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Sarup Chand Hans,

S/o Valaiti Ram, Shanti Bhawan,

House No. B-1-271, Bouragate Nabha,

District Patiala.
   

                    
                            …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Government Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, 

Chandigarh.              .          

                
              ……. Respondent

CC No. 1812 of 2008






      ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.



Mr. Surmukh Singh, Supdtt.-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.






-----



The requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant.  Nothing contrary has been heard from him.
The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.
Dated, October 10, 2008
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Satvinder Singh

S/o Late Sh. Bahadur Singh,

C/o Sh. Naresh Kumar Saini,


H. No.5015, Sector 38 (West),

Chandigarh.






 
     ..….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, 
Mohali.







     ..….Respondent










CC No.  1606 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Satvinder Singh, Complainant, in person.



APIO, Mr. Gurbax Singh, for the Respondent.

----



The APIO submits copies of two letters, dated 8.10.2008, written to the Complainant and the 3rd party asking them to appear before the PIO-cum-Superintending Engineer (C-2) on 15.10.2008 at 11.00 AM and 3.00 PM, respectively.  Copies of these letters are taken on record. 
2.

 A copy of this letter is also handed over to Mr. Satvinder Singh, the Complainant, in my presence today. The APIO says that the decision the PIO takes to either give or deny information will be conveyed to the Commission and also to the Complainant.  I order accordingly.
The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 pm.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner
Dated, October 10, 2008
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Ashok Kumar Sobti, (Advocate)

S/o Mr. Raj Kumar Sobti,


H. No. EG – 81, Ladowali Road,

Jalandhar.







..….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.






           …... Respondent

CC No.  1959  of  2008






    ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mr. Harmesh Kumar, PIO with Mr. Sandeep Khunger, Advocate, for the Respondent.




----



The information sought by the Complainant, vide his RTI application dated nil, is on 04 points which is in the nature of only opinion and does not strictly conform to the definition of “information” as defined in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Nevertheless, the PIO, Jalandhar Improvement Trust, vide his letter No.78 dated 5.8.2008, has sent a pointwise reply to the Complainant, a copy of which is on record. 
2.
        The representative of the Respondent says that no information / document has either been sought or provided to the Complainant. Nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant.
The case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
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Capt. Kundan Lal,

S/o Late Dhani Ram,

R/o Village Katwara Kalan,

Post Office Karim Pur,  Chahwala, 

Tehsil Balachaur.




                           ..….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Saroya, District Nawanshehar.

          

               …….Respondent










CC No. 1574 of 2008






   ORDER


Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mrs. Kumari Shanti, Supdtt., for the Respondent.

----



The representative of the Respondent says that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant point-wise; once on 29.09.2008 (letter No.2373) and again on 8.10.2008 (letter No.2470). Copies of these letters are taken on record, which bear the signatures of the Complainant having received the same.  
2.

Though the Complainant had asked  for information vide his RTI request dated 23.01.2008, the PIO-BDPO, Saroya, District Nawanshehar, has taken a  considerable long time to service the request.  He was issued a notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 to explain why action should not be taken against him for not supplying the information.  There is no reply from him.
3.

Mrs. Shanti says that PIO-BDPO is Mr. Mohit Pawar.  He is given one more opportunity to submit in writing to the Commission why action be not taken against him for delaying the supply of information. The PIO will submit his explanation in writing to the Commission not later than 31.10.2008.
4.

In so far as the supply of information is concerned, the case is disposed of and closed.  However, the decision on the action against the PIO will be taken on the next date of hearing, when PIO will be personally present.


The case is adjourned to 14.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.
 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, October 10, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.
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Taran Singh,

Green Avenue Street,

House No. B-V-1022, Near Bus Stand,

Malerkotla, District Sangrur.

      
         

    ……Complainant

                             

Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary, Education Department, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.     
                              
                  …..Respondent

MR No. 26 of 2008 

In CC No. 1423 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO,  O/O DPI (SE ) and Mrs. Balwant Kaur, D.E.O., Sangrur, for the  Respondent.

-----



As per orders dated 05.09.2008, the PIO, O/O DPI (SE), Punjab, was  directed to service RTI request for information, dated 06.06.2007, as listed below :- 
(i) Copy of the SLP (special leave petition) that the state government had filed in the Supreme Court, following a decision of Punjab and Haryana High Court, dated 22.10.2002, in a case pertaining to a teacher, Mr. Bhuvnesh Kumar; and 

(ii) Copies of the correspondence, if any, exchanged between the state government and Mr. Bhuvnesh Kumar following the Supreme Court judgment dated 09.07.2003, in favour of the teacher concerned.

2.

This has not been done. 

Today, Mr. Dhaliwal submits that the SLP was dismissed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court on 09.07.2003. A photo copy is taken on record.  This order also bears a hand written foot-note dated 8.10.2008. It reads “The record of decided cases have been weeded out upto 2004 as per directions of the Ld 
…2
-2-
Advocate General, Punjab. Sd/- M. Partap, Ex-OSD/PA for Advocate General, Punjab.  8/10/08.”  
3.

On point 01, the PIO says no copy of the SLP is available on record.  He also shows a letter dated 23.1.2004, addressed to Secretary Education, with a copy to the Advocate-on-Record, New Delhi, seeking a copy of the SLP, which is required by the Complainant.  Till today, he says, no reply has been received.  This case first came up for hearing on 03.12.2007.  Till the hearing today-seventh in series-this fact was not brought out by any of the Respondent(s).
4.

On point No. 02, Mr. Dhaliwal says that appropriate response will be sent to the Complainant, Mr. Taran Singh, that no correspondence has taken place with Mr. Bhuvnesh Kumar after the Supreme Court judgment of 9.7.2003.  
5.

On both the points-01, 02, I direct the PIO to do so within a week with a compliance report to the Commission. 
6.

In the order dated 05.09.2008, I had directed  the PIO, O/O DPI to submit in writing  as to why  action  be not taken  against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information  Act, 2005.  In his reply dated 10.10.2008, Mr. Dhaliwal has stated that he got the copy of the order dated 05.09.2008 late, as the address was wrongly mentioned in the notice of hearing, dated 16.9.2008.
7.

He also states that Appellant’s request for information of 06.06.2007 was received in the office only on 11.09.2007.  The same was sent to the DEO, Sangrur on 18.09.2007 for necessary action.  As such, there is no delay on his end.  
8.

There is no appearance of DPI, Mr. Jagtar Singh Khatra and Deputy Director, Secondary Education (Administration), Mr. J. S. Sidhu, who were also required to submit in writing why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  
9.

DEO (Secondary Education) Sangrur, Mrs. Balwant Kaur, who is present, has failed to reply to the notice served on her under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  She, however, submits a photocopy of the order of Supreme Court dismissing SLP.  This is taken on record.  
…3

-3-
10.

The PIO says that Mr. Jagtar Singh Khatra has been transferred as Director SCERT.  I direct that copy of this order be sent to Mr. Khatra.  
11.

All the 03 (three) officers, namely, Mr. Jagtar Singh Khatra, former DPI, now Director SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh, District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Sangrur Mrs. Balwant Kaur and Mr. J.S. Sidhu, Deputy Director, Secondary Education (Administration), office of DPI, Punjab, Chandigarh; are given yet another opportunity to submit in writing their replies to the show-cause notices served upon them on 05.09.2008, not later than 31.10.2008. 

12.

The PIO assures that information on point 01 and 02 will be sent to the Complainant within one week from today.  I order accordingly.  He will also submit a compliance report to the Commission.  Thus, in so far as supply of information is concerned, the case stands disposed of and closed. 
13.

However, decision of imposing penalty upon the three officials, mentioned in “Para 11” will be taken after they submit to the Commission in writing, their replies of show cause notice of 05.09.2008, not later than 31.10.2008.  


The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 pm.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
cc: 
1.
Mr. Jagtar Singh Khatra,



Director, SCERT, SCO No. 66-67, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh.

2. District Education Officer,

Secondary Education, Sangrur.

3. Mr. J. S. Sidhu,

O/o DPI, Deputy Director, Secondary Education (Administration),

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

4. Mr. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions, Secondary Education,

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jaswant Singh

S/o Mr. Uttar Singh,


R/o Vill. Dhandi Khurd,

Teh.  Jalalabad (W),



Distt. Ferozepur.





                  .…Complainant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and Panchayat Officer, 





           Jalalabad (W), Distt. Ferozepur.    


                …... Respondent

CC No.  1965 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jaswant Singh, in person.
Representative, Mr. Ashish Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, for the Respondent.

----



The information sought by the Complainant is ready.  He is willing to pay Rs. 232/- and collect the same from the office the BDPO, Jalalabad.  The Complainant and the Respondent have mutually agreed that the former can visit the office of the BDPO, Jalalabad on 15.10.2008 at 11.00 AM and collect the relevant information by depositing the said amount.  I order accordingly.


The case is adjourned to 21.11.2008 at 2.00 PM for confirmation.    


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
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Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana 141002.





                     ...…Appellant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.



    


                …... Respondent

AC No. 360, 363, 372 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for Appellant.

APIO, Mr. Jagbir Singh, for the Respondent.

----


The information stands supplied to the Appellant in all the 03 cases, AC-360, 363 and 372/2008.  An acknowledgement to this effect is shown by the APIO today.

2.

The APIO says that Appellant’s request for information in respect of point No. 01-04 in all three cases was sent to the Deputy Commissioner on 10.09.2008 and that a response has been received from the office of PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, saying that the Appellant has been informed to collect the relevant information after depositing the necessary amount.    APIO says that a copy of the letter received from PIO will be sent to the Appellant within a week.  I order accordingly.  
3. 
The Appellant, vide his letter to the Commission, dated 04.10.2008, has acknowledged the receipt of the information.  
4. 
The APIO says that in respect of point 06 in AC-372/2008, the Appellant can collect the required information from the Central State Library, Ludhiana.


The case is disposed of and closed.    


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

M.S. Kumar,

House No. 2566/2,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Road,

Amritsar.






                ...…Complainant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.



    


                …... Respondent

CC No.  1996 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. M.S. Kumar, in person.
Representative, Mr. Sanjeev Devgan, Building Inspector, for the Respondent.

----



The information is handed over to the Complainant in my presence today and he is satisfied.  



The case stands disposed of and closed.    


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
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Subhash Chander Anand,

S/o Mr. Roshan Lal Anand,

House No. 2372/X-9.

Gali Jaswant KT Dullo,

Amritsar.






                  .…Complainant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.



    


                …... Respondent

CC No. 1981 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Subhash Chander Anand, in person.
APIO, Mr. Bhawani Shankar, for the Respondent.

----



Information stands supplied and the Complainant says he is satisfied.  


The case is disposed of and closed.   


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
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Vinod Kumar Sapra,

C/o Mr. Ram Lal Sapra,

# 64- Harbans Nagar,

Jalandhar City.





                ...…Complainant

Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Development & Authority,

Mohali.



    


                …... Respondent

CC No. 1966 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Radha Krishan Sapra, for the Complainant.
APIO, Mr. Bhawani Shankar, for the Respondent.

----



This is a peculiar case in which the Complainant is one Mr. Vinod Kumar Sapra, whereas, the request for information under RTI Act to the PIO, Chief Administrator, PUDA, Mohali has been made by one Mr. Ram Lal Sapra, who has signed on behalf of Mr. Vinod Kumar Sapra.

2. However, nowhere in the file is there any authority letter given by the Complainant to Mr. Ram Lal Sapra to sign on his behalf.

3.

And at today’s hearing, one Mr. Radha Krishan Sapra, brother of Mr. Ram Lal Sapra, has appeared.  He also does not have any authority letter.

4.

Nevertheless, the Respondent has supplied the requisite information to Mr. Radha Krishan Sapra in my presence today.  And he says he is satisfied with the information given to him.


The case is disposed of and closed.   


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, October 10, 2008
