STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                         SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Harbans Singh,

s/o  Sh. Mall Singh,

VPO Sanghera, Near Octroi Post,

Backside Punjab National Bank,

Teh. & Distt. Barnala.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Barnala. 



&

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Barnala, 

Teh. & Distt. Barnala

 





         ………………Respondents
CC No. 1598 of 2008

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



ii)
 Sri  Daljit Singh Chhina, Tehsildar, on behalf of the 




respondent
ORDER

Heard.

2.
The respondent states that the representation of the complainant sent by the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, vide No. 117 dated 31-8-2007 has not been received in his office.  The complainant contests this statement and says that he is positive that the representation was forwarded to the office of the Tehsildar,Barnala. The respondent may once again check up his records and in case this representation which was forwarded by the Chief Minister’s office to the Deputy Commissioner,Barnala and thereafter to the  respondent’s office, is available, a copy of the same should be sent to the complainant for his information.
3.
The complainant states that his representation concerns the illegal destruction of demarcation pillars of a right of way and its forcible  occupation by certain criminals. The respondent  states that this representation has to be dealt with by the Police , since, after the demarcation has been done, he has no role to 
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play  in the restoration of land which has been illegally occupied. However, a copy of the representation of the complainant, mentioned in para 2 above, may be  given to him in case it is available in his office.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                          SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Harbans Singh,

s/o  Sh. Mall Singh,

VPO Sanghera, Near Octroi Post,

Backside Punjab National Bank,

Teh. & Distt. Barnala.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Sri Pushpinder Kailey,  (By Regd. Post)

SDM-cum-Public Information Officer,

Barnala. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 1599 of 2008

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

ii)
Sri Sri  Daljit Singh Chhina , Tehsildar,Barnala,on behalf of 
 
the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The application  for information in this case, which was made on 4-6-2008, is simple enough.  The complainant made a representation to the SDM, Barnala on 17-1-2007 which was marked by him to the SHO, PS Barnala on 20-1-2007. The SHO sent the representation back to the respondent  with his report  on 22-1-2007.  All that the complainant requires  is a copy of the report of the  SHO and information about the action taken on his representation and on the SHO’s report
It is most unfortunate that even though a period of four months has passed, the respondent has not given this information to the complainant.  In the hearing today, the Tehsildar, Barnala, has been sent by the respondent to represent him but he has come totally unprepared,  with no knowledge or  information about the facts of the case and why the information has not yet been given to the complainant.  It is evident that the SDM,Barnala is not taking his duties and responsibilities under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and from the facts of this case, I conclude that prima facie the information has not been provided to 
                                                                                                       …p2/
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the complainant malafidely and without reasonable cause.
Notice is hereby given to  Sri Pushpinder Kailey,  SDM-cum-Public Information Officer,Barnala., as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sri Harbans Singh dated 4-6-2008, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Meanwhile, the respondent is advised to give the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 20-11-2008 for further orders.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                            SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Som  Singh,
s/o Late Sh. Lakha Singh,

R/o House No. 69, Sector 19,

HUDA Plots,  Panchkula,
Haryana - 134109

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.  

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2228 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sri  Som  Singh,complainant in person.



ii)
 ASI  Chhinderpal  Singh,PS,Lalru, and Const. Lal Mohd. 



PS. Mohali,on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 
17-6-2008, namely a certified copy of the decision taken on 12-6-2008 regarding the complaint made by Ms. Dharam Kaur has been given to him by the respondent.  The respondent states that he wants a copy of the complaint dated 22-4-2008 of Ms. Dharam Kaur  and the decision taken on the same.  He has been advised to make a separate application for the additional information which 
he requires.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-II), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Cheetan Singh Dhaliwal,

S/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh Dhaliwal,

H. No. 91, Village Haji Majra,

Post Office    Pasmana,

Distt. Patiala (Pb.).

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Chief Conservator Forest,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2229 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Cheetan Singh Dhaliwal,complainant in person.



ii)
 Sri  Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the information which has been provided by the PIO, office of the Principal Chief Conservator Forest, Punjab, vide his letter dated 16-9-2008, is misleading. It has been stated that the D.C.Patiala has been asked to get the redemarcation done  on the site on which the  trees were  illegally felled.. However, the complainant states that the Department  in fact  has already lost the concerned case in the Court of law  instead of taking the required action,  including  making  an appeal against the decision..


In the above circumstances, I direct Sri Jasbir Singh Chania, Dy. Director, Statistics-cum-PIO, to personally check the information which has been provided to the complainant in order to see if any amendment is required  therein. He is also directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing and brief  the Court regarding the fact of the case.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 20-11-2008 for further consideration and orders. 






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                         SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gurchait Singh,

S/o Sh. Budh Singh,

VPO – Kanech, 

Distt. Ludhiana.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, The Ludhiana Central Co-operative Bank Ltd.

Ludhiana.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2079 of 2008

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii)
 Ms/ Paramjit Kaur,Sr. Manager, and Sri Surinderjit Singh 



Branch Manager, Sahnewal,on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.

The complete position regarding the loan taken by the complainant from the Ludhiana Central Coop.Bank has been explained by the respondent to him vide his letter dated 30-8-2008.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Sukhraj Singh,  No. 1241/TT,

S/o Sh. Lakhbir Singh,

W. No. 3, Near Gate Shri Guru Teg Bahadur,

Tehsil Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran (Pb.)

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Tarn Taran (Pb.).

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2068 of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on  behalf  of the  complainant .



ii)
SI Jarnail Singh,  on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application of the complainant dated 13-6-2008 was received by him only with the notice of the Commission and not earlier.

The complete position regarding the absence of the complainant an  6-10-2006, which is the subject matter of his application, has been given in the report of the PIO dated 29-10-2008 addressed to the Commission. A copy of the same should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
Encl---1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o  People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.



   

__________ Complainant

Vs.

Sri Rajvir Singh,  
Distt Revenue Officer-cum-APIO,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 352   of 2008

Present:
  i)
 None  on behalf of the  complainant .


              ii)
Sri Rajvir  Singh,Distt.Revenue Officer,,on behalf of 
the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent  to his satisfaction.  The complainant has made a submission that the information has not been supplied  to him within the period prescribed  in the Act and the PIO should be penalized for the delay. In response to the notice issued to the PIO, Sri Rajvir Singh, Distt Revenue Officer, Sangrur, the latter  states that he is not the PIO  but  APIO.  He has nevertheless given a response to the notice,  and has given the assurance that in future applications made under the RTI Act will be attended to expeditiously and on priority basis. He has also expressed his regrets over the delay in this case in the Court today.


From the circumstances of this case, it would appear that the delay which has been caused is unintentional and not malafide.  In view of the regrets 
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and assurance expressed by the respondent, the notice issued to him in the Court’s orders dated 25-9-2008 is dropped.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.





  

            (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Surinder   Pal, Advocate,

H.No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     
_______ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The District Mandi Officer,

Grain Market, Behind Arora Palace Theatre,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.




____ Respondent

CC No.227 of 2008

Present:      
i)       None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)      Sh.. S.P.  Garg, Advocate, & Sri Sukhdev Singh,Mandi               
Supervisor, 
on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent has  brought a written communication  from the complainant stating that he has received most of the information and some minor deficiencies will also be made up by the respondent.  He has requested that the case may be treated as disposed of. Ordered accordingly.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

# 201-204/100, Block-J,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs and Justice,
 Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh..

              



  __________ Respondent
CC No. 1340   of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,complainant  in person.
ii)   
 Sri Ashok Khanna,Jr. Staff Officer, (Home Guards)on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent submits that there are three cases instituted by the complainant on the same subject of his premature retirement, which are pending in the Court of CIC ( AC-32/08, AC-86/08 and AC-396/07).  These cases have since been transferred to the Court of Hon’ble SIC ,Sri R.K.Gupta..  Since the parties in the present case and the information which has been asked for are the same, it would be appropriate if the same Bench hears this case as well.

CIC is accordingly requested to transfer this case also to the Court of Sri R.K.Gupta,SIC,Punjab.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab 
CIC

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Kamaljit  Singh,

178,  Sherpur  Khurd,

PO Focal Point,

Ludhiana



   


__________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.
Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1463  of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which was provided to him today.  He has, however, not appeared in the Court. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October  30, 2008




                Punjab
