STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Pooran Singh, 

R/o Bhairupa, Distt. Bathinda (Pb.).

….…… Complainant

Pin. 151106




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

VPO: Phul Town, Distt. Bathinda. 

PIN. 151104.





………. Respondent

CC – 2510 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, BDPO, Phul-Town and Sh. Karnail Singh, Sarpanch, Phul-Town, Bathinda. 

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding location of ponds in Village. Bhairupa.  Initial requests were filed on 12.04.2010 and 26.05.2010.  Since the response in two cases was different, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 02.08.2010.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent provides information regarding ponds in village Bhairupa.   An opportunity was given to the Complainant to liase with the Sarpanch of the village present during the proceedings to confirm information on ground which he declines.  He may however, submit his observations, if any, by 05.09.2010.  A copy will be endorsed to the Respondent. 
3. 

The Case is adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

4. Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.  


Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Vikram Thakur, 

S/o Sh. Ashok Kumar, 

C/o Thakur Sports, 

Railway Road Beas,

Distt. Amritsar (Pb.). 

Pin. 143201. 





….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Rayya, Distt. Amritsar.



………. Respondent

PIN 143112



  
CC – 2487 of 2010
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Vikram Thakur, Complainant in person 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of the agreement signed on 03.04.1999.  Initial request containing four items was filed on 18.06.2010 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 06.08.2010.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent is not present.  The Complainant states that he has received no information so far.  

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent PIO is directed to provide requisite information to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 05.09.2010.  On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of information sent to the Complainant.  He will also make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.  He will also submit an affidavit stating and justifying as to why information has not been provided to the Complainant and why penalty not be imposed on him under provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered. He is also given an opportunity under Section 20 proviso 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 response and does not avail himself of the opportunity of  
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 personal hearing on the 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.  

5. Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 
6. Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.  


Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana - 141 001.


                  ….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Organic Farming Council of Pb., 

SCO: 358-359, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh. 





                …………. Respondent

CC – 1693 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr. Madhu Goyal, PIO O/o Organic Farming Council of Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

Vide orders dated 05.08.2010 the Respondent PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant as had been demanded by him vide his request dated 3.4.2010 by 20.8.2010. This information was to be provided free of cost under the provision of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act 2005. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO states that requisite information has been sent vide letter No. 3344 dated 20.08.2010 by registered post.  She further states that information running into 1021 pages 
has been sent in Cases CC-1690/2010, CC-1691/2010, CC-1692/2010, 
and CC-1693/2010. 

3. 

The Complainant is not present.  He is given an opportunity to submit his observations, if any, by 31.08.2010 with a copy to the Respondent.  
4.  

Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana - 141 001.


                  ….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Viticulture Council of Pb., 

SCO: 358-359, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh. 





                …………. Respondent

CC – 1692 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr. Madhu Goyal, PIO O/o Viticulture Council of Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

Vide orders dated 05.08.2010 the Respondent PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant as had been demanded by him vide his request dated 3.4.2010 by 20.8.2010. This information was to be provided free of cost under the provision of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act 2005. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO states that requisite information has been sent vide letter No. 405 dated 20.08.2010 by registered post.  She further states that information running into 1021 pages 
has been sent in Cases CC-1690/2010, CC-1691/2010, CC-1692/2010, 
and CC-1693/2010. 

3. 

The Complainant is not present.  He is given an opportunity to submit his observations, if any, by 31.08.2010 with a copy to the Respondent.  
4.  

Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana - 141 001.


                  ….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Council for Citrus and Agri Juicing in Pb., 

SCO: 358-359, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh. 





                …………. Respondent

CC – 1691 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr. Madhu Goyal, PIO O/o Council for Citrus and Agri Juicing in Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

Vide orders dated 05.08.2010 the Respondent PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant as had been demanded by him vide his request dated 3.4.2010 by 20.8.2010. This information was to be provided free of cost under the provision of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act 2005. 

 2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO states that requisite information has been sent vide letter No. 4228 dated 20.08.2010 by registered post.  She further states that information running into 1021 pages 
has been sent in Cases CC-1690/2010, CC-1691/2010, CC-1692/2010, 
and CC-1693/2010. 

3.

The Complainant is not present.  He is given an opportunity to submit his observations, if any, by 31.08.2010 with a copy to the Respondent.  
4.  

Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana - 141 001.


                  ….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Council for Value Added Horticulture in Pb., 

SCO: 358-359, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh. 





                …………. Respondent

CC – 1690 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr. Madhu Gill, PIO O/o Council for Value Added Horticulture in Pb., Chandigarh. 
1.

Vide orders dated 05.08.2010 the Respondent PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant as had been demanded by him vide his request dated 3.4.2010 by 20.8.2010. This information was to be provided free of cost under the provision of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act 2005. 

 2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO states that requisite information has been sent vide letter No. 844 dated 20.08.2010 by registered post.  She further states that information running into 1021 pages 
has been sent in Cases CC-1690/2010, CC-1691/2010, CC-1692/2010, 
and CC-1693/2010. 
3.

The Complainant is not present.  He is given an opportunity to submit his observations, if any, by 31.08.2010 with a copy to the Respondent.  
4.  

Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ashwani Kumar Palia, 

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Chand, 

Vill. Singh Pur, P.O: Nur Pur Bedi, 

Tehsil. Ananadpur Sahib, 

Distt. Ropar  (Pb.).





….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Nur Pur Bedi, Tehsil. Ananadpur Sahib, 

Distt. Ropar (Pb.).





………. Respondent

CC – 2514 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Ashwani Kumar Palia, Complainant in person. 

Sh.Baljit Singh, Gram Sewak, Vill. Thana O/o Block Development 
& Panchayat Officer, Nur Pur Bedi, Tehsil. Anandpur Sahib, 
Distt. Ropar.
1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 23.06.2010 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 02.08.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent makes a written submission vide letter No.1492 dated 25.08.2010, a copy of which is provided to the Complainant.  Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amar Nath, 

H.No. 33159, Gali No.01, 

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda. 151005.




….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer, 

Bathinda Canal Division,

Bathinda. 





………. Respondent

CC – 2502 of 2010

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh.Ram Singh, Zilaidar O/o Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal Division, Bathinda. 

1.

The case relates to seeking copies of maps.  Initial request was sent on 07.07.2010 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 02.08.2010. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent states that these documents are not held on record. The Complainant has been informed and he has withdrawn his request for information.  He submits a copy of letter sent by the Complainant. The case is thus disposed of and closed. 

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Haresh Kumar, 

#172//H, Saini Mohalla,

Bajri Company, 

Pathankot-145001.             


….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman, 

Punjab Fifth Pay Commission, 

Sector-34, Chandigarh. 



………. Respondent

 



CC – 2515 of 2010
 





ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Haresh Kumar, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding salaries fixed by the Respondent.  Initial request was sent on 08.06.2010 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 31.07.2010. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires, that requisite information has been sent vide letter No.483 dated 19.08.2010.  The case is thus disposed of and closed. 

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.P.Sharma,

Kothi No.614, Phase-1,

Mohali. 





….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Secretary. to Govt. Pb., 

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh. 


………. Respondent

  CC – 2593 of 2010



             

 




ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant, Coordination Br., Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Gurdial Singh, Sr. Assistant, DM – 1 Br., Revenue Department, Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding assistance given to the flood affected people.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 28.7.2010 under the provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, with a request that information be provided within 48 hours.  On not receiving a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 9.8.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant is not present.  The Respondent present states that the request for information has been received through the notice sent by the Commission.  Prior to this, the Respondent had not received Complainant’s request for information dated 28.7.2010.

3.

The Complainant is given an opportunity to progress his case.

4.

Adjourned to 07.09.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

1. 

Sh. H.P.Sharma, Complainant reached the office of the Commission at 2.40 P.M. and the above mentioned Order was read out to him.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Verinder Dhillon, 

H.No.4123, Phase-II, 

Urban Estate, 

Patiala- 147002.




….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secy. to Govt. Pb., 

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, 

(Home - 3 Br.), Pb. Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh. 





…………. Respondent

 CC – 2098 of 2010



             

 

          ORDER 

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Chaman Lal Sharma, PIO – cum – Under Secretary (Home), Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice; Sh. Balbir Singh, APIO – cum – Superintendent, Home – 3 Br. and Sh. Jagdip Kapil, Sr. Assistant, Home – 3 Br., Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 13.8.2010, all PIOs since 12.05.2009 had been directed to submit affidavits stating/explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on them for this delay and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.  These affidavits were to be submitted by 20.08.2010 with a copy to the Complainant.

2.

In addition, the PIOs were also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  They were to take note that in case they did not file their affidavits and did not avail  themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that they had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

3.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Respondent PIO submitted an affidavit dated 20.08.2010. A copy has been endorsed to the Complainant.
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4.

The Respondent PIO states that prior to him Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sethi was the PIO who has proceeded on superannuation, on 28.02.2010. He explains the reasons for the delay in providing information.

5.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.
6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.08.2010.




            Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner

