       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. Harjinder Pal, 

President Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Bhawan, 

VPO Mehtaan, Tehsil Phagwara, 

District Kapurthala.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.


____________Respondent
CC No. 3239 of 2011 

Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant .
ii) Sh Dinesh Kumar BDPO-cum-PIO, Ms. Jaswant Kaur, Supdt and Sh. Sadish Kumar, Panchayat Secretary.
ORDER
Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 10-08-2011. The information demanded nine points related to Village Mehtaan. The complaint with the Commission is dated 02-11-2011.


The complainant is not present nor has any request been received for adjournment of this case. The complainant is directed to be present on the next date of hearing otherwise it will be assumed that he is no more interested to pursue his complaint.

Adjourned to 11-30 AM on 12-01-2012 for further orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 20th  December, 2011    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Gurnam Singh,

H. No. 105, VPO Kubba, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana- 141418.




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.






____________Respondent
AC No. 1142 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the appellant. 


      ii)      Sh. Lakhvir Singh, VDO, O/o. BDPO Samrala, on behalf of the 


    respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 06-05-2011. The information demanded on four points relating to Village Kubba of Tehsil Samrala (District Ludhiana). The appeal with the Commission is dated 01-11-2011.


The information sought is in the form of questions. 


The questions do not constitute information as per Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. 


Nevertheless, the respondent has given a point wise reply to the questions raised in the RTI application to the information seeker. 

The respondent has also submitted a copy of the response given to the information seeker in the hearing in the Commission today. The same has been taken on record. 


I have gone over the RTI application and a response. 
I am satisfied with information supplied by the respondent to the information seeker. 


A copy of the response submitted by the respondent is being sent along with these orders to the appellant. 


The case is disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 20th   December, 2011    
Encl………..
  
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pargat Singh,

S/o. Sh. Harnek Singh,

Village Bhedpuri, PO Kulara, Tehsil Samana, 

District- Patiala.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Bhawnigarh, District Sangrur. 


____________Respondent
CC No. 3273 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Pargat Singh, complainant in person. 


      ii)       None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has not supplied the required information to the complainant. The respondent is not present in the hearing today. 


An opportunity is given to the respondent to appear before the Commission along with complete and correct information required by the information seeker on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to supply the information to information seeker as per RTI application before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

20th December, 2011    

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

H.No- 41-B, Moti Bagh Colony, 

Patiala.





__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.





____________Respondent
CC No. 3289 of 2011 
Present:    i)       None on behalf of the complainant 


      ii)       Sh. Lavnish Goel, Inspector, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 06-07-2011. The information demanded pertains to installation of towers by Tower Vision India. The complaint with the Commission is dated 11-11-2011.


The respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the complainant on 29-11-2011.


 The complainant has also sent a letter to the Commission stating that he has received the correct information from the respondent and he is fully satisfied with the same and his case may be filed. The letter of the complainant has been taken on record. 

The case is disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

20th December, 2011    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurpal Singh Johal, 

Member Senior Citizen Council, 

H. No. 1104, Mohalla Sodian, 

Agwar Sarawan, District Moga.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nihal Singh Wala, District Moga. 


____________Respondent
CC No.  3284 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Gurpal Singh Johal, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Balkar Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The original RTI request for information is dated 14-02-2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report on his application dated 06-11-2009. The complaint with the Commission is dated 03-11-2011.


The respondent has supplied a part of the information to the complainant and assured that the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant within a week. 


The complainant is advised to point out deficiencies in the information to respondent in writing and respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 18-01-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

 20th  December, 2011    
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Shakuntala Sharma, 

# 458 E, Sector 9, Ward No.5,

Near Royal Palace, Santa Majra Colony,

Kharar-140301, District Mohali.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Secretary, 

Punjab State Social Welfare Board, 

Quiet Office-16, Sector 35-A, 

Chandigarh.





____________Respondent
AC No. 1066  of 2011 
Present:    i)      Ms. Shakuntala Sharma appellant in person and Sh. Jatinder 


    Kumar Bali. 


      ii)      Sh. Sat Pal, Sr. Assistant-cum-APIO on   behalf of the 

           

    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied the certified copy of the information to the appellant in the Commission today. 

The appellant has gone through the same and is satisfied.

Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

20th December, 2011    
             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sarbjit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

R/o. Village Gumanpura, 

Tehsil & District Amritsar. 




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Amritsar Improvement Trust, 

Ranjit Avenue,  Amritsar. 



____________Respondent

AC No. 1068 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the appellant. 


      ii)      Sh  Gurnam Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance of the orders dated 28-11-2011, the PIO has submitted an affidavit stating that the information required in the application of the appellant does not exist and hence not available in the office record of Amritsar Improvement Trust.

The appellant in not present. A copy of the affidavit submitted by the respondent is attached, along with these orders. 


Disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sahib Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Shamsher Singh, 

R/o. Roranwala ( Tarewala),

Tehsil Jalalabad, 
District- Fazilka- 152024.



__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer, 

Ferozepur. 





____________Respondent

CC No. 3110 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 


      ii)      Sh. Sarwan Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the   respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the complainant on 16-12-2011. The complainant has sent a written note to the Commission claiming that he is fully satisfied with the information supplied to him. The written note  has been taken on record. 

Disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Pt. Narinder Kumar, Advocate, 


(By. Regd Post. )
Chamber No. 105, District Courts,

Fatehgarh Sahib.




__________ Complainant

Vs 
Sh. Vishal Chauhan, 
O/o. Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

Kharar, District Mohali.
(DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also)


____________Respondent
CC No.  3112 of 2011 

Present:    i)      Sh. Paramjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.


      ii)      None on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent is not present in the second consecutive hearing in the Commission today. An opportunity was given to him to be present before the Commission today with complete information sought by the complainant in the Commission’s orders dated 28-11-2011. The Commission has taken a very serious view of this lapse on the part of the respondent. 


In view of the above the PIO who is Sh. Vishal Chauhan, DFO Kharar,                                      will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for wilful denial is supplying the information to the complainant.


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

 He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply or does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

Adjourned to 11.30 AM on 17-01-2012 for further orders. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 


                      


      
      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   






State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
Sh. Vishal Chauhan, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO,

Kharar, District Mohali.( DFO of Fatehgarh Sahib also)


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

34/10, Raj Nagar, 

Basti Bawa Khel, 

Jalandhar City. 




__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar.





____________Respondent
AC No. 998 of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the appellant


      ii)      Sh. Parvinder Singh Sodhi, JE, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has supplied the required information to the appellant vide his letter dated 31-10-2011. He has also brought a copy of the information supplied to the information seeker to the Commission today. The same has been taken on record. 

The appellant is absent from the hearing today without any intimation to the Commission. The appellant was also absent from the earlier hearing in the Commission on 22-11-2011. 

On the last hearing, the Commission had given an opportunity to the information seeker to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 30-10-2011. The appellant has not intimated any deficiency in the information supplied to him. The appellant is absent in two consecutive hearings of the Commission. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further. 

The respondent has also sent a copy of the information to him through registered post today also. 

The case is disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








 (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   






  State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pargat Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Harnek Singh, 

Village- Bhedpuri, PO Kolara,

Tehsil Samana, District- Patiala.


__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur. 





____________Respondent

CC No. 3012 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Pargat Singh, complainant in person. 

      ii)      Sh. Parminder Singh Supdt. and Sh. Gurtej Singh, Panchayat 


    Secretary, on   behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that complete information has been sent to the complainant through registered post. However a copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant in the Commission today. 


The complainant has checked the information and is satisfied with the same. 


Disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naib Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Mewa Singh, 

VPO Nogawan, Tehsil Rajpura,

District- Patiala.




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.





____________Respondent

CC No.  2972 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Naib Singh, complainant in person. 


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


    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been handed over by the respondent in the Commission today. 

The complainant has checked the information and has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him, which has been taken on record.



Disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kartar Singh Saini,

226-A, Type D, MPT Colony,

Head Land SADA,
GOA.






__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Hoshiarpur. 





____________Respondent

CC No. 3050  of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the complainant

      ii)      Sh. Randhir Singh, Inspector-cum-APIO on   behalf of the 


               respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has sent a communication dated 22-11-2011 to the Commission as well as to the respondent that he would be going to Goa and shall stay there for four months. The required information may be sent to him at his Goa’s address. 

The respondent has already sent a duly attested information to the complainant vide his letter no. 649 dated 13-12-2011 at his Goa’s address. The respondent has also submitted a copy of the information in the Commission today, which has been taken on record. The same is being sent to the complainant along with these orders. 

Disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
Encl………

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjay Sehgal, 

SCO- 88, New Rajinder Nagar Market, 

Tehsil Road, Jalandhar City- 144001.

__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chairman, 

Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar. 





____________Respondent

AC No. 1051  of 2011 
Present:    i)      None on behalf of the appellant . 


      ii)      Sh. Pritam Singh, Executive Officer, on   behalf of the 



    respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied point-wise information to the appellant vide  his   memo. No. 1578    dated   21-11-2011.     The appellant has acknowledged the same vide his written note dated 01-12-2011, which has been taken on record.

Disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







  (Chander Parkash)

                                                                   





    State Information Commissioner

   20th December, 2011    
