
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
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:    i)      Sh. Paramjit Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


      ii)      Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.



This case was last heard on 17.01.2012 when the Respondent was directed to collect the information, connected with the RTI application, from the office of D. F. O., Patiala and supply the same to the Complainant.


The Respondent-PIO was also given another opportunity to file the reply to the show-cause issued to him in this case.


The Respondent vide his memo no. 3183 dated 14.02.2012 submits a para-wise reply to nine points and a copy of which has also been endorsed to the Complainant. However, the Respondent-PIO has not filed written-reply to the show-cause issued to him.


The Respondent has given assurance in writing that the remaining information would be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The Respondent –PIO is given another opportunity to file a reply to the show-cause  the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Chand,

VPO Mehatpur, Block Nakodar, 

District Jalandhar- 144041.




__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development 
& Panchayat Officer, 

Nakodar, District Jalandhar. 


 

 ____________Respondent
    C. C. No.  3274 of 2011
Present:    Sh. Pritam Chand complainant in person. 

       Sh. Paramjit Singh, B.D.P.O.,on  behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2012 B.D.P.O. Nakodar and Tehsildar, Nakodar were directed to supply the compete information to the information-seeker. They were also directed to remain present in today’s hearing alongwith the copy of the information.


The PIO office of Tehsildar, Nakodar is not present in today’s hearing  without any intimation to the Commission has taken a very serious view of his absence.



Sh. Paramjit Singh, B.D.P.O., submitted that information which was in the custody of his office has already been supplied to the Complainant and he has written number of letters to Tehsildar, Nakodar for supplying the requisite information, which is in the custody of his (Tehsildar) office, to the Complainant. 



He submits that Tehsildar has failed to respond to his letters so far. He also states as per telephonic conversation,  the Tehsildar, Nakodar  has assured him that he would appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Another opportunity is given to the Respondent-PIO to supply the requisite information to the Complainant which should be legible duly attested and as per record before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner
CC :



1.
PIO O/o Tehsildar, 



Nakodar


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

H No.  H L 120, 

Phase 2, Mohali.





__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






____________Respondent
C. C.  No. 3472 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh Baldev Singh, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Darshan Singh, Inspector and Sh. Suresh Kumar, Health 

                Worker, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 25.04.2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking certified copy of the Register regarding births in M. C., Ludhiana. The complaint with the Commission is dated 22.11.2011.



The Respondent hands over a certified copy of the Birth register to the Complainant in which column no. 12 and 13 are missing. The Respondent further states that these columns are blank and are not visible because of book-binding. He has given a written-submission in this regard, a copy of which has been supplied to the Complainant in the Commission today.



The information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharam Pal,

S/o Sh. Bant Ram,

VPO Pasiyana,

District Patiala.





__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer (Distribution),

Patiala Circle,
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala. 






____________Respondent
C. C. No.  3660 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Dharam Pal, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Santokh Singh, A. E., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


This case was last heard on 25.01.2012 when the Respondent  was directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker.



The Respondent hands over the requisite information to the Complainant in the Commission today. The Complainant has expressed his satisfaction over the requisite information supplied to him and requested that his case may be filed.




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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mithu Ram,

S/o Sh. Moti Ram,

VPO Pasiyana,

District Patiala.




            __________ Complainant

Vs   
Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Superintendent Engineer,

Operation Division (West), 
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala. 




   
          ____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3661 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Mithu Ram, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Santokh Singh, A. E., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


This case was last heard on 25.01.2012 when the Respondent  was directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker.



The Respondent hands over the requisite information to the Complainant in the Commission today. The Complainant has expressed his satisfaction over the requisite information supplied to him and requested that his case may be filed.





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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hem Raj,

S/o Sh. Parkash Ram,

VPO 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:    i)       Sh. Hem Raj, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Amandeep Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the 


                Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 25-01-2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.



The Respondent hands over the partial information to the Complainant in the Commission today and promises that the remaining information will be supplied to the Complainant within two weeks. 



The Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant and the information should be legible and duly attested.



The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012(Thursday) at 11: 00 A.M.



There will be no further adjournment in this case.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manga Ram,

S/o Sh. Shriram,

VPO Pasiyana,

District Patiala.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer (Distribution),

Patiala Circle, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala. 





      ____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3663 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Manga Ram, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Jatinder Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.



This case was last heard on 25-01-2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.



The Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 1094/96 dated 31.01.2012.



The Complainant has expressed his satisfaction with the information supplied to him and requests that his complaint may be filed.


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


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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:    i)       None on the behalf of the Appellant.

      ii)       Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., Sh. Mohammad Iqbal, Panchayat 


     Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., Bhogpur was directed to show-cause why penalty be not imposed upon him.



The Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the information-seeker but he has not brought reply to the show-cause. The Respondent seeks some more time to submit his explanation to the show-cause issued to him.



The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, 

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh, 

Village Tandi, P O Ladoya, 

District- Jalandhar. 





__________Appellant

Vs

Sh. Bhagwan Singh, 

Block Development &
Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, 

Bhogpur, Jalandhar. 




____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1087 of 2011 

Present:    i)       None on the behalf of the Appellant.

      ii)       Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., Sh. Mohammad Iqbal, Panchayat 


     Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when Sh. Bhagwan Singh, B.D.P.O., Bhogpur was directed to show-cause why penalty be not imposed upon him.



The Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the information-seeker but he has not brought reply to the show-cause. The Respondent seeks some more time to submit his explanation to the show-cause issued to him.



The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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:    i)       Sh. Paramjeet Singh Walia, Appellant in person. 


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

ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when the Respondent was absent and he was directed to supply the information to the Appellant.



The Respondent today first states that as the information sought for by Appellant relates to very old record and same is not available with the Public Authority concerned so the information demanded by the Appellant can not be supplied to him.



The Respondent also submits that the relevant record could not be traced out despite the fact officials concerned made efforts in that connection. 



However, the Respondent failed to come out with satisfactory reply when he was asked to explain that where the record has gone and what legal action ahs been initiated against the official concerned in whose custody the relevant record was lying and who has failed to maintain the same. 


On this the Respondent gave an assurance that he will make personal efforts to trace out the relevant record so that the information could be supplied to the Appellant to his satisfaction. He seeks some more time to trace the relevant record and supply it to the Appellant.


The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Kumar Batra,

F-7/56, Mata Kaulan Marg, 

Kashmir Avenue, Amritsar.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar. 





          ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1244 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Krishan Kumar Batra, Appellant in person.

      ii)       ASI Kulwant Rai & Head Constable Janak Raj on behalf of the 


     Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10-01-2012 when the Appellant was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. 



The Respondent  submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the information seeker vide memo. No. 5822/CPL dated 30-12-2011.



I have gone through the information and the RTI application and find it satisfactory.


Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Diwan Singh,

VPO Tanda Ram Sahai, 

Tehsil Mukerian,
 District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur. 



____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1249 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant


      ii)       Sh. Sukhpreet Pal Singh, S.E.P.O., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2012 the Respondent submitted that complete information has been supplied to the Appellant vide memo no. 14 dated 04.01.2012 and the Appellant was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


The Respondent has already supplied the requisite information through registered post on 04.01.2012.



The Appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing in the Commission today despite having been duly served with a copy of order dated 10.01.2012. Nothing contrary has been heard from him. It is assumed that as the information has already been supplied to him  and he is not interested to pursue his case any further.


Disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  

Sh. Sarbinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Tarlok Singh, 

184/2A, Nagina Avenue, 

Majitha Road, Amritsar. 




__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1250 of 2011 

Present:    i)       None on behalf of the Appellant


      ii)       Sh. Inderjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker.



The Respondent appeared in the Commission alongwith a copy of the information supplied to the Appellant.



The Appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing in the Commission today without any intimation to the commission.



 A copy of the information submitted by the Respondent in the Commission is appended with this order to send the same to the Appellant.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurjail Singh, Ex- Panch,

Village Behmana, Tehsil Samana, 

District Patiala.





__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development &
Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.





         ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1253  of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Gurjail Singh, Appellant, in person.

      ii)       Sh. Surinder Singh Dhillon, B.D.P.O, Bhiwanigarh on behalf of the 

     Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when the PIO requested for an adjournment.



The Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant through registered post on 15.02.2012.



The Appellant is advised to point-out the deficiencies, if any, in writing to the Respondent and PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mukender Singh,

Village 3H Bara, PO Madera, 

Tehsil & District Sriganganagar. 

Rajasthan.






__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Malout, District Muktsar. 




____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1255 of 2011 

Present:    i)         Representative, Mr. Omandeep Singh on behalf of the Appellant


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


   
    College, Chahapian Wali, Malout, and GTB Khalsa 


    
  
    Institute of Engineering & Technology, Chahapian Wali, Malout, 


    and Sh. Gursewak Singh, Patwari, on behalf of the 


     
                Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate sought adjournment in this case.



Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate, on behalf of GTB Polytechnic College, Chahapian Wali, Malout, and GTB Khalsa Institute of Engineering & Technology, Chahapian Wali, Malout, filed a reply in connection with the RTI application of the Appellant and claims that both these colleges are not public authorities as they do not come under the preview of the RTI Act. 


The representative of the Appellant was given copies of the response filed by Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate, in the Commission today.


The representative of the Appellant was advised to file a re-joinder to the response given by the respondent.



The Appellant has filed the re-joiner which is taken on record and a copy of the same has been handed over Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate who appeared on behalf of the colleges.



Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate seeks adjournment to file a reply to the re-joinder submitted by the Appellant.



The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




             


        
        (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  

Sh. Jagdev Singh,

S/o. Sh. Teja Singh,

VPO Guyara, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.





    __________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Malerkotla.






____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1257 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the appellant.


      ii)       Sh. Malkiat Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 



     Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard




This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when the Respondent has already supplied the information to the Appellant vide his memo no. SPL-1 dated 28.12.2011 through registered post.



The Appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing in the Commission today. It is assumed that as the information has already been supplied to him and he is not interested to pursue his case any further.



Disposed of.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  

Sh. Jasdeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

Village Basaimi, P.O. Malikpur-Bet,

Ludhiana- 142027.





__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Controller of Stores and Disposal (South), 

Shakti Vihar (Sheds), 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Patiala. 





         ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1266 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the Appellant.


      ii)       Sh. Gurmeet singh, Addl. S.E., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 10.01.2012 when a fresh notice of hearing was issued to the PIO Office of Controller of Stores and disposal (South) Patiala.



The Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant through registered post on 08.02.2012.



The Complainant is not present in today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



The Respondent also supplied a copy of the information and postal receipt of registration of registered post in the Commission today. A copy of the same is appended with this order and is sent to the Appellant.



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


Copies of the parties be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

  

Ms. Reshma Devi,

Widow of Sh. Chaman Lal,

Gandhi Basti, Near Balmiki Mandir,

Street No. 7, 

Kotkapura, District Faridkot. 



__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Kotkapura.





        ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1277 of 2011 
Present :    None
ORDER


This case was last heard on 11.01.2012 when the Appellant was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to her. Nothing contrary has been heard from her.


The Appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing in the Commission today. It is assumed that as the information has already been supplied to her and she is not interested to pursue her case any further.



Disposed of.

            





      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



  


(www.infocommpunjab.com)(0172-4630054)
Sh. Pankaj Makkar, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 847, 8th Floor,

New Judicial Courts Complex, 

District Courts Ludhiana,

Ludhiana.





             __________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.





            ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1318 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the Complainant.

      ii)       Sh. Pradeep Bhatti, Acctt. And Mr. Kewal Krishan, A. E., on behalf    

                           of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 13.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to allocation of budget for construction of new building of the office of Sub-Registrar, Central, East, West and a copy of the advertisement for appointing contractor for construction work.  On not getting any response from PIO he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated nil. The second appeal with the Commission is  dated 05.12.2011.


The Respondent claims that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter dated 15.02.2012. He also submits a photo copy of the letter carrying the signatures of the Appellant in connection with the acknowledgment having been received the information.


The Appellant is absent today. He is advised to match out the information supplied and point-out the deficiencies, if any, in writing to the Respondent and PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 29.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

16th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner
