      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Kamaljit Singh

S/o Sh. Surinder Singh,

H. No. 3308,

Adarsh Nagar,

Ropar - 140001




               
     

    ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Ropar Central Co-op. Bank,

Raillon Road, Ropar







..…Respondent       
 C. C .No.  221 of 2012 
Present:            Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Sh. Naresh Kumar, Sr. Manager, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

The original RTI request for information is dated 01.12.2011. The information

demanded pertains to appointment of Clerks-cum-Data Entry Operators during the year 2011-2012.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 09.01.2012.

Sh. Naresh Kumar, Sr. Manager, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, 
submits that information in connection with all points, except item no. – 10, has been supplied to the Complainant. He further submits that the required fee was demanded from the information-seeker for supplying the attested photo copies of all the documents submitted by the selected SC candidates for the appointment of the post of Clerk/Data Entry Operator for the period 2011 – 2012.


Sh. Naresh Kumar, Sr. Manager could not explain that why required fee was not demanded from the information -seeker for supplying the requisite information within stipulated period of ten days, as mentioned in Sub-rule 4 (4) of the RTI Act.


Sh. Naresh Kumar, Sr. Manager agrees that information in connection with item no. – 10 of the RTI application would be supplied to the Complainant ‘free of cost’ within one week from today.



The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant ‘free of cost’ within one week from today. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record


The case is adjourned to 07.06.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

10th  May, 2012                                      
   
         State Information Commissioner                                       
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Rupinder Deep Singh
S/o Sh. Sewa Singh,

Azim Manzil Charbatti Chowk,

Kapurthala




     
             
         ..…Complainant

   Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, 

Kapurthala








..…Respondent

                               C. C .No.  405 of 2012 
Present:          Sh. Rupinder Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.
i)  Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari ;

ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

The original RTI request for information is dated 19.12.2011. The 

information demanded pertains to Khasra No. 6184/6266/4990. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.02.2012.



Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari and Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, hand over part information to the Complainant in the Commission today. They submit in writing that remaining information will be supplied to the Complainant within two days from today. It is taken on record.
The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the 

Appellant within two weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



The case is adjourned to 13.06.2012(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

   10th  May, 2012                                        

  State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rupinder Deep Singh

S/o Sh. Sewa Singh,

Azim Manzil Charbatti Chowk,

Kapurthala




     
             
         ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, 

Kapurthala








..…Respondent


                                          C. C .No.  418 of 2012 
Present:          Sh. Rupinder Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.

i)  Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari ;

ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 20.12.2011. The 

information demanded pertains to share of land of Mrs Roopdaman Kaur W/o Sh. Mela Singh. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.02.2012.

Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari and Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, 

who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submit in writing that requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within two days from today. It is taken on record.

The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the 

Appellant within two weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



The case is adjourned to 13.06.2012(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

   10th  May, 2012                                        

  State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rupinder Deep Singh

S/o Sh. Sewa Singh,

Azim Manzil Charbatti Chowk,

Kapurthala




     
             
         ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, 

Kapurthala








..…Respondent





C. C .No.  424 of 2012 






Present:          Sh. Rupinder Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.

i)  Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari ;

ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 20.12.2011. The 

information demanded pertains to share of land of Sh. Mehar Singh S/o Sh. Amar Singh. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.02.2012.

Sh. Rao Varinder Singh, Patwari and Sh. Pawan Kumar, Office Kanungo, 

who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submit in writing that requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within two days from today. It is taken on record.

The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the 

Appellant within two weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



The case is adjourned to 13.06.2012(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

   10th  May, 2012                                        

  State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com




Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Minhas Cottage, L.I.C. Colony,

Sector – 4, Mundi Kharar,

Distt. – Mohali - 140301




     
               ..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Mohali









..…Respondent

A. C. No.  331 of 2012 
Present:            Sh. Ranjit Singh, Appellant in person.
Sh. Lal Mohammad, H. C., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.
The original RTI request for information is dated 22.11.2011. The information 
demanded pertains to copy of order regarding stopping of annual increment.  On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 02.01.2012. Second appeal  with the Commission is dated 28.02.2012.


Sh. Lal Mohammad, H. C., who appeared  on behalf of the Respondent, submits a reply, written by D. S. P. (HQ) – Sh. Harbans Singh  on behalf of S. S. P.-cum-PIO, S. A. S. Nagar. In that letter, it is mentioned that relevant record in connection of which the information has been sought for, by the Appellant, is lying in the office of D. I. G., Punjab Police, Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar.


He admits that office of S. S. P., S. A. S. Nagar is supposed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant. He further submits that as the record  is lying with the D. I. G., Punjab Police, Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar, the RTI application could not be transferred to D. I. G., Punjab Police,  Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.


He submits that due to the above mentioned reasons, the requisite information can not be supplied to the Appellant and hence it  is requested that his appeal may be filed.



I have gone through the documents placed on record and heard both the parties. From the perusal of the documents, it emerges that the Respondent- PIO is willfully denying the requisite information to the information-seeker.



In view of the above Mr. Gurpreet Singh Bhullar, S. S. P –cum-PIO., S. A. S. Nagar, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why 











Contd.. 2/-

A. C. No.  331 of 2012 


-2-
penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.






In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. He is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



He shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of information supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 07.06.2012Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                             (Chander Parkash)

 10th  May, 2012       

                                         

  State Information Commissioner                                       

CC :


Mr. Gurpreet Singh Bhullar, 

Senior Supdt. of Police–cum-PIO., 

S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com




Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Minhas Cottage, L.I.C. Colony,

Sector – 4,

Mundi Kharar,

Distt. – Mohali - 140301




     
               ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Mohali









..…Respondent


                                                  A. C. No.  332 of 2012 
Present:            Sh. Ranjit Singh, Appellant in person.
Sh. Lal Mohammad, H. C., on behalf of the Respondent .

ORDER



Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 22.11.2011.The information 
demanded pertains to copy of office note no. 859/steno dated 01.04.2011.  On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 02.01.2012. Second appeal  with the Commission is dated 28.02.2012.

Sh. Lal Mohammad, H. C., who appeared  on behalf of the Respondent, submits a 
reply, written by D. S. P. (HQ) – Sh. Harbans Singh  on behalf of S. S. P.-cum-PIO, S. A. S. Nagar. In that letter, it is mentioned that relevant record in connection of which the information has been sought for, by the Appellant, is lying in the office of D. I. G., Punjab Police, Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar.



He admits that office of S. S. P., S. A. S. Nagar is supposed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant. He further submits that as the record  is lying with the D. I. G., Punjab Police, Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar, the RTI application could not be transferred to D. I. G., Punjab Police,  Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.



He submits that due to the above mentioned reasons, the requisite information can not be supplied to the Appellant and hence it  is requested that his appeal may be filed.



I have gone through the documents placed on record and heard both the parties. From the perusal of the documents, it emerges that the Respondent- PIO is willfully denying the requisite information to the information-seeker.



In view of the above Mr. Gurpreet Singh Bhullar, S. S. P –cum-PIO., S. A. S. Nagar, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why 











Contd…2/-
A. C. No.  332 of 2012



-2-

penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.






In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. He is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



He shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of information supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 07.06.2012Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                             (Chander Parkash)

 10th  May, 2012       

                                         

  State Information Commissioner                                       

CC :


Mr. Gurpreet Singh Bhullar, 

Senior Supdt. of Police–cum-PIO., 

S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pt. Narinder Kumar, Advocate, 




Chamber No. 105, District Courts,

Fatehgarh Sahib.







………… Complainant

Vs 
Sh. Vishal Chauhan, 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

Kharar, District Mohali.

(DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also)






……..Respondent
                                                  C. C. No.  3112 of 2011 
Present:          None on behalf of the Complainant.


            Sh. Vishal Chauhan, D. F. O. in person.
ORDER

Heard.
         

This case was last heard on 29.03.2012 when the Respondent sought two weeks time to submit reply to the show-cause.


Sh. Vishal Chauhan, D. F. O files a written-reply in connection with the show-cause issued to him.



He has submitted vide his letter no. 668 dated 09.05.2012 that the information was supplied well in time to the Complainant vide letter no. 5043 dated 08.12.2010. 
In that reply he justified that there was no delay on his part as objections 
raised by the Complainant were removed  well in time. He further submits that the Complainant never approached him for any further clarifications.


He requested that since the Complainant was supplied all the information in time, the show-cause issued to him may be dropped.


In view of the above,  request is accepted and show-cause issued to him is dropped.



Hence the case is closed and disposed of.

      
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

           10th  May, 2012                                     

  State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surjit Singh Dher,

Generalist Desh Sewak, 

Village Dher, Block Anandpur Sahib,

District Roopnagar.






………….. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Anandpur Sahib.






 …………..Respondent
C. C.  No. 3426 of 2011 

Present:           Sh. Paramjit Singh on behalf of the Complainant. 


              Sh. Baljinder Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, Anandpur Sahib.

ORDER

Heard.

         

This case was last heard on 02.04.2012 when the Complainant was absent and advised to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to him.



Sh. Baljinder Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, Anandpur Sahib submits that information in connection with item no. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 8 has already been given to the Complainant. He submits that information regarding 6 and 7 could not be supplied to the Complainant as it relates to ‘third party’.
 

The representative of the Complainant has failed to justify what ‘Public Interest’  is involved if this information disclose to him.


I have gone through the documents placed on record and heard both the parties. I found that the requisite  information has been supplied in this case and the PIO concerned has denied the information only which relates to third party.
In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.
      
      Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

         10th  May, 2012                                         

  State Information Commissioner         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

  

Sh. Hem Raj,

S/o Sh. Parkash Ram,

V.P.O. - Pasiyana,

District - Patiala.






…………… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer, (Distribution), 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala. 





     
           ……………Respondent
                                                           C. C. No. 3662 of 2011 

Present:           None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. N. K. Sharma, S. D. O., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

         

This case was last heard on 29.03.2012 when the Complainant was absent and advised to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to h




Sh. N. K. Sharma, S. D. O.,  who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant through registered post vide letter no. 1445 dated 22.02.2012 and letter no. 2607 dated 02.03.2012.

The Complainant  is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to 

the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO till date, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.

In view of the above, it is assumed that the Complainant is satisfied with 

the information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.

            Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                
         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

               10th  May, 2012                                      

     State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Agya Ram

S/o Sh. Anant Ram,

V.P.O. – Nainwan,

Tehsil – Garhshankar,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur





         

 ....…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sarpach,

Gram Panchayat-Achalpur, 

P.O. – Bhiwanipur,

Tehsil – Garhshankar,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur







…..…Respondent





C. C. No.  3718 of 2011
Present : 
Sh. Agya Ram, Complainant in person.



Sh. Paramjit Lal, Sarpanch, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

         

This case was taken up for hearing on 28.03.2012 when none was present and one opportunity was given to both the parties to appear before the Commission.



Sh. Paramjit Lal, Sarpanch,  who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 26.03.2012 through registered-post.



The Complainant - Sh. Agya Ram alleges that bungling have been made by the section of official concerned in the execution of works  of laying of pipes of irrigation purposely in the Village – Achalpur. He also insisted that State Information Commission must mark an enquiry to the Vigilance department for taking action against the officials involved in bungling.


The Complainant has been told that State Information Commission does not have any power to mark any enquiry under provisions of the RTI Act. He is also advised to approach the Vigilance Bureau or other Government department to initiate enquiry against the officials involved in the bungling.


As far as the information is concerned, that has been supplied to the Complainant.



In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.


   
            
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                                               
         


                                    
         (Chander Parkash)

    10th  May, 2012                                         

       State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dial Singh,

H. No. 170, Gali No. 5, 

Basant Vihar,

Partap Singh Wala, 

Ludhiana.








…….. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development

 & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.








…..Respondent
C. C  No. 3741 of 2011 
Present :           Sh. Dial Singh, Complainant in person. 


                None on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  02.04.2012 when the Complainant was advised to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to him.



The Complainant -  Sh. Dial Singh, alleges that incomplete information has been given to him.



The Respondent is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 
This attitude of the Respondent-PIO is depreciated. He is directed to 
provide the requisite information to the Complainant within two weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



He shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of information supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing.

      The case is adjourned to 07.06.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.


      Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                
         







      (Chander Parkash)

10th  May, 2012
                                   

                 State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dial Singh,

H. No. 170, Gali No. 5, 
Basant Vihar,

Partap Singh Wala, 

Ludhiana.







………….. Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3792 of 2011 
Present:         Sh. Dial Singh, Complainant in person. 



 Sh. Dilip Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

         

This case was last heard on  02.04.2012 when the Respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant within two weeks from that day.


Sh. Dilip Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, states that the requisite information has been given to the Complainant on 07.05.2012, a copy of which is on record.



The Complainant - Sh. Dial Singh, submits in writing that he has got the requisite information and he is satisfied with the same. He also requests for filing his case.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.

      Copies of the order be sent to the parties.         










      
      (Chander Parkash)

10th  May, 2012
                                   

                  State Information Commissioner      
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sunder Singh,

Ramdassiyan Pati, 

V.P.O. - Ladha, Tehsil Dhuri, 

District Sangrur.







.….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.








……..Respondent
C. C. No. 3743 of 2011 
Present:           None on behalf of the Complainant.


             Sh. Ranjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  02.04.2012 when the Complainant was absent and advised to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to him.


Sh. Ranjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that the requisite information was supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Surjit Singh vide memo no. 20/61/2011-1RDE 2/938 dated 29.02.2012, a copy of which is on record.

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 
absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO till date, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.


Since the Complainant is absent for two consecutive hearings. It is assumed that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











(Chander Parkash)

           10th  May, 2012                                       

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, 

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Village -Tandi, 

P.O.- Ladoya, 

District- Jalandhar. 





    
 
……….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, 

Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 




  
     

………Respondent
A . C. No. 1086 of 2011 
Present:           None on behalf of the Appellant.
Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on 29.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to file a reply to the show-cause issued to him on 21.12.2011 within fifteen days. 



Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, Bhogpur today filed a reply in connection with the show-cause issued to him, on 21.12.2011, for non-furnishing of requisite information to the Appellant – Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon.
 In the reply Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., states that the requisite information 
could not be supplied to the Appellant within the stipulated time due to the fact that he was deployed for Election Duty. He submitted that he was not posted as B. D. P. O., Bhogpur  when the Appellant moved his RTI application. He submitted that he had not made any default in supplying the requisite information to the Appellant as he made efforts to trace-out the information and then supplied the same to the Appellant on 30.04.2012.


He produced a note carrying signatures of the Appellant in connection with his acknowledgment of having received the information by him.



In view of the above show-cause issued to Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O is dropped.



Since the information has already been supplied, there is no cause of action left in this case.

In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.         











      (Chander Parkash)

     10th  May, 2012     

                                         

    State Information Commissioner                                       

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com




Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, 

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Village -Tandi, 

P.O.- Ladoya, 

District- Jalandhar. 





    
 
……….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, 

Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 




  
     

………Respondent
                          


  A. C. No. 1087 of 2011 
Present:           None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on 29.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to file a reply to the show-cause issued to him on 21.12.2011 within fifteen days. 

Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, Bhogpur today filed a reply in 
connection with the show-cause issued to him, on 21.12.2011, for non-furnishing of requisite information to the Appellant – Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon.

 In the reply Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., states that the requisite information 
could not be supplied to the Appellant within the stipulated time due to the fact that he was deployed for Election Duty. He submitted that he was not posted as B. D. P. O., Bhogpur  when the Appellant moved his RTI application. He submitted that he had not made any default in supplying the requisite information to the Appellant as he made efforts to trace-out the information and then supplied the same to the Appellant on 30.04.2012.



He produced a note carrying signatures of the Appellant in connection with his acknowledgment of having received the information by him.



In view of the above show-cause issued to Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O is dropped.



Since the information has already been supplied, there is no cause of action left in this case.

In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                  



         


                                               (Chander Parkash)

     10th  May, 2012     

                                         

    State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mahinder Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Kirpa Singh( Barmi Wale),

Santokh Singh Nagar, 

Raikot,

Distt. - Ludhiana.







………….. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Raikot, District Ludhiana.





…………..Respondent
A. C. No. 1089 of 2011 

Present:            None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Malkiat Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Block – Raikot on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  02.04.2012 when the Respondent was directed to file a reply to the show-cause issued to him on 22.02.2012. 

Sh. Malkiat Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Block – Raikot who appeared  on 
behalf of the Respondent, has brought the requisite information today for supplying the same to the Appellant – Sh. Mahinder Singh.



The Appellant Sh. Mahinder Singh is absent  without any intimation to the Commission. He is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.


Sh. Malkiat Singh, Panchayat Secretary, submits in writing that he will send the requisite information to the Appellant through registered post within two days from today. It is taken on record.



Sh. Surat Singh Brar who was B. D. P. O., Raikot in this case, was served with show-cause on 22.02.2012  and had made a request that he may be given more time to file a reply to show-cause issued to him.
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Sh. Surat Singh Brar is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation. He has also failed to submit a reply to the show-cause. He is directed to send a reply to the show-cause within three weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



 The case is adjourned to 13.06.2012(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M.


There would be no further adjournment in this case.


     
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

     10th  May, 2012                                         

          State Information Commissioner                                       

CC :
Sh. Surat Singh Brar,
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Paramjeet Singh Walia, Advocate,

S/o Late Sh. Jaswant Singh,

374, East Mohan Nagar, 

Amritsar. 







 …………. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.





          

…………Respondent
A. C. No. 1238 of 2011 

Present:           Sh. Paramjeet Singh Walia, Appellant in person. 


             Sh. Hira Lal, Supdt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  29.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply photocopies of the documents on record to the Appellant. 



Sh. Hira Lal, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that reply to all the seven queries raised by the Appellant has already been given to him vide memo no. 1287 dated 28.03.2012.



The Appellant – Sh. Paramjeet Singh Walia, alleges that information at point no. 1 is not correct as the relevant record is in their custody but the Respondent-PIO is deliberately denying the requisite information to him. 
The Appellant has failed to establish the fact that the relevant record is in 
the custody of the Respondent.


As the available information has been given to the Appellant, no further action is required to be taken in this case. 

 In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.

              Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

           10th  May, 2012                                    

  State Information Commissioner      
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mukender Singh,

Village -  3H Bara, 

P. O. - Madera, 

Tehsil & District – Sri Ganga Nagar. 

Rajasthan.








….. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Malout, District Muktsar. 






……Respondent

A. C. No. 1255 of 2011 

Present:       Sh. Mukender Singh, Appellant in person along with Sh.Omandeep Singh. 

i) Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate on behalf of GTB Polytechnic 


          

College, Chahapian Wali, Malout and

 GTB Khalsa Institute of Engineering & Technology, Chahapian Wali, Malout ; 



  ii)         Sh.Gurmeet Pal, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  29.03.2012 when the Appellant was advised to supply a copy of the rejoinder to the Respondent within three weeks.



Sh. Mukender Singh, Appellant , who appeared along with Sh. Omandeep   Singh today, has cast doubt on the Bench by alleging  that the Bench is extending undue favour  to the  Respondent PIO and his representative . 



As the Appellant- Sh . Mukender Singh has cast doubt on the Bench, it will be morally wrong for me to hear this case henceforth.



In view of the above ,  it is decided that let the file be placed before Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner by the Deputy Registrar for appropriate orders. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                        

 (Chander Parkash)

      10th  May, 2012  

                                         

   State Information Commissioner                                       

      CC : 

The Deputy Registrar, (S.I.C.P.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Makhan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village - Bikka, 

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.





………. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.





………Respondent
A. C. No. 1329 of 2011 

Present:        None on behalf of the Appellant.

i) Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar ; 

ii) Sh. Gurdev Dass, Patwari , on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  29.03.2012 when the Appellant was advised to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to him.


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar and Sh. Gurdev Dass, Patwari , who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant on 03.04.2012. They also produce a written-note in connection with acknowledgement of having received the requisite information by the Appellant – Sh. Makhan Singh. It is taken on record.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.

     
  
  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

     10th  May, 2012                                        

         State Information Commissioner                                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajit Rai,

H No. 501, Sector 16,

Faridabad- 121002.

HARYANA.




      
  

    …………. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Bhulath, 

District Kapurthala.






…………….Respondent     
 A. C. No.  1355 of 2011 
Present :
Sh. Ajit Rai, Appellant in person.



Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, S. D. M., Bhulath in person. 
ORDER



Heard.

         

This case was last heard on 02.04.2012 when a show-cause issued to S. D. M., Bhulath and was directed to appear in person before the Commission alongwith information supplied to the Appellant. 



Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, S. D. M., Bhulath seeks two months time be given so that relevant record can be traced out by the Respondent and to supply it to the information-seeker.



The Complainant – Sh. Ajit Rai and Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, S. D. M., Bhulath mutually agree with it.



On the last date of hearing in the Commission dated 28.03.2012, Sh. Navjot Pal Singh, P. C. S., who was S. D. M.-cum-PIO, Bhulath was served a show-cause  for willful denial in furnishing the requisite information to the Complainant. Sh. Navjot Pal Singh has not appeared in the Commission today. He has also not sent any reply to the show-cause issued to him.



Sh. Navjot Pal Singh is directed to file his reply, in connection with show-cause issued to him, within two weeks, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.


In view of the agreement made out between the Appellant and the Respondent-PIO six weeks time is given to supply the requisite information to the Appellant. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



The case is adjourned to 21.06.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.


    
  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                       
        



         


                                         (Chander Parkash)

          10th  May, 2012                                        

      State Information Commissioner                                       

    CC ;


Sh. Navjot Pal Singh, P.C.S.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Darbara Singh, 

Village - Bakipur, 

District - Tarn Taran- 143302.



 


   ……,.Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.





            


      …..Respondent
A. C. No. 1385 of 2011 

Present:    
None on behalf of the Appellant. 


       
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

         

This case was last heard on  02.04.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant.


Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that relevant information has been sent to the Appellant - Sh. Jagpal Singh through registered post on 05.04.2012.
The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Since the Complainant is absent for two consecutive hearings. It is assumed that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of

     
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                

         


                                              (Chander Parkash)

    10th  May, 2012
                                         

       State Information Commissioner                                       

