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

Mr. Devaki Nandan

C/o Hira Bakeri, Shop No. 2019/7,

K.S.M. Road, Rajpura Town,

Tehsil Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

O/o Executive Officer

Nagar Council, Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2042  of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Kamal Deep Sharma, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 08.08.2011, Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. O.N.Mishra,

S/o J.N. Mishra

R/o 5770-A, Sector 38 (west)

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Assistant Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Registrar,

Jalandhar
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2189 of 2011
Present:
(i) Sh. O.N, Mishra, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 07.09.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit regarding non-availability of the inforamtion. Today, Sh. Varinder Singh, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Respondent and filed an affidavit regarding non-availability of the inforamtion, which is taken on record. A copy of the affidavit is handed over to the Complainant. As directed, Respondent also traced the cash book dated 20.11.89 which shows that Rs. 100/- has been deposited as registration fee on 20.11.89. Attested copy of the cash book is also handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. Since, the inforamtion as exist in the record has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


 
Sd/-








(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

# 2314, Phase-11,

Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Bhulath, Distt-Kapurthala.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1598 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Arvind Sharma, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought inforamtion on six points vide his application dated 26.04.2011, from PIO-cum-ADC, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala. PIO, O/o DC, Kapurthala transferred the application on 04.05.2011 to Tehsildar, Bhulath. Tehsildar, Bhulath vide his letter dated 17.05.2011 has written to the Complainant that regarding the office manual, information is to be provided by Deputy Commissioner and inforamtion for items no. 2, 3 an 4 , is not available in their office. For  items no. 5 and 6, Rs. 4680/- were demanded by Tehsildar to provide the sought for inforamtion. 
3.
In the hearing dated 09.08.2011, Tehsildar, Bhulath was directed to provide the inforamtion relating to the record in his office and for remaining information i.e. item no. 1, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner was directed to provide the inforamtion. 
4.
PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala has demanded Rs. 930/- to provide the inforamtion for item no.1. Since, the requisite fee was not sought within the prescribed time, he is directed to provide this inforamtion free of cost.
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5.
Tehsildar, Bhulath vide his letter dated 12.08.2011 has asked the Complainant to deposit the revenue fee as prescribed for item no. 5 and 6. In today’s hearing, Complainant has submitted that no revenue fee has been prescribed by the government as demanded by the Tehsildar, Bhulath, only RTI fee is applicable for the said information.

6.
In view of the submission of the Complainant, Tehsildar Bhulath is directed to provide the inforamtion to the complainant as per fee prescribed under the RTI Act.

7.
Maintenance of record for item no. 2, 3 and 4 is mandatory as per service rules, however, Respondent appearing on behalf of the Tehsildar submits that documents are not available in the office record. Respondent office of Tehsildar, Bhulath and office of Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala is directed to file an affidavit in this regard, stating that whether documents were submitted to the office of Deputy Commissioner by the office of Tehsildar or not, as per receipt and dispatch register of the office of Deputy Commissioner and Tehsildar respectively. 

8.
Adjourned to 04.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-








(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
 

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Mukhtyar Singh,

Block Pardhan, All India Anti Corruption,

Anti Crime Bureau, Moonak,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Panchayati Raj,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1596 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Mahesh Kumar, Draftsman on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent is directed to provide the inforamtion free of cost to the Complainant within seven days.
3.
Adjourned to 05.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-


                                                                     
     (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh

W.No.: 3, P.O. Cheema,

Mandi, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D.P.O.

New Anaj Mandi, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2091 of 2011

Present:             Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing dated 08.08.2011, PIO was directed to show cause for not supplying the information in time.  Respondent has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 23.08.2011, that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant but Respondent has neither filed any reply in response to the order showing cause nor he present himself before the Commission for today’s hearing.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file his written reply in response to the order showing on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.         Adjourned to 28.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

H.No.2123, Sector-27/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Central Jail,

Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1165 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, the Complainant 

(ii) Jiwan Thakur, Assistant Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the payment amounting to Rs. 2000/- (Two thousand Only) as compensation awarded by the Commission. Sh. Jiwan Thakur, Assistant Suptd. appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that as ordered by the Commission the penalty amount imposed on Sh. Paramjit Singh Sandhu, P.P.S Deputy Superintendent-cum-PIO has been deposited in the Govt. Treasury on 08.09.2011. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                                     
     (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh

1131, Urban Estate-I,

Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Joint Director

Punjab Police Academy,

Phillaur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2096 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Jaspreet Singh, ADA on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 07.09.2011 vide their letter no. 165-RLC. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing.  It appears that Complainant is not interested in pursuing this matter. The case is dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                                     
     (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Bhola Singh,

Vill-Fatehgarh Chhanai,

Vill-Gajewas, Tehsil-Samana,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o.Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Samana.

First Appellate Authority 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 508 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Appellant

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent is directed to supply the information (whatever is available as held on the records) on payment of the requisite fee. He will inform the Appellant the amount of fee to be deposited within 10 days from the receipt of this order. 

3.
In the last hearing dated 11.08.2011,  Respondent was directed to show cause for the delay in providing the information.  In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed his reply, which is taken on record.  

4.
Adjourned to 28.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-


                                                                     
     (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Paras Ram,

Ex. Sarpanch, President Member Panchayat,

VPO-Kotli Khass, Block Mukerian,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mukerian.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1583 of 2011
Present:
(i) Sh. Paras Ram, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. It is observed that all the sought for inforamtion has already been sent to the Complainant except list of beneficiaries of pension. Respondent is directed to provide the list of beneficiaries of pension within one week to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 
                                                                       (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Satnam Singh Sakhon,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Pind-Taandi, Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o.Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Bhogpur.

First Appellate Authority 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 511 of 2011

Alongwith
AC No. 512 of 2011

Present:      (i) Sh. Satnam Singh, the Appellant
                   (ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant filed two appeals with the Commission seeking information from the O/o BDPO, Bhogpur and DDPO, Jalandhar. As in these appeals, the  Appellant and the PIO are the same parties so these two appeals have been clubbed together.  As directed by the Commission in the hearing dated 11.08.2011, Respondent states that the item-wise inforamtion has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since, the information stand supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Ajmer Singh,

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

VPO-Kotla Ajneari,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib,

Tehsil-Khamano.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Khamano. Distt-FQS.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1606 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Jagdish Singh, Panchayat Secy. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought remaining information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 

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

 
                                                                       (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

Note : After the hearing , Sh. Ajmer Singh, Complainant appeared and copy of the remaining information has been handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.



Sd/-
                                                                                          (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar,

S/o Sh. Sudershan Kumar,

# 25, First Floor, Sector-33/A,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Sarv Shiksha Abhyan Authority,

Pb, SCO-104-106, Sector-34/A,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1625 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, the Complainant


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


Heard

2. Complainant states that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied.
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)






               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Yogesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

R/o # 21328, Power House Road,

Gali No.1, Bathinda.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Pb,

SCO-162-164, Sector-34/A,

Third Floor, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o C-DAC

Plot No. A, Phase-8.

Industrial Area, Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1584 of 2011

Present:              (i) Sh. Yogesh Kumar, the Complainant
                          (ii) Sh. Kamal Dev, Project Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 17.03.2011, to the PIO O/o Sarv Sihiya Abhiyan to provide the information but still complete information has not been provided to him.  Respondent states that the information relating to the type test is to be provided by the Manager, C-DAC, Mohali and they have written to the Manager, C-DAC to provide the sought for information to the Complainant under intimation to their office.  Complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Manager, C-DAC, Mohali. 
3.
Since, this information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o C-DAC, Mohali.  We, therefore, order that PIO, O/o C-DAC, Mohali be impleaded as Respondent No.2. We further direct that PIO, O/o C-DAC, Mohali should personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information.

Contd…P-2
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4.
Adjourned to 28.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







               State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. Harpreet Sharma,

S/o Sh, Mohar Lal,

R/o # 651, Dashmesh Nagar,

Near Truck Union, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1626 of 2011

Present:       (i) Sh. Harpreet Sharma, the Complainant
                   (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing dated 09.08.2011, Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. of E-2 Branch and PIO were directed to provide the information to the Complainant within one week but in today’s hearing, PIO and Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd are not present, they have not supplied any information to the Complainant, inspite of the directions of the Commission. It is observed that PIO has not complied with the order of the Commission. 
3.   
 In view of the foregoing, Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. E-2, Branch and PIO are directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to PIO has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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
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4.
Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. E-2, Branch and PIO are directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. E-2, Branch and PIO’s are also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 12.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

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

Sh. G.S.Gandhi, Advocate,

Kothi No.2234, Sector-21/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries

And Export Corporation, Ltd.,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 915 of 2011

Alongwith

CC No. 914 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, the Complainant. 
  (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, S.O. and Sh. Amarjeet Singh, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for 02.12.2010, but after the five hearings, misleading information has been provided to him. He further states that as directed by the Commission he has visited the office of the Respondent, but Respondent has deliberately denied the inforamtion. In the hearing dated 08.08.2011, Respondent had submitted the list of 151 applicants to whom the plots had been allotted. Accordingly, Respondent was directed to show the complete record to the Complainant regarding allotment of 151 plots. In today’s hearing Respondent submits that only 59 plots had been allotted. Complainant filed application for inforamtion on 02.12.2010 but till date complete inforamtion has not been provided. Respondent states that the record is very old so information could not be supplied and has again sought more time.  It is observed that department has not made any efforts to trace the record and has failed to supply the correct information till date.
3.   
 In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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
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(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 12.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 20th September, 2011

