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Vivek Salathia, Advocate,

H. No. 137,

Sector 46 – A,

Chandigarh
  

     
           


         

 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Construction Divn. – 1,

P. W. D. ( B & R ),

Amritsar


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Construction Divn. – 1,

P. W. D. ( B & R ),

Amritsar







   
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  978  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Ashwani Kumar, J.E. O/o XEN, PWD (B&R), Amritsar – 1 ;
ii) Sh. Gurpreet Singh XEN, PWD (B&R), Amritsar – 2, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  15.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

nine points regarding re-fixation of pension of Sh. Jaswant Singh, Retired Work Inspector.         The complaint with the Commission is dated 18.02.2013.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, J.E. who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter written by Er. Malkiat Singh Jawanda, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, stating that requisite information has been sent to the complainant – Sh. Vivek Salathia vide letter No. 12 dated 05.04.2013 through registered  post.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh XEN, PWD (B&R), Amritsar – 2, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent, also states that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant – Sh. Vivek Salathia vide letter No. 98 dated 11.04.2013. A copy of the same is on record. 


A copy of the information supplied  by the respondent-PIO be sent with this order to the complainant.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
Encl :

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Avtar Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Ward – 6, Mohalla Kuraliwala,

Near Gagan Bistar Bhandar,

Academy Road,

Sri Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. – Ropar - 140118

     
           


         

 ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary, 

Shiromani Gurudwara 

Prabhandhak Committee,

S.G.P.C., Amritsar






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  981  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Gen. Power of Attorney, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  13.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 
eight points regarding dismissal and reinstatement of employees of SGPC. The complaint with the Commission is dated 27.02.2013 .



After hearing both the parties and examining the documents placed on record, it is found that information sought for by the complainant – Sh. Avtar Singh is personal information in  nature.   

During the hearing when the complainant was asked to disclose the public interest 
involved in this case on the basis of which he has approached the respondent-PIO concerned to get the same information, he replied that he wants to use the same in a court-case which is to be filed by him in future against his suspension order issued by S. G. P. C.



The division bench comprising of Hon’ble Mr. Justice Sh. Radha Krishnan and Hon’ble Mr. Justice Dipak Misra of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in a Special Leave Petition no. (Civil) 27734 of 2012 has held that personal information as defined under clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of the RTI act can not be given to the information-seeker where the information-seeker failed to established the fact that information sought for by him is in larger public interest.



In view of the above, the case is dismissed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Avtar Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Ward – 6, Mohalla Kuraliwala,

Near Gagan Bistar Bhandar,

Academy Road,

Sri Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. – Ropar - 140118

     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary, 

Shiromani Gurudwara 

Prabhandhak Committee,

S.G.P.C., Amritsar






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  982  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Gen. Power of Attorney, on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  11.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to         
five points regarding dismissal and reinstatement of employees of SGPC.  The complaint with the Commission is dated  12.03.2013 .

After hearing both the parties and examining the documents placed on record, it is 

found that information sought for by the complainant – Sh. Avtar Singh is personal information in  nature.   

During the hearing when the complainant was asked to disclose the public interest 

involved in this case on the basis of which he has approached the respondent-PIO concerned to get the same information, he replied that he wants to use the same in a court-case which is to be filed by him in future against his suspension order issued by S. G. P. C.



The division bench comprising of Hon’ble Mr. Justice Sh. Radha Krishnan and Hon’ble Mr. Justice Dipak Misra of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in a Special Leave Petition no. (Civil) 27734 of 2012 has held that personal information as defined under clause (j) of Section 8 (1) of the RTI act can not be given to the information-seeker where the information-seeker failed to established the fact that information sought for by him is in larger public interest.



In view of the above, the case is dismissed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Bhupinder Kaur,

H. No. 723, Street – 5,

Baldev Nagar,

Moga
- 142001

     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The S. H. O.,

Police Station – Khem Karan,

Distt. – Amritsar






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1039  of 2013

Present :
Ms. Bhupinder Kaur, complainant, in person.
Sh. Satnam Singh, A. S. I., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 21.11.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

seeking copy of police file in connection with FIR No. 252/81 P.S. - Valtoha.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 04.03.2013.

The complainant - Ms. Bhupinder Kaur,  states that the respondent-PIO has failed 

to supply the requisite  information demanded by her in  RTI application till today. She demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned for willful denial in supplying the requisite information to her. 


Sh. Satnam Singh, A. S. I., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, produces a letter vide no. 13988 dated 13.04.2013 in the Commission today. In that letter, Sh. Kuljit Singh, 

S. P. (HQ), Officiating S. S. P.-cum-PIO, Tarn Taran, points-out that the complainant - Ms. Bhupinder Kaur has sought certified copies of the police-file in FIR No. 252 dated 01.07.1981 registered in police Station – Valtoha.


He further states that the information sought for by  the complainant  too falls under exemption category as per provisions made in clause (h) of Section 8 (i) of the RTI Act which reads as under : 
“notwithstanding  any thing contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any citizen the information which would impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders”.


Shri Satnam Singh, ASI when asked that how the information sought for by the complainant falls in the category of Section 8 (i) (h), he failed to come out with a satisfactory answer.  He states that Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Dhillon, was S. S. P.-cum-PIO when the complainant -  Ms. Bhupinder Kaur moved RTI application for seeking information.
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He states that Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Dhillon, has been transferred and has not been given any posting yet by the Punjab Government. He states that now Sh. Raj Jit Singh, S. S. P., Gurdaspur is holding additional charge of S. S. P., Tarn Taran and working as PIO as well.


After examining the documents placed on record and hearing both the parties I am of the view that  it is a fit case  to initiate action against the respondent-PIOs concerned.

In view of the above, 

1. Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Dhillon who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved ;

2. Sh. Raj Jit Singh, S. S. P., Gurdaspur, who is present PIO ;
will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI 
Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are 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.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.



A copy of this order be sent to i) D. G. P. (HQ), Pb., Chandigarh ; ii) I. G., Zonal Border Range, Amritsar Pb. ; iii)  D. I. G., Pb., Amritsar ; and iv) Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran, for taking appropriate action, if they desire and deem it fit.


The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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CC ;

i) Sh. Raj Jit Singh,

(Regd. Post)


Sr. Supdt. of Police, Punjab,

 Gurdaspur 
ii) Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Dhillon
(Regd. Post)


C/o  Office of the Director General of Police, (HQ), Pb.,

Sector 9,  Chandigarh

iii) 
The Director General of Police, (HQ), Pb.,

Sector 9,  Chandigarh ;

iv)
The Inspector General of Police, Pb.,

 Zonal Border Range,

 Amritsar ; 

v)         The Deputy Inspector General of Police , Pb., 

Amritsar ; 

            vi) 
The Deputy Commissioner, 

Tarn Taran 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Bhupinder Kaur,

H. No. 723, Street – 5,

Baldev Nagar,

Moga
- 142001

     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Social Security 

for Women and Child Dev. Officer,

Amritsar







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1040  of 2013
Present :
Ms. Bhupinder Kaur, complainant, in person.
Sh. Narinderjit Singh Pannu,  Distt. Social Security Officer, in person.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 26.11.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

copy of decision of Civil Suit Court case against Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Deputy Director(Retd.).  The complaint with the Commission is dated 27.02.2013.



Sh. Narinderjit Singh Pannu, Distt. Social Security Officer, who appeared in person,  states that the requisite information sought for by the complainant – Ms. Bhupinder Kaur does not relate to his office.


After hearing both the parties, it is found that the requisite information is required to be provided by the PIO office of Director, Social Securities, Welfare of Women and Child development, Punjab, Chandigarh.



The complainant – Ms. Bhupinder Kaur is advised to file a fresh  application to the PIO office of Director, Social Securities, Welfare of Women and Child Development, Punjab, Chandigarh.



In view of the above, the case is dismissed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Mahavir Singh

S/o Sh. Kapur Chand,

Ward – 11,

Moonak (Sangrur) - 148033
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  C. M. O.,

Public Health Corporation,

Moonak (Sangrur)






   
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1072  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Dr. Narain Singh, M. O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 18.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

withdrawl of amount from G P Fund by Sh. Baldev Singh S/o Sh. Amar Singh.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 05.03.2013.

Dr. Narain Singh, M. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that the 
requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Mahavir Singh. He also produces a written-note signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he has received the requisite formation and  is satisfied with same and asked for filing of his complaint. it is taken on record.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurdeep Singh Dhingi

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

House No. 390, Block – 1,

Dharampura Mohalla,

DHURI, Distt. – Sangrur


           



          ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh     
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh   



     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  590  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Gurdeep Singh Dhingi, appellant, in person.
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 05.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to list of  beneficiaries of ‘Shagun Scheme’ in various Districts of Punjab for the period from 2009 to 2011.  First appeal is dated 15.12.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 06.03.2013.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states 

that the requisite information sought for by the  information-seeker could not be supplied to him as it does not lie in the custody of the office of the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab.


He also produces a letter no. 2856 dated 18.10.2012 in which APIO office of Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab has informed the information-seeker that he must approach office of Deputy Commissioners in Punjab for getting the requisite information.


As no cause of action is left in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurdeep Singh Dhingi

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

House No. 390, Block – 1,

Dharampura Mohalla,

DHURI, Distt. – Sangrur


           



          ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Welfare Officer,

Mansa
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Welfare Department, Pb.,

S.C.O. 128 – 129, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh    



     

         
  ..…Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  591  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Gurdeep Singh Dhingi, appellant, in person.
i) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Mansa ;
ii) Sh. Karamjit Singh Brar, Supdt.-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 04.07.2012.  The information demanded pertains to list of beneficiaries of ‘Shagun Scheme’ in District Mansa for the period from 2009 to 2012 .  First appeal is dated 18.10.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  06.03.2013.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Mansa and Sh. Karamjit Singh Brar, 

Supdt.-cum-APIO, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, hands over the requisite information, vide letter no. 650 dated 15.04.2013, to the appellant - Sh. Gurdeep Singh Dhingi, in the Commission today.


The appellant - Sh. Gurdeep Singh Dhingi gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prem  Kumar Rattan,

H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, 

DHURI (Sangrur)


           




          ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health Deptt., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt.,  

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health Deptt., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt.,  

Sector 9, Chandigarh




     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  597  of 2013
Present :
None in behalf if the appellant.
i) Sh. Jatinder Singh, A.C.F.A. O/o Homeopathy, Pb. ;

ii) Ms. Renu Verma, Sr. Assistant health – 6 br.,

iii) Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt O/o Ayurveda, Pb. ; 

iv) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt O/o Director, Health Deptt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 05.09.2012.  The information demanded pertains to action taken against 21 Government employees, who  went to foreign countries   after taking Ex-India leave and did not return after the expiry of leave. First appeal is dated 05.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  06.03.2013.



Sh. Jatinder Singh, A.C.F.A., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of office of Homeopathy, Pb., states that he has brought the requisite information to hand it over the same to the appellant – Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan.


The appellant – Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, through a letter dated 05.04.2013 which has been received in the Commission  vide Diary No.  8181 dated 08.04.2013  has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing.

Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of 

office of Ayurveda, Pb., states that he has brought the requisite information to hand it over the same to the appellant – Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan.
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Ms. Renu Verma, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of 

office of Health – 6 br., states that the requisite information would be collected from the concerned branch and will be supplied to the appellant within two weeks from today.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of 

office of Director, Health Deptt., Pb., states that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant within one week from today.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, A.C.F.A., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of 

office of Homeopathy, Pb. and Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of office of Ayurveda, Pb., are directed to send the requisite information to the appellant within four days from today.

Ms. Renu Verma, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of 

office of Health – 6 br. and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO of office of Director, Health Deptt., Pb., are directed to send the requisite information to the appellant within two weeks from today.
The appellant – Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by his representatives during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ram Sharan Dass,

H. No. 2849,

Sector 40 – C,

Chandigarh


           





          ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer 

O/o The Chief Engineer/Drainage,

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Sector 18, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Irrigation & Power, Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh





     

     
    
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  611  of 2013
Present :
None in behalf of the appellant.
i) Sh. Vijay Pal Sharma ,Supdt. ;
                          ii)  
Sh. Harnam Singh Sr.  Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated  16.12.2012 .  The information demanded pertains to action taken report on  four letters dated 27.08.2012,  17.09.2012, 26.09.2012,  21.11.2012. First appeal is dated 22,01.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated   07.03.2013.

The appellant – Sh. Ram Sharan Dass through a letter dated 17.04.2013 has 

intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case.
In this case, Sh. Vijay Pal Sharma ,Supdt. and Sh. Harnam Singh Sr.  Asstt., who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent,   produces a letter in the Commission during the hearing today. That letter no. 267 dated 10.02.2013, was signed by Sh. Vijay Pal Sharma ,Supdt.-cum-APIO.

In that letter, Sh. Vijay Pal Sharma ,Supdt.,  has mentioned that information in 
connection with seniority list of old and new J. Es have been supplied to the information-seeker.  He has also mentioned that information in connection with other queries raised by the appellant could not be supplied due to the fact that same was to be collected from different circles and divisions of the department and as per letter no. 10/2/2008-RI dated 01.06.2009, which reads as :
 “ It is beyond the scope of the Act for public authority to create information. Collection of information, part of which are available with different public authorities would amount to creation of infoamtion which a public authority is not required to do”
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However, in para no. 2, 3 and 4 of the same letter on the bases of which PIO/Mr. Vijay Pal Sharma has denied the supplying of information to the appellant, it has been clearly mentioned that collection of information can not be equated to creation of information and so office memorandum no. 10/2/2008-RI dated 01.06.2009, should be modified so as to avoid any confusion among public authorities.



Hence, the contents of the office memorandum no. 10/2/2008-RI dated 01.06.2009, used by Mr. Sharma in this case is not fair and legally acceptable.


Mr. Sharma, who failed to explain that why he used office memorandum no. 10/2/2008-RI dated 01.06.2009 in this appeal-case, states that Sh. Sanjay Popli, Jt. Director is the present PIO. He further states that Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Registrar, was PIO at the time when the appellant moved his RTI application.

 As the information sought for by the appellant – has not been supplied to him so 

far, I found it is a fit case to initiate penal action against the respondent-PIO concerned.
In view of the above, 

1. Sh. Jaswinder Singh, who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as Registrar, Irrigation Works, Punjab ;

2. Sh. Sanjay Popli, Jt. Director (Admn.), Irrigation Works, Punjab, is present PIO ;

will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI 
Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are 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.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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CC :

1.        Sh. Sanjay Popli, 
(Regd. Post)

Joint Director (Admn.)-cum-PIO, 

      O/o C. E., Irrigation Works, Punjab, 

      Sector 18, Chandigarh ;
2.        Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 
        The Registrar, 

(Regd. Post)

O/o C. E., Irrigation Works, Punjab, 

      Sector 18, Chandigarh;

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Raman Sharma

S/o Sh. Harihar Sharma,

H. No. 1897,

Sector 34 – D, 

Chandigarh

           






          ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Deputy Excise &

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Excise and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala






     

      
   
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  619  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Ashok Kumar, on behalf of the appellant.
Ms. Sukhvinderjit Kaur, Supdt. - II,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 10.09.2012.  The information demanded pertains to thirteen points regarding service particulars of clerical cadre employees of Excise  and Taxation department.  First appeal is dated 31.12.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 04.03.2013.

Ms. Sukhvinderjit Kaur, Supdt. - II,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

states the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Raman Sharma vide letter no. 293 dated 12.03.2013. She also hands over a copy of the requisite information running into 323 pages to the representative of the appellant, in the Commission today.
The appellant – Sh. Raman Sharma is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajesh Kapil,

606, Street – 12/B, 

Avtar Nagar, Near TV Centre,

Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar


    
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Excise and 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Jalandhar - 2







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  665  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, A. E. T. C-cum-PIO, Jalandhar in person ;
ii) Sh. Wilson, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the hearing held on 14.03.2013, a show-cause was issued to the Excise and 
Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Jalandhar – 2 under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 14.03.2013, Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, A. E. T. C-
cum-PIO, Jalandhar appeared in person, in today’s hearing and  submits that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant,  Sh. Rajesh Kapil.

Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, also submits his reply to the show-cause issued to him 
vide orders dated 14.03.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
    STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kulwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Bhunda Singh,

H. No. 3583, Jamalpur Awana,

Backside – Post Office,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana – 141010

     
             
             

      ..…Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Chief Engineer,

P & M Circle,

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.

Jalandhar
                

                    



  ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  2674 of 2012

Present :
None on behalf of the  complainant.
Sh.  Narinder Kumar Gandhi, Dy. Chief Engineer-cum- PIO,  in person.
ORDER
On the hearing held on 19.03.2013, the show-cause issued to the respondent-PIO 

was dropped and a compensation of Rs. 10,000/-  was awarded to the complainant.

In compliance with the order dated 19.03.2013, Sh.  Narinder Kumar Gandhi, Dy. 

Chief Engineer-cum- PIO, who appeared in person, submits a letter  vide no. 1531-32 dated 22.03.2013 stating that   compensation amount of Rs. 10,000/- has been paid to the complainant – Sh. Kulwinder Singh through demand draft bearing no. 136763 dated 22.03.2013. He has also produced a photostat copy of the demand draft stating that compensation amount has been paid from his personal bank account.



It was specifically mentioned in the order of the Commission dated  19.03.2013 that the compensation amount of Rs. 10,000/- shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft but the respondent-PIO has paid this amount from his personal account.

He is directed to pay compensation of Rs. 10,000/- from the account of the public 
authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

The case is adjourned to 19th July, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Pushpinder Kumar Singh

S/o Sh. Brij Raj Singh,

“Public Welfare Service Trust”,

987, Sanjay Gandhi Colony,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana - 141008






..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 






     

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  157  of 2013

Present :           Sh. Bharat Bhushan on behalf of the appellant.
 Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, A. T. P., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the hearing held on 19.03.2013, Sh. Pradeep Sehgal, Building Inspector, 

who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submitted in writing that remaining information would be supplied to the appellant within seven days from that day.

Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, A. T. P., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that 

point-wise reply in connection with remaining information regarding point no.  1, 4 and 6 has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Pushpinder Kumar Singh vide letter no. 199 dated 25.03.2013. A copy of the same is on record.

Sh. Bharat Bhushan who appeared on behalf of the appellant – Sh. Pushpinder 
Kumar Singh states that irrelevant and misleading reply has been supplied to the appellant by the respondent-PIO. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing the appellant deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.
Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, states that  Sh. Raj Kumar, M. T. P., Ludhiana was PIO when the 

RTI application was  moved by the applicant and Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Supdt., is present PIO.

In view of the above, 

1. Sh. Raj Kumar who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as M. T. P. O/o M. C., Ludhiana  ;
2. Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Supdt ., who is present PIO ;
will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI 
Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the
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 information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are 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.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, 
(Regd. Post)

Supdt.-cum-PIO,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 
ii) Sh. Raj Kumar, 

Mpl. Town Palnner,

(Regd. Post)

 O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Pushpinder Kumar Singh

S/o Sh. Brij Raj Singh,

“Public Welfare Service Trust”,

987, Sanjay Gandhi Colony,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana - 141008






..…Appellant








Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 






     

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  158  of 2013
Present :           Sh. Bharat Bhushan on behalf of the appellant.
 Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, A. T. P., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the hearing held on 19.03.2013, an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees 
Two Thousand only) was awarded to the appellant and the respondent-PIO was also given an opportunity to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 21.02.2013.

Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, A. T. P., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that a

point-wise reply has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Pushpinder Kumar Singh vide letter no. 196 dated 25.03.2013. A copy of the same is on record.

Sh. Bharat Bhushan who appeared on behalf of the appellant – Sh. Pushpinder 

Kumar Singh states that as far as information is concerned that has been supplied to him but the compensation amount awarded to the appellant vide orders dated 19.03.2013 has not been paid to him.



The respondent-PIO is directed to pay compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) to the appellant, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission positively on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.



One opportunity is also being given to the respondent-PIO to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 21.02.2013.
The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
             SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Harjit Singh,Sarpanch

S/o Sh. Uttam Singh,

Village – Jalalkhera,

P. O. – Sular,

Teh. & Distt. – Patiala

    
             
      
     
                ..…Complainant
Vs
Ms. Jaswant Kaur,

PIO –cum-Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Block - Sanour,
Distt. -Patiala








..…Respondent


Complaint Case No.  1489 of 2012 
ORDER

In this complaint case, Sh Harjit Singh, moved an application under  the RTI 
Act,2005 to PIO office  of  the Block Development  and Panchayat officer (BDPO) Block Sanour, Distt. Patiala on 26.05.2011.   Through that application he has sought  that certified copy of documents carrying his signatures when the BDPO carried out the inquiry of on application No. 2601 and 2602.
                                     On the first hearing of  this case, which was held on 9th July 2012, a show cause was issued to Sh. Sawinder Singh, BDPO ,Bhuner Heri Block of Distt. Patiala, who was PIO of office of BDPO , Sanour  when Sh. Harjeet Singh moved his RTI application under RTI Act  and  Mrs. Jaswant Kaur, BDPO, Sanour , who is working as BDPO at present.
                                  Sh. Jaspal Singh, Suptd. of the office of BDPO Sanour, who handed over four pages of information to Sh. Harjeet Singh during the hearing held on 9th July 2012. He  also disclosed that Sh. Sawinder Singh was BDPO- cum- PIO when  Sh. Harjeet Singh moved his application under RTI Act seeking certain  information.  He also disclosed that after Sawinder Singh was transferred  from Sanour Block, Mrs. Jaswant Kaur became BDPO-cum- PIO of that Block.
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On the second date of hearing, which was held on 2nd August 2012, both the 
respondent PIOs of this case failed to file their respective replies in connection with show cause issued to them.
                         On the third date of hearing, which was held on 30th August 2012, Mrs. Jaswant 
Kaur , BDPO- cum- PIO  handed over information to Sh. Harjeet Singh. She also filed a reply to the show cause issued to her. She also disclosed that Sh. Sawinder Singh could not attend hearing in the Commission on that day due to his ill health.
                         In   a letter No. 2725 dated 17.08.2012, which was received in the  Commission 
through diary No. 14408 dated 23.08.2012,  Mrs. Jaswant Kaur explained that application moved by Sh. Harjeet Singh under RTI Act for seeking information was received in the office of PIO of BDPO, Sanour on 01.06.2011 and through letter No.1261 dated 07.06.2011 the information seeker was informed that he must deposit requisite fee of  Rs.  4/-  in the treasury under the  particular head so that requisite information could be  supplied  to him.
                           She disclosed that in that letter, Sh. Harjeet Singh was also asked to submit an 
envelop  duly pasted with postal stamps  if  he desires that information by Registered post.
She submitted that information seeker deposited the requisite fee on 14.05.2012.  A copy of that fee receipt was also attached with her reply. She also disclosed that though the information seeker has not deposited the fee in time, requisite information was sent to him through Panchayat Secretary- cum- Gram Sewak on 12.09.2011, so that same could be delivered to him personally.
However, the information seekers refused to take that information from   the Panchayat Secretary/ Gram Sewak concerned  and a report given by Panchayat Secretary/Gram Sewak concerned is also available on the record. 
                             She claimed that four pages were again supplied to information seeker on 09.07.2012 and  whatever was available on record was given to information seeker. The information seeker was also informed in writing that particular resolution on which signature of Sh. Harjeet Singh alongwith other people of the Village and report connected with spot verification by BDPO concerned is not available in the official record of office of BDPO, Sanour.
                             As the reply given by Mrs. Jaswant Kaur failed  to explain that why requisite 
information was not given to the information seeker with in  the stipulated time, she alongwith 
Sh. Sawinder Singh was asked to file their fresh replies in connection with the show cause notice on 30th Aug., 2012.
                            Through letter No. 3015 dated 11.09.2012, Mrs. Jaswant Kaur explained her 
conduct. Sh. Sawinder Singh, BDPO,  Block Bhunar Heri  Distt.,  Patiala  has  also  explained his conduct.
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                                On the next date of hearing , which was held on 18th October,  2012,  both Mrs. Jaswant Kaur and Sh. Harjeet Singh were  directed to  appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing so that they could give the point-wise reply to the queries raised by complainant in  his RTI application.
                                 On the next dates of hearing in the Commission, which were held on 
20th  November, 2012, and 18th December 2012, neither the complainant nor the respondent PIO were present. On the next date of hearing which was held on 22nd  January 2013, both the parties were again absent and the  Order of the Commission  in case was reserved.
Though Sh. Jaspal Singh Supdt. stated that Sh. Sawinder Singh was BDPO-cum- 
PIO  at the time when Sh. Harjeet Singh moved his RTI request on  26.05.2011,  enquires made from the official concerned of the department revealed that Mrs. Jaswant Kaur joined as BDPO at Block ,  Sanour on 23.05.2011 that is three days before Sh. Harjeet Singh moved his RTI request.
                               From the above, it is very much clear that   Sh. Sawinder Singh ,who was
transferred to Bhunar Heri Block, is  not connected  with this case in any way  and  hence,  no action is required to be  taken against him.  
                                 After examining  the documents placed on record  it is found that  BDPO, Block Sanour   vide letter No. 1261 dated 07.06.2011, has asked the information-seeker to deposit the requisite fee,  which was received by information seeker on 21.06.2011.
                                As per Punjab State Information Rules,  the respondent PIO is bound to 
ask for fee from the information seeker within 10  days of the receipt of the RTI request of the information seeker.
                                   Though in this case. the  respondent PIO concerned  has written a letter on 
07.06.2011, which was well within the  stipulated period  as per Punjab State Information Rules , the same letter was received by Sh. Harjeet Singh on 21.06.2011. Though Sh. Harjeet Singh deposited the fee on 14.05.2012, he was given information on 09.07.2012, about two month after he deposited the requisite fee in the account of Panchayat Samiti , Sanour.
                                   As per RTI Act 2005, the respondent PIO concerned  is bound to supply the 
requisite information within 30 days after the receipt of the requisite fee for supplying that information, the respondent PIO in this case was bound to supply that requisite information to the information seeker  on or before 12th June, 2012 as stipulated  period of 30 Days  for supplying the requisite information to the information seeker as per provisions of RTI Act stands elapsed on 12th June, 2012.
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                                In this case the information was supplied to information seeker by respondent PIO Mrs. Jaswant Kaur, BDPO concerned on 11.09.2012, about 120 days after Sh. Harjeet Singh deposited requisite fees in the account of Panchayat Samiti, Sanour, on 14.05.2012 despite the fact that Mrs. Jaswant Kaur was bound to supply the same by 12th June,2012.
Mrs. Jaswant Kaur, BDPO concerned has given her explanation in writing that the 
delay in supplying the information to the applicant is not willful and malafide. She has tendered unconditional apology for this lapse on her part and given assurance that she will be very careful in future in fulfilling her responsibilities under the provisions of RTI Act.  It is taken on record.
Taking a lenient view, after going through the submission made by Mrs. Jaswant 
Kaur, BDPO, I am of the view that penalty should not be imposed upon her in this case.
                        However, as the information seeker has suffered a lot of detriments on account of attending hearings in the Commission, an interim  compensation of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand only) is awarded to him.
                         The Respondent PIO is directed to pay compensation of Rs.10,000/- ( Rupees Ten Thousand only) to the information seeker in the shape of crossed  Cheque/Demand Draft before the next date of hearing. The crossed  cheque/ Demand Draft will be made/issued from the bank account of the public authority concerned. A photostat copy of the  crossed  Cheque/Demand Draft shall be produced by respondent PIO concerned  or his authorized representative in the Commission on the next date of hearing.                                
The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
      STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054.
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Ms. Kavita Verma,

H. No. 235, Type – III,

Power Colony,

Roopnagar - 140001.






    
        ……. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy,

Simran Nagar,

Roopnagar
  
                





      …..Respondent
Appeal Case No. 160 of 2012 
    
ORDER

After hearing both the parties concerned and examining the documents placed on 

record, judgment of this case was reserved on the hearing held on 29.01.2013.


The date of pronouncement of judgment in this case was fixed for today i.e. 17.04.2013. The intimation in that connection was also given to the parties concerned.



As an important matter is involved in this case, hence, the parties concerned were given proper opportunities to make their claims and counter claims and make their written submissions also. All the submissions made by the parties concerned were considered carefully.


After examining all the aspects of this case, it is found  that to determine the issue whether the respondent availed any land from Punjab Government or its instrumentalities at concessional rate or through any other  manner, it is imperative to bring on record the evidences by different public authorities :
So in view of above, Financial Commissioner-cum-Secretary, Govt. of 

Punjab , Deptt. of Forests & Wild Life Preservation, Punjab, is directed to produce himself or through  authorized representative all the documents connected with the diversion of two hectare of Forest land for addition of Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), at Sirhind Canal RD 15475-16479, in Ropar Forest Division, District – Ropar, Punjab. 
He is also directed to produce the copies of letters  no. 39/62/2001-Ft.III/4563 dated 
28.03.2001 and Nodal Officer’s letter no. FCA-1980/697/364 dated 17.04.2002 written to Ministry of Environment and Forests, Northern Regional Office, Bays No. 24-25, Sector 31-A, Chandigarh on the above subject seeking prior approval of the Central Government in accordance with Section 2 of the Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980. This information has been revealed in the letter vide no.   9-1108/2000-ROC/756 dated 024.04.2002/06.05.2002, which was  written by Sh. D. K. Sharma, 
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Conservator of Forests (Central) to Financial Commissioner-cum-Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Forests & Wild Life Preservation, Punjab.








He is also directed to produce all those documents on the basis of which Punjab State Government made proposals to Ministry of Environment and Forests, Northern Regional Office, Bays No. 24-25, Sector 31-A, Chandigarh for the diversion of two hectares of forest land to  Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar.

The District Forest Officer, Roopnagar, shall himself  or through his authorized 
representative also produce copy of all the necessary documents pertaining to the diversion of two hectares of forest land to  Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar. 

The District Forest Officer, Roopnagar is also directed to all the necessary 
documents connected with the transfer of  five acres of land to the deptt. of Forests, Punjab Government for afforestation in lieu of diverting two hectares of land (owned by Pb. Govt.) on lease basis to  Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar. 

and he must produce other documents to reveal that how much money was given to the owner of the land, transferred to department of Forests, Government of Punjab by the Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar on the next date of hearing. He shall clarify that how much stamp duty was paid on the transfer of above mentioned piece of land.

He is also directed to produce all those documents on the basis of which Punjab 
State Government made proposals to Ministry of Environment and Forests, Northern Regional Office, Bays No. 24-25, Sector 31-A, Chandigarh for the diversion of two hectares of forest land to  Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar.

The Financial Commissioner and Director, Deptt. of Rural Development & 
Panchayats, Punjab shall themselves or through their knowledgeable officials produce copies of relevant record connected with  the donation of three Canal 17 Marla’s land (Haddan Rorhi) belonging to Village – Raillon Khurd to Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar by Punajb Govt. through deptt. of Rural Dev. & Panchayat (Land Dev. Br.) under Rule 13 of Punjab Village Common lands (Regulation Rules, 1964).

The D.D.P.O. /B. D. P. O., Roopnagar, shall themselves or through their 
knowledgeable officials produce copies of relevant record connected with  the donation of three Canal 17 Marla’s land (Haddan Rorhi) belonging to Village – Raillon Khurd to Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar by Punjab Govt. through deptt. of Rural 
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Dev. & Panchayat (Land Dev. Br.) under Rule 13 of Punjab Village Common Lands (Regulation Rules, 1964).
The Deputy Commissioner/D.D.P.O. and  B.D.P.O., Roopnagar are directed to 
produce themselves or through their representatives the copy of application moved by Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar to any authority for taking land measuring two hectares bearing Khasra No. 60 and 54, Hadbast No. 177 and 178 situated at Village – Rasulpur and  Raillo Khurd  on the left bank of Sirhind at R. D. No.  15475 to 16479 in donation or on lease on the next date of hearing. 
Apart from it, the D.D.P.O./B.D.P.O. shall produce all other necessary documents 
including correspondence between their offices and representatives of Sahibzada Ajit
Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar and file notings  which are 
related with the whole exercise pertaining to the donation/leasing out of the land measuring two hectares bearing Khasra No. 60 and 54, Hadbast No. 177 and 178 situated at Village – Rasulpur and  Raillo Khurd  on the left bank of Sirhind at R. D. No.  15475 to 16479.


The Deputy Commissioner, D.D.P.O./B.D.P.O., shall produce themselves or through their authorized representatives, the relevant official record connected with  the donation of three Canal 17 Marla’s land (Haddan Rorhi) belonging to Village – Raillon Khurd to Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar by Punajb Govt. through deptt. of Rural Dev. & Panchayat (Land Dev. Br.) under Rule 13 of Punjab Village Common lands (Regulation Rules, 1964).



The  S.E./Executive Engineer of Deptt. of Irrigation, Roopnagar Division, Sirhind Canal, Roopnagar shall themselves or through their  authorized representatives  shall produce all the documents related with leasing out of five acres of land belonging to Punjab Government to  Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar, on the next date of hearing. 


They shall also produce all documents including the application, moved by the Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy/Sant Education & Welfare Society(Regd.), Ropar, for getting that piece of land measuring five acres in donation or on lease.



They shall also produce all documents connected with the correspondence, which have been taken place between different parties concerned to this matter during the whole exercise for donation/ leasing out of that particular piece of land.



A copy of this order is sent separately  to the above mentioned public authorities 

with the direction to make necessary compliance of it on the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Surinder Awasthi) 



   (Chander Parkash)
   State Information Commissioner     
               State Information Commissioner    

 17th April,2013







   

CC :
i) The Financial Commissioner,

Govt. of Punjab,

 Deptt. of Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

ii) The Financial Commissioner,

Govt. of Punjab,

 Deptt. of Forest, Punjab,

Forest Bhawan, Sector 68, 

Chandigarh

iii) The Director,
 Deptt. of Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Chandigarh

iv) The Deputy Commissioner, 
Roopnagar 
v) The District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Punjab
Roopnagar
vi) The Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Punjab
Roopnagar
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vii) The S.E./Executive Engineer,

Deptt. of Irrigation, 
Roopnagar Division, 
Sirhind Canal,
 Roopnagar
viii) The District Forest Officer, Punjab
Roopnagar
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kanwaljit Singh,

38, Garden Colony,

Near Arya School Ground,

Nakodar (Jalandhar) - 144040

    
             
           
            
            …Appellant







Vs

Ms. Neelam Kumari,

PIO-cum-District Education Officer(Sec.),

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar
First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer(Sec.),

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar






       ..…Respondent






Appeal Case No.  1741  of 2012
ORDER

The judgment of this case was reserved on the hearing held on 12.02.2013.
The 
date of pronouncement of judgment in this case was fixed for today i.e. 17.04.2013.
Ms. Neelam Kumari, D. E. O.(S), Jalandhar, has filed a reply vide letter dated 
07.01.2013 which is insufficient and hence she is directed to produce a copy of the RTI application moved by the appellant – Sh. Kanwaljit Singh in appeal-case no. 1589 of 2012, which was disposed of by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Sh. Satinder Pal Singh on 10.12.2012.


Apart from it, she is directed to file a fresh reply to the show-cause issued to her vide order dated 08.01.2013.

The appellant – Sh. Kanwaljit Singh is advised to produce letter dated 02.07.2012 

on the next date of hearing.



The appellant – Sh. Kanwaljit Singh and the respondent-PIO, are directed to appear in person alongwith the relevant documents before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 22nd May, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 17th April, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
