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

Sh.Amrit Singh Dhara

R/o # 65, Village Kajeri,

Chandigarh - 160036

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar (East)

Ludhiana. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Village:Dulle,

Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 233 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Manjinder Singh, on behalf of the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 12.10.2011 to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana has transferred his application for information to the SDM, Ludhiana (East) under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 on 20.10.2011 to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  SDM, Ludhiana (East) has further transferred his RTI application to the Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) to provide the sought for information to the Complainant as this information relates to their office.  He further states that Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) vide their letter No. 2920 dated 26.12.2011 advised him that he can receive the sought for inforamtion from the O/o Sub Tehsildar, Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana on any working day and when he visited the O/o Sub Tehsildar, Dehlon, officials informed that village Dulle, Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana whose information is required by him does not fall under the jurisdiction of the Sub Tehsildar, Dehlon.  
3.
Complainant states that seven months has been lapsed but no information has been provided to him.  Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) has informed the Commission that he can not attend today’s hearing as he is busy in the election duty.  It is observed that this information is to be provided by the O/o Tehsidlar, Village Dulle, Distt. Ludhiana.
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4.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Village Dulle, Distt. Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Village Dulle, Distt. Ludhiana  be impleaded as Respondent No.2.  I further direct that both  PIOs, O/o Tehsildar, Village Dulle, Distt. Ludhiana and Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

5.
Adjourned to 05.07.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
Sd/-
                                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th May, 2012

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

Sh.Bhushan Bhardwaj,

S/o Late Sh. Shiv Kumar,

# 490, Sector 61, Chandigarh - 160062

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Human Rights Commission

SCO 20-22, Sector 34a,

Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 243  of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. O.P.Sadana, Jt. Registrar and Sh. Shivani, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant filed an application for information on 19.12.2011, but after the lapse of five months no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that vide letter dated 17.01.2012 and 21.05.2012, Complainant was advised to deposit Rs. 66/- as documentation fee but Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that when he received the letter dated 17.01.2012, he immediately replied to their office and submitted postal orders worth Rs. 90/- alongwith a self addressed envelope on 24.01.2012.  Respondent further states that they have not received the above said postal order.  Copy of the postal order worth Rs. 90/- is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed to clarify the matter from their office, whether any postal order dated 24.01.2012 has been received or not, if the above said postal order worth Rs. 90/- has been received, the sought for information be given to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.    
3.
Adjourned to 05.07.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the  order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                                                     (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th  May, 2012

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

Smt.Sudarshan Kaur

# 2314, Phase-II,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Barnala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 244 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Ranjit Singh, on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Savinder Singh, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Ranjit Singh to appear on his behalf.  Respondent has brought the information, as available in record, today in the Commission which is handed over to Sh. Ranjit Singh (representative of the Complainant). Copy of the same is taken on record. Sh. Ranjit Singh states that the documents provided by the Respondent are not attested by the PIO. Respondent is directed to send another copy of the information, duly attested, by the PIO to the Complainant within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. 
3.   In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. In case information is not received by the Complainant, she is free to approach the Commission after one month. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th  May, 2012

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

Smt.Sudarshan Kaur

# 2314, Phase-II,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Bhulath

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 245 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Ranjit Singh, on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Savinder Singh, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Ranjit Singh to appear on his behalf.  Respondent has brought the information, as available in record, today in the Commission which is handed over to Sh. Ranjit Singh (representative of the Complainant). Copy of the same is taken on record. Sh. Ranjit Singh states that the documents provided by the Respondent are not attested by the PIO. Respondent is directed to send another copy of the information, duly attested, by the PIO to the Complainant within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. 
3.   In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. In case information is not received by the Complainant, she is free to approach the Commission after one month. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th  May, 2012

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

# 2314, Phase-II,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Engineer in Chief ,

PWD B&R, Punjab

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 246  of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Ranjit Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Varinderpal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant was advised to deposit Rs. 884/- as documentation fee. Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant. 


3.
As a period of more than 30 days has elapsed since the date of making the RTI application for information, no fees for the supply of information is payable. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply the information to the Complainant free of cost within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. 
4.    In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of.  In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th  May, 2012

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh

# 603, Sector 4,

Mundi Kharar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP, Mohali

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 255  of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Dharamveer Sharma on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Lal Mohamad, Head Constable on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Dharamveer Sharma to appear on his behalf. Sh. Dahramveer Sharma (representative of the Complainant) states that incomplete information has been provided to the Complainant so far. Respondent has brought the information, as available in record, today in the Commission which is handed over to the Sh. Dharamveer Sharma. Copy of the same is taken on record. Sh. Dharamveer Khosla, (representative of the complainant) is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
Since, information as available in record has been provided, 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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Sh. Tej Singh

# 1470/B-II, 

Mohalla Mahkhiana, Gali No. 3

Faridkot 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner

Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

Financial commissioner (Revenue)

Punjab, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 70 of 2012

Present
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, Sh. Nanak Chand, Sr. Assistant on behalf of Respondent no. 2 and Sh. Tarlok Singh, Clerk on behalf of Respondent no. 1

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He has informed on telephone that he has received the inforamtion and is satisfied.
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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Sh. Balvir Singh

S/o Sh. Inder Singh

Ward no. 7, Near Purana Thana

VPO Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Drainage and Construction Division, Sangrur
Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o Superintendent Engineer
Drainage Circle,

Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No 354  of 2012

Present
 (i) SH. Balvir Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kartar Chand, SDO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been provided to him sofar.  Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has gone through the same and states that the information is not attested.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information duly authenticated.  Respondent has attested the same today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellate is satisfied with the information provided.
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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Sh. Balwant Garg,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash 

R/o House No. 33,

Park Avenue, Faridkot Punjab

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District and Session Judge,

Faridkot

First Appellate Authority

O/o District and Session Judge,

Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 322  of 2012

Present
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Reader and Sh. Ashok Kumar, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. 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.  Respondent is exempted from further appearance.

3.          Adjourned to 05.07.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th  May, 2012

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

Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj,

S/o Late Shiv Kumar,

# 490, Sector 61, Chandigarh -160062

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP,

Nawanshahr

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 100 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Harminder Pal, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing dated 22.05.2012, Sh. Harminder Pal Singh, ASI stated that most of the information has been provided to the Complainant and had placed on record that ADC, Nawanshahr is conducting a judicial enquiry, which is still pending. Today, Sh. Harminder Pal Singh, ASI states that complete inforamtion has been given to the Complainant and judicial enquiry is being conducted by the ADC, Shaheed Bhagat Singh. Respondent is directed to provide the final report to the Complainant as soon as the enquiry is finalized under intimation to the Commission.
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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Sh.Tarsem Jindal (Neeli chattri Wala)

S/o Kastoor Chand, R/o House No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (revenue) 

Punjab, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 945 of 2012

Alongwith

CC No. 948 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Surinder Kumar Passi, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 08.05.2012, Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He had informed the Commission on 10.05.2012, that he has received the information and is satisfied.   
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ruldu Ram,

R/o Hospital-Water Works Road,

Kabir Colony Ward No. 4, Budhalada

Distt. Mansa (Punjab)

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DSP, Budhalada

Distt. Mansa

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 913  of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Mahesh Kumar, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Pala Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided. The perusal of the record shows that the delay of three months has been occurred in this case.  Respondent is directed to be very careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.  

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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

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

Smt. Varinder Kaur,

House No. 26/3, Guru Nanak Nagar

Near T.B.Hospital, Patiala  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Education,

(Education 2 Branch)

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 906  of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Harpreet Singh on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Gurnam Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Harpreet Singh appeared on behalf of the Complainant and states that inspite of the two hearings in the Commission no information has been provided to him. Sh. Gurnam Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  In the last hearing, Secy., School Education, Pb was directed to conduct the enquiry regarding loss of record  and responsibility be fixed against the erring official and compliance report be submitted on the next date of hearing. Inspite of the directions of the Commission, Secy., School Education has not complied with the orders of the Commission.   
3.
In view of the foregoing, Secretary School Education, Pb is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(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.
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 and compliance report regarding loss of record be submitted on the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 05.07.2012 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 29th   May, 2012

CC:-
Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Sectt.,Sector-9, Chandigarh 

