STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ramesh Kumar

S/o Sh. Satpal,

H. No. 3589,

Mohalla – Guru Nanakpura,

Nakodar,      Distt. -Jalandhar




       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executice officer,

Nagar Council, Nakodar,

Distt. Jalandhar.   



     


       ..…Respondent
CC No.  903 of 2011 
 ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Ramesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Mr. Amarjit Singh, A. M. E. and Mr. Raj Kumar, Clerk for the  Respondent.

      


 ____



The RTI request is dated 12.11.2010. The information demanded is on 05 points pertaining to installation of tubewell and details about a Co-operative Society at Lohian Khas. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 24.03.2011.
2.

The Respondent says that information pertaining to point no. 03 and 04 is to be provided by Asstt. Registrar, Co-operative Societies, Lohian Khas to whom a communication was sent on 01.03.2011 with a copy to the Complainant and a reminder was sent on 20.04.2011. In respect of the remaining information, which pertains to Nagar Council, Nakodar,  the Respondent says that the requisite information on point 01, 02 and 05 was sent through messenger to the Complainant who allegedly refused to accept the same. Thereafter, the same information was sent to the Complainant through registered post. He submits a copy  of the information sent to the Complainant which is taken on record. The Complainant acknowledges the receipt of information.
-2-

3.

 Since the information pertaining to point no. 3 and 4 is held by Asstt. Registrar, Co-operative Societies, Lohian Khas, and RTI request was not transferred under Section 6(3) by the Respondent Council, the Complainant may file a fresh application under RTI Act with the Respondent concerned and obtain the information. 

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


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tara Singh Sohi

S/o Sh. Harpal Singh,

Dandial Road,

Post Office Building,

Patran, 

Distt. –Patiala - 147105





       ..…Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector -9, Chandigarh
   
2.
Public Information Officer,
Senior Supdt. of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)

     


                     ..…Respondent

CC No.  911 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Tara Singh Sohi, Complainant, in person.
Mr. Vibhor Kumar, Inspector and Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt. from Office of D.G.P., Punjab, Chandigarh and Mr. Lal  Mohamad, H. C.  from office of S. S. P., Mohali,  for the  Respondent.

     
  ____



The RTI request, addressed to the D. G. P., Punjab, is dated 04.01.2011. The information-seeker wants to know the action taken report on the complaint dated 28.08.2010 that he had filed with the D.G.P. against Mr. Karan Singh, D. T. O., Mohali. On not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.03.2011.
2.

The Respondent today says that the RTI request dated 04.01.2011 alongwith the Complainant’s complaint dated 28.08.2010 was sent to the office of Senior  Supdt. of Police, Mohali on 18.01.2011. Thereafter, a reminder was also sent on 04.02.2011 and again on 21.04.2011. In the letter dated 21.04.2011, the D. I. G.(Crime)-cum-APIO had asked the S. S. P., Mohali to depute a responsible officer for the hearing today . A copy of  letter dated 21.04.2011 was also sent to the Complainant.


-2-

3.

The representative of the S. S. P., Mohali has submitted a letter dated 28.04.2011, wherein, it is mentioned that they have not received any complaint dated 28.08.2010. A photocopy of the original complaint dated 28.08.2010, is handed over to the representative of the S. S. P., Mohali from the case file with the directions that the  

S. S. P., Mohali will give an appropriate response to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of the covering letter of the information provided to the Commission. 

As such, the S. S. P., Mohali  be impleaded as Respondent No. 2 in this 
case.  At the next date of hearing, the APIO O/o S. S. P., S. A. S. Nagar will be personally present with the response as their representative is ignorant about the case.

The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011(Friday ) at 11:00 A.M., in 
Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  for confirmation.


Announced  in  the hearing.  


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054






Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rajinder Kumar

S/o Sh. Kewal Krishan,

Grain Market (Dana Mandi), 

Nawanshaher, 

Distt. – Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar -144514


      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Supertending Engineer,
P. W. D. (B & R),

Circle Hoshairpur   


     



       ..…Respondent

CC No.  916 of 2011

      ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Arjun Dev, S. D. E.,  for the  Respondent.

      
 ____



The RTI request is dated 19.01.2011, addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur. The information demanded is on 05 points and pertains to  “enhancement of work” under Office of S. E., P. W. D. (B & R Br.), Circle, Hoshiarpur from 01.01.2009 to 31.12.2010. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 21.03.2011.
2.

The Respondent submits a letter dated 27.04.2011 which is taken on record, wherein, it is stated that the requisite information has been given to the Complainant. Asked to explain the delay in providing the information, the Respondent says that this information had to be collected from 04 different divisions and it took some time. He has been explained nuances of the RTI Act, 2005.


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


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jatinder Singh Khosa, Advocate,







Chamber No. 42, 

Distt. Courts,

Faridkot






   
        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Registrar Marriages,

Payal,

Distt. - Ludhiana
   


  


        ..…Respondent

CC No.  929 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
None for the  Respondent.

    ____



The RTI request is dated 23.10.2010 regarding seeking details about a marriage registered in Ludhiana District. The complaint with the Commission is dated Nil and it is registered at S.I.C.P. Diary No. 5150/25.03.2011. 
2.

It is pertinent to mention here that exactly the same information was sought in C.C. No.  – 624 of 2011 by Sandeep Handa. That case was disposed of and closed on 04.04.2011.


Being identical and of same nature in so far as information is concerned, the present case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balbir Singh,

50, Near Gurudwara Sahib Salempur,

Musalmana Road, 

Ashok Vihar, 

Jalandhar.







        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh
   




       ..…Respondent
CC No.  937 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :- 
None for the  Complainant.
Mr. Jagdish Kapil, Sr. Asstt.,  for the  Respondent.

      

 ____



The RTI request datedNil is addressed to the PIO Department of home Affairs and Justice, Punjab, wherein, the information demanded pertains to recruitment of Deputy Supdt. of Police in 1994. On not getting any response, he filed  complaint with the Commission which is registered at S.I.C.P. Diary No. 5232 dated 25.03.2011. 
2.

The Complainant vide his letter dated nil which is registered at S.I.C.P. Diary No. 6579 dated 18.04.2011 has stated that he does not require information and requested the case to be closed.



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


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jasbir Singh,

H. No. 956, 

Phase – IV,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali) -160059




        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Electrical Division,

P. W. D., B & R Branch,

Hukiwala Chowk, Faridkot   


     

                     ..…Respondent
CC No.  953 of 2011   
ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Jasbir Singh Complainant, in person.
Mr. Roop Chand Katoch, XEN,  for the  Respondent.

   
    ____



The RTI request is, dated 16.02.2011, addressed to the XEN, Electrical Division, P.W. D. ( B  & R Br.), Hukiwala Chowk, Faridkot. The information sought is on 14 points. On not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 28.03.2011. 

2.

The Respondent who has appeared, says that they have not received this RTI request. This is not acceptable. The Complainant shows the copy of receipt from the Department of Posts – India, National Speed Post Centre, G.P.O. Building, Chandigarh dated 26.03.2011 which clearly stats that the RTI request in question was delivered in the Office of the Respondent on 22.02.2011.
3.

The Respondent is directed to and warned to spruce up the RTI Cell in the office. A copy of the RTI request is handed over to the Respondent and he  is directed to supply the requisite information, point-wise and duly attested, as per record to the complainant free of cost and endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011(Friday) at 11:00 A.M., in Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  for confirmation.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ravinder Kumar Aggarwal,

Escort Tractor Street,

Manavta Nagar,

Suteheri Road,

Hoshiarpur - 146001

               



           ..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. – 1,

S. A. S. Nagar. (Mohali)

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S. E., Water Supply & Sanitation,

S.C.O. 158-159, 3rd Floor,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






      
        .…Respondents

AC No.  287 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Ravinder Kumar Aggarwal, Appellant, in person.
Mr. Jagjit Singh Dhami, XEN and Mr. Sunil Jindal, Accounts officer  for the  Respondent.

      


 ____



The RTI request is, dated 01.12.2010, addressed to the XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No. – 1, S. A. S. Nagar. The information demanded is as follows – “ Detail of notional pay drawn by Sh. Arjun Lal Malhotra (Code No. 353)    

                J.E./S.D.E. from the date of his appointment to date of his retirement and copy   

                 of final pay fixed in revised pay scales while retirement i.e. on 31.03.2009”


The appeal with the Commission is dated 18.03.23011.

2.

The Respondent says that a copy of the fixed pay, revised pay scale in respect of J.E./S.D.E. was provided to the Appellant on 20.12.2010 which the Appellant acknowledged having received. 
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and 
closed.

.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.
3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 
4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 
-2-

The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 
6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.


Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.

3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 

-2-

The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 

6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.



Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.

3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 

-2-

The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 

6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.



Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.

3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 

-2-

The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 

6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.



Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.

3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 

-2-

The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 

6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.



Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
 Prabodh Chander Bali

16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar  143001       
             




       …..Complainant

Vs

i) Public Information Officer,

O/o Lion Dr. Mohinderjit Singh,

Distt Governor 321-D, 2010-11, 

The International Association of Lions Clubs,

Lions Club International

4421-A, Dayal Nagar, Near Bank of India

Jalandhar – 144002

ii) First Appellate Authority,

O/o Mr. Nevelle A. Mehta International Secretary, 

India, South Asia & East Africa,

Lions Club international, 

144 Free Press House, Nariman Point,

Mumbai - 400021






......…Respondents

 AC  No. 722  of  2010

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Prabodh Chander Bali, Appellant, in person.
None  for the  Respondent.

                   ____



The case was last  heard on 30.03.2011 wherein the  District  Governor of District  321 – D of the Lions Club, Mr. Rajiv  Kukreja, was declared deemed  PIO and was asked to make a written submission as to __

         (1)
Why information has been delayed/denied despite specific orders of  the



Commission in the past;

         (2)
Why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed  upon



him  for non-compliance of the Commission’s order;  and

(3) Why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant?

2.

He was also directed to file an affidavit in case the information does not exist on record in the office of the Respondent. Today, there  is no compliance of the order.

3.

A perusal of the documents reveals that the Appellant has submitted his comments on the written submission of the Respondent  which  is  on record.  

4.

One last opportunity is given to Mr.  Rajiv Kukreja, to comply with the order dated 30.03.2011.  A copy of this order be sent by name to the Deputy 

· 2 –
Commissioner, Hoshiarpur,  who will ensure implementation of this order and also  the presence of Mr. Kukreja  at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011 (Friday) at 11:00 A.M., in Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 



Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.


cc:

                         Mr. Dharam Dutt Ternach, I.A.S.,



 Deputy Commissioner,




 Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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O. P. Gulati,

H. No. 1024/1,

Sector 39-B,

Chandigarh.    






..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instruction(S.E.), 

Punjab, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.  

     


..…Respondent

CC No.  2194  of  2007

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. O. P.Gulati, Complainant, in person.
 Mr. Sawan Iqbal  Singh,  Nodal PIO and  Mr. Yashpal Manvi, Assistant 

Director-PIO,  for the  Respondent.

Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, (Dy. Dir. Retd.), former PIO O/O DPI(SE);

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, DEO(Elem.), Mohali (former PIO O/O DPI(SE).

                 ____



As per order, dated 30.03.2011, the Complainant submitted point-wise information that he desires  to the Respondent on 11.04.2011. The information sought is in respect  of  his application dated 10.08.2007  on 14 points and application dated 07.09.2007 on 03 points.

2.

The Respondent-PIO is directed to give point-wise information/documents in respect of those 02 applications to the Complainant  and endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission before the next date of hearing i.e. 20.05.2011.

3.

 Insofar as the  information  pertaining to the appointment order of Mrs. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar, as  DPI(S), the Nodal PIO has made written submission to the Commission  which is taken on record and a copy of this alongwith relinquishing   the charge report of Mrs. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar, as Director, SCERT is given to the  Complainant, Mr. Gulati.

4.

Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, who appeared today, may submit case-wise in writing  in a tabulated form the date of  RTI application(s), his period as PIO, date when penalty was imposed,  amount of penalty, dates on which this penalty was split to the 
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Commission before the next date of hearing and also give a chronology of  the events which led to imposition of penalty upon him in the three cases, including  CC- 3134/2008 and CC-1134/2009 besides the instant case.

5.

   The written submission of Mrs. Surjit Kaur, dated 28.03.2011, is on record.  She may also submit chronology of events in a tabulated  form, if she so desires, in respect of  CC-3134/ 2008 and the case in hand,  CC-2194/2007, as indicated above.



The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011 (Friday) at 11:00 A.M., in Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  for  further proceedings.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Ms. Geeta Rani,

W/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22, Ward No. 5-C,
Park Road, Dhuri (Punjab)




           
..…Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instruction(S.E.), 

Punjab, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.  

     


..…Respondent

          CC No. 3134  of  2008

ORDER

Present :- 
None for the  Complainant.

Mr. Sawan Iqbal  Singh,  Nodal PIO and  Mr. Yashpal Manvi, Assistant 

Director-PIO,  for the  Respondent.

Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, (Dy. Dir. Retd.), former PIO O/O DPI(SE);

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, DEO(Elem.), Mohali (former PIO O/O DPI(SE).

                 ____



The case was  heard on 30.03.2011.  On that day, D. E.O.(Elem.) Mohali, Mrs. Surjit Kaur, had made a written submission, dated 28.03.2011, which  is taken on record. She may also submit chronology of events in a tabulated  form, if she so desires.

2.

Since  Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu had sought an adjournment because of a bereavement in the family, he was not present on 30.03.2011. Since  Mr. Sidhu  had gone to the High Court challenging the imposition of penalty, he may make a written submission  in a tabulated form  regarding  the date of  RTI application(s), his period as PIO, date when penalty was imposed,  amount of penalty, dates on which this penalty was split etc. to the Commission before the next date of hearing and also give a chronology of  the events which led to imposition of penalty upon him to the Commission before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011 (Friday) at 11:00 A.M., in Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  for  further proceedings.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30-A, 

Ram Gali,N. M. Bagh,

Ludhiana.







..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instruction(S.E.), 

Punjab, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.  

     


..…Respondent

CC No. 1134  of  2009 
ORDER

Present :- 
None for the  Complainant.

Mr. Sawan Iqbal  Singh,  Nodal PIO and  Mr. Yashpal Manvi, Assistant 

Director-PIO,  for the  Respondent.

Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, (Dy. Dir. Retd.), former PIO O/O DPI(SE);






       ____



This case was heard on 30.03.2011.



2.

Since  Mr. Jagjit Singh Sidhu had sought an adjournment because of a bereavement in the family, he was not present on 30.03.2011.  As  Mr. Sidhu  had gone to the High Court challenging the imposition of penalty, he may make a written submission  in a tabulated form  regarding  the date of  RTI application(s), his period as PIO, date when penalty was imposed,  amount of penalty, dates on which this penalty was split etc. to the Commission before the next date of hearing and also give a chronology of  the events which led to imposition of penalty upon him to the Commission before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 20.05.2011 (Friday) at 11:00 A.M., in Chamber, S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  for  further proceedings.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kulwant Singh (Math Master),

S/o Sh. Dhir Singh,

V.- Khanowal, 
P.O._Chamiyari,

Teh. .- Ajnala,

Distt.-Amritsar





      

     ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary Education,

Govt. of Punjab., 

Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.
  
           


     ..…Respondent

CC No.  3794  of  2010

ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.

None  for the  Respondent.

       ____



In compliance with the order dated 19.04.2011, the Respondent has submitted the receipt challan of Rs. 10,000/- which is taken on record.


Since the penalty has been paid, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Surinder Pal

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

“Press Chamber of India”,

Bazar Kashmirian,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.
               




   
..…Appellant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. – Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Amritsar.






   
       .…Respondents

AC No.  215 of  2011 

AC No.  299 of  2011 

AC No.  300 of  2011 

AC No.  301 of  2011 

AC No.  309 of  2011 

AC No.  310 of  2011

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr.  Surinder Pal, Appellant , in person.
Mr. Rajesh Khokhar, E. O. and Mr. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, for the  Respondent.

       


____



All thses 06 cases are taken up together with the consent of the parties.
2.

The Appellant has filed 06 RTI requests with the PIO O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru. The information sought in these 06 applications pertains to issues like grant received by the Council from different sources, expenditure incurred on development works, illegal buildings, utilization of grants  etc.

3.

These requests were made on 23/24.12.2010, only in one case, i.e  A. C. – 301/2011, it was made on 31.01.2011.  The Appellant filed his appeal with the First Appellate Authority in these cases on 21.02.2011 and his 2nd appeal with the Commission on 24.03.2011 except in AC – 215/2011, which was filed on 01.03.2011. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention here that AC – 299/2011 and AC – 300/2011 are exactly the same/identical and same is true of AC – 215/2011 and AC-309/2011. 
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The  same information is sought in different language in respect of AC – 301/2011. In all the 06 RTI requests, information sought by the Appellant is in public interest and is well intentioned. 
5.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the Respondent, vide letter dated 14.01.2011, has provided the requisite information to the Appellant on all aspects mentioned in the 06 RTI requests. The response has been given point-wise. 

6.

The only grievance of the Appellant is that the Nagar Council should have treated his RTI requests independently/separately and given an appropriate response to the 06 RTI requests. In view of this, Nagar Council is directed to treat the RTI requests with more care and reply to each RTI request separately, as per record.



Since the information stands supplied, all the 06 cases are disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, April 29, 2011.
                       

   
      State Information Commissioner.

