STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Manveet,

B-9, 6-R, Near Yoga Ashram,

Model Town, Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal, 
SMS Karamjot College for Women, 
Miani, Hoshiarpur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR- 65 of 2008
Present:
(i) Smt. Promila, Mother of the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Khazan Singh, College Director on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Applicant has submitted the reply to the affidavit. Copy of the same is delivered to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to file the reply before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 13.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Harinder Pal,

H.No.182, Tarkhana,

Mohalla, Sunam,

Distt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, 
Rotary Public School, Sunam.
……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 61 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to file written statement regarding its plea that  Rotary Public School, Sunam, is a private body and no grant is given to the school by the Govt. as such it does not come under the RTI Act 2005 with a copy to the Applicant. Respondent has not filed written statement so far. He is again directed to file the same within a week, so that further decision be taken to know that school is a Public Authority or not. 
3.
Adjourned to 27.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Amarjit Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jaspal Singh,

263-A, Gali No.8, Hussianpura,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE) Pb.

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

                     CC No. 1752 of 2008



Present:
(i) Smt. Amarjit Kaur, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Avtaar Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, PIO was directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  PIO is absent and he has not filed an affidavit as directed on the last hearing. One more opportunity is granted to PIO to file an affidavit giving the reasons for not providing the information to the Complainant regarding her application for information dated 13.05.2008.
4.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
Note:

Sh. Avtaar Signh, Senior Assistant appeared after the hearing and states that he was under the impression that the hearing is at 2.00 PM, instead of 12.00 PM, so 
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he could not appear in the morning and further submits that information will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. He also submitted affidavit of the PIOt regarding his absence on the last hearing whereas he was directed to file an affidavit for the delay in providing the information. PIO again directed to file the affidavit as to why information has not been supplied to the Complainant with respect to her application for information dated 13.05.2008 and why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. K.L.Malhotra,

Chief Editor Pb,

D.O. Shigha News Paper 

Punjabi, Anandpuri, Noorwala Road 

Gurudwara Wali Gali, Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1428 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Pardeep Sharma, Medical Officer, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information was sent to the Complainant on 2nd December 2008. No deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Major M.S.Dyal (Retd.),
VPO-Aimah Jattan,

Via-Binson, Distt-Hoshiapur.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 878 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Kewal Krishan, Sr.Asstt, Sh Paramjit Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Garshankar, Sh. Haram Chand, Sr.Asstt, O/o D.C, Shaheed Bhagat Singh, Distt-Nawanshar & Sh. Suresh Kumar, Head Registration Clerk O/o D.C, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 This case was transferred from the bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Punjab, Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj  by the CIC. The grievance of the Complainant is that he sought information from the Commissioner, Jalandhar Division vide his RTI application with regard to his letter written to the Commissioner Jalandhar Division vide no. MSD/LPS/30 of 30th September/15th October 1994 in which he has mentioned that Sub-Registrar Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur and Sub-Registrar Banga, Tehsil Nawanshahr, Distt. Jalandhar had wrongly registered and mutation of land allowed by Revenue officials.  He was provided partial information by Registrar Garhshankar, Distt.  Hoshiarpur, which according to the Complainant is wage and evasive.  Respondent states that application of the Complainant against which information was sought is not 
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traceable in their office.  Respondent further states that all the information as available in record will be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
In the instant case, it is seen that the application seeking information has been filed on 21.09.07, wherein the Complainant wishes to know about the fate of his application/s made by him to the Respondent in the year 1994.  It appears that the Complainant did not pursue his application/s made in the year 1994 to the Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, D.C.-cum Collector, Jalandhar and D.C.-cum-Collector, Hoshiarpur demanding certain action in the matter of alleged wrongful registration of sale deeds and recovery of additional stamp duty etc. Now, all of a sudden, after the lapse of about 14 years he has raked up this issue.  It is trite law that every person is expected to enforce his rights within a reasonable time.  Neglect to exercise a right over an unreasonably long period of time, does in certain circumstances amount to abandonment, waiver of the right. 

4.
However, keeping in view the fact that the Right to Information Act came into force in the year 2005 and the CIC thereunder was appointed for the State of Punjab in October 2005, I direct the Respondent to supply the information to the Complainant as sought by him in his RTI application. Since the Complainant has filed the application to the PIO, O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar the reply should be submitted by PIO, O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division. With regard to the non-availability of the original application of the Complainant, PIO is also directed to bring the receipt and dispatch register, O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar pertaining to the period September/ October 1994 to find out the movement of letter of the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Beldev Singh,
S/o Sh. S. Gurmail Singh,

VPO- Rachhin,

Distt- Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Anand Isher Sr Sec Public School, 
Chhapar, Distt- Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

MR-113 of 2008
Present:
(i)  Sh. Baldev Singh, the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh on behalf of Sh. Mansur Ali, Advocate on 


     behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Applicant states that the PIO has refused to entertain his application for information on the ground that the school is not public authority.  Sh. Amarjit Singh appeared on behalf of Sh. Mansur Ali, Advocate and states that the Applicant’s application is not available in the record. Copy of the same is delivered to the Respondent in the Commission today and is directed to file the reply before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 13.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sudershan Kumar Sharma,
189, Garha Nagar Dayanand,

Chowk, Jalandhar-144022.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer -

O/o Principal,
Kamla, Nehru College,

Phagwara.

……………………………..Respondent

MR-115 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Sudershan Kumar Sharma, the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Kuldip Sharma, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the application of the Applicant was rejected on the ground that it is not on the prescribed Performa and moreover Indian Postal Order (IPO) was of Rs.10/- ( Rupees Ten Only)  instead of Rs.50/- (Rupees Fifty Only) as the application fee prescribed by the Punjab. Govt. Respondent is directed to consider the application for information as the fee fixed by the Pb. Govt. is Rs.10/- (Rupees Ten Only) and not Rs.50/-(Rupees Fifty Only) and sought for information be provided with 10 days to the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 10.02.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh,
# 206, Krishna Basti,

Near Maszid, Sangrur.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Guru Nanak High School, 
Sunami Gali, Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   MR-109 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh, the Applicant


(ii) Sh. A.D.S.Jattana, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. A.D.S Jattana Advocate appears on behalf of Principal, Guru Nanak, Sr. Sec. School, Sangrur and states that all the information relating to the school has been provided and the information relating to trust is not covered under the RTI Act 2005 and the same has not been provided. Applicant states that trust and school is one body, so all the information should be supplied to him. Respondent is directed to file written submission in this regard with the copy to the Applicant within 10 days from the receipt of this order. Applicant is also advised to file his reply with respect to the written submission of the Respondent to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.
3.
Adjourned to 27.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jasvir Singh,
Street No. 9L, Ishar Nagar,

Back Side, GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Baba Hira Singh Bhattal,
Institute of Engineering & Technology,

Lehragaga, Distt- Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   MR-112 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Jasvir Singh, the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Ajit Singh, Sr. Lecturer-cum-PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Applicant states that he has not received information regarding, name of the Chairman of the selection committee and also information relating to point no. 3 of his application, in which he has asked for noting portion for recommendation and approval by Chairman Selection Committee. Respondent states that the said file is missing and three members Committee have been constituted by the Director Technical Education and Industrial Training to look into the matter. The inquiry report in this regard will be submitted on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhwinder Kaur,
Nasib Market Adda Dakha,

Mandi, Mullanpur.
         …………………………….Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Tehsildar, Ludhiana,
West, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2480 of 2008
Present:
None
ORDER


 Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the both parties.
2
Adjourned to 17.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Raj Kumar Sathi,
C/o Amar Ujala Office,

Near State Bank of India,

Hanuman Chowk, Tibri Road,

Gurdaspur.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,
Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2457 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Vijay Arora, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur on behalf of 


    the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 28.11.08 and no deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter vide which information has been supplied to the Complainant. Since, the information stands supplied and no deficiency has been pointed out by the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Secy., Pariyas Social Welfare
& Awarness Society (Regd),

Branch Office: SCO-2,

Yadvindra Complex,

Distt- Courts, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Tehsildar,
Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2485 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Roshan Lal , Field Kanungo, Dakala on behalf of the 



Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Pariyas Social Welfare and Awareness Society (Regd) through their Secy., has filed a complaint with the Commission alleging that vide their RTI application dated 10.05.2008 has sought information regarding civil writ petition no. 19032 of 2004 and Tehsildar Patiala, vide is letter no. 07.07.08, 30.07.08, & 14.08.08 has written that there is no entry in their record regarding civil writ petition no. 19032 of 2004. Complainant has written that this information is wrong as S.D.M, Patiala vide is letter no. 242/paishi dated 16.09.2008 has sent papers regarding this writ petition to the Tehsildar, Patiala. The information was sought on 5 points.

3.
Respondent states that all the information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to point out the deficiencies on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 27.02.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.












Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Madan Lal,
S/o Sh. Om  Parkash Jain,

Gali No-18, Parinda Street,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DFSC,
Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

        AC No. 561 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Madan Lal, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kashmir Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that correct information relating to item no. 7 of his application has not been provided by the Respondent. To prove his allegations, he also submitted copy of newspaper cutting,  which is handed over to the Respondent to give the reply to the Appellant keeping in view the news appearing in Dainik Bhaskar dated 21.03.2008. 
4.
Adjourned to 10.02.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Raj Rattan Sharma,
S/o Sh. Jagdish Rai Sharma,

Sharma Street, Lind Road,

Mansa-151505.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DFSC,
Mansa.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.1822 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Raj Rattan Sharma, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Parveen Vij, DFSC, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 The required information is provided to the Complainant in the Commission today, no further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 15th January, 2009
