of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in writ petition Crl No. 68 of 2008 alongwith the information provided.  Respondent is directed to provide attested copy of the order, passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission.  
3.           In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjinder Singh (editor)

H. No. 3/3, Paramjeet Nagar,

Mudiya Khurad

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Zone-B, Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1044 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Harjinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the PIO O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-B, Ludhiana but no information has been provided to him.

 Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.   
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-B, Ludhiana is directed to show cause as to:-
(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
PIO O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-B, Ludhiana is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing and supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajiv Goyal,

H.No. 326, Sector 6,

Panchkula

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Banur

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Banur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 349 of 2011

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission but the Appellant is absent. Appellant has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant by registered post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.
3.           In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagat Singh, S/o Vadawa Singh

Vill. Bhulpur

Tehsil Sultanpur Lodhi

Kapurthala

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1066 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Jagat Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Meewa Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Complainant states that Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo had issued notice for demarcation on 11.11.2005 and 02.12.2005 on my applications. He wants copies of his application on the basis of which said notices for demarcation were issued by Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo.

3.
Sh. Mewa Singh, Kanugo appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo (presently working as Kanugo, office of Tehsildar Bhulath). Respondent further states that Sh. Pala Singh has informed that he had returned the application for demarcation to Sh. Jagat Singh.

4.
Commission do not agree with the reply of Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo as the applications on the basis of which notices for demarcation were issued becomes a government record and it should have been with the Kanugo.

5.
In view of the above facts, Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo (presently working as Kanugo,office of Tehsildar Bhulath) is directed to show cause as to
(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii) Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

Contd..P-2

-2-

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo is directed to personally present alognwith an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Pala Singh, Kanugo is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

7.
AS requested by the Complainant, he is exempted from personal appearance in the future hearing.

8.
Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
CC: 
Sh. Pala Singh, Kanungo O/o Tehsildar, Bhulath, Distt-Kapurthala. 

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

Sh. Pargat Singh,

S/o Harnek Singh,

Vill. Bhaidpuri, PO Kalaran

Tehsil Samana (Patiala)

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala  

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1053 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Pargat Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Sukhjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the  Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied
3.          In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. L.D.Gupta,

H.No. 106, Panch Sheel Enclave

Opp. Octroi Post, Ferozepur Road,

PO Threekay, Ludhiana - 142021

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1062  of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
. 

ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 14.07.2011 at 10.00 AM for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raj Kumar,

S/o Arjan Singh

VPO Amarpura (wahab Wala)

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director

Rural Development and Panchayats

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director

Rural Development and Panchayats

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 363  of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Raj Kumar, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Preet Mahinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


 Heard

2.
Appellant has sought information regarding action taken by the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali on the letter No. 2403 dated 12.011.2010 sent by the Block development and Panchayat Officer, Abohar.
3.
Smt. Preet Mahinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Director Rural Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali states that the sought for letter has not been received in their office and has stated that Block development and Panchayat Officer, Abohar has been directed to send the another letter.  Since, Appellant had already provided the photocopy,  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

4.
Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prabhdiyal Singh,

Peace Villa -5, Shori Nagar, 

PO R & S Mills,

Amritsar – 143 104

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab

Civil Sectt, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1060 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Vinod Kumar Kaushal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

. 

ORDER


 Heard

2.
Sh. Vinod Kumar Kaushal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has issued guidelines to take steps to enforce compulsory education on environment.  Complainant states that he sought information from the O/o Chief Secy., Punjab regarding action taken on the said guidelines of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India by the Chief Secy., Punjab.  Copy of the guidelines is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed to inform the Complainant about action taken on the guidelines by the Govt., before  the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 14.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the roder be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th  May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
