STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Singh Sood,

Managing Director,

Sir Mcauliff High School, 

Phase-XI, Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.




 Respondent

CC - 708/2009

Present:
Shri Sohan Singh Sood,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Surinder Mahajan, Assistant Estate Officer and Shri Mukhtiar Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he has suffered a severe  mental torture  due to false information supplied by Shri Manohar Singh, the then J. E.  and he requests that necessary action may be taken against him.  He further states that on the false complainant made by the owner of house No. 2484 Phase-11(Sector: 65) Mohali PUDA Authorities cancelled the allotment of his school site. However, the allotment was restored , when he submitted representations to the Authorities concerned and contacted them personally.  He states that a survey may be conducted of other private schools where temporary 
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sheds have been constructed  for cycle stand. The Complainant submits that   the information supplied on the report of Shri Manohar Singh, J. E. is misleading and false, so  action may be taken against the PIO and Shri Manohar Singh, J.E.  
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that C. A., GMADA will take necessary action against Shri Manohar Singh, the then J.E. under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 for intentionally  supplying false and incorrect information to the Complainant. The C. A., GMADA will also get a survey conducted of the private schools where temporary sheds have been constructed for cycle stand and will furnish a Survey Report  to the Commission within a period of 2 months. 
4.

In view of loss and detriment suffered by the Complainant, a compensation of Rs. 1000/- is awarded to the Complainant but he politely declines this offer. Therefore, no compensation will be paid to the Complainant by the Public Authority. 

5.

The case is disposed of.  The directions given by the Commission will be complied with within a  period of two months by the PIO.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Administrator, GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


 

      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N. K. Syal,

Syal Street, Sirhind – 140406.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 2483/2009

Present:
Shri  N. K. Syal,  Complainant, in person.
Shri  Paramjit Singh, Superintendent –cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No.  4 v;;-w;;-09$33385, dated 21.12.2009 with a copy to the Commission, which has been received in the Commission on 22.12.2009 against Diary No. 20471. The Complainant states that information has not been received by him so far. Accordingly, one copy of the information is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 
2.

Since the requisite Action Taken Report upto 21.12.2009 has been supplied to the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner              
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jamiat Singh Palial,

Village: Palli, P.O. Bhater,

Tehsil: Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Talwara, District: Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent
AC - 487/2009

Present:
Shri Jamiat Singh Palial, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Baldev Singh, BDPO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing SDM Dasuya  directed Shri  Baldev Singh, BDPO   to conduct an inquiry but shri Jamiat Singh Palial, Appellant, objected to it stating that the inquiry may be got conducted by some senior  officer. He has also reported the matter to the S.D.M. as well as to the Deputy Commissioner.  
2.

Accordingly it is directed that Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur shall  constitute a Committee in which at least two public men will be included,     to conduct an  inquiry, which will be completed in two months and the inquiry report be sent to the Appellant. 
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3.

The case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties  and to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Minister, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 303/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Order dated 15.10.2009 is amended to the extent that the Appellant will not visit the office of PIO of the office of Chief Minister Punjab for inspection of record. 

3.

The case was last heard on 09.07.2009 and 15.09.2009 and orders were issued to supply the information  relating to  two financial years i.e. 2006-2007 and 2007-2008 instead of 5 years as per the demand of the Appellant.
 4.
          The Commission takes a serious view of the lapse on the part of the 
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PIO  as only a part information for the period from 1.4.2006 to 20.9.2006
(5 months 20  days) has been supplied to the Appellant till date. 

5.

The  information demanded by the Appellant was supposed to be put on the Web Site before 12.10.2005 which is mandatory as per the provision of the  Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

Accordingly, it is directed that the requisite information relating to 2006-207 and 2007-2008 be supplied to the Appellant  and put on the  web site as per the requirement of the RTI Act, 2005,   positively by 31.12.2009. 

7.

Shri Major Singh, PIO of the office of Chief Minister Punjab is directed file a written statement on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant and not putting the information on the Web  Site  as per the provisions of Section 41)(b) of RTI Act. 2005 till date.  

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 31.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Child Welfare Council Punjab,

3rd Floor, Karuna Sadan, Sector: 11-B, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC - 402/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Pritam Singh, Accounts Officer and Shri Anil, Senior Accountant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing,  requisite information, contained in five bundles,  is handed over  to the Complainant vide letter No. PCWC/2009-10/3196, dated 21.12.2009 in the court today in my presence. The Complainant requests that the case may be adjourned for 15 days as he wants to study the information supplied to him today and would submit his observations, if any, in due course of time. 
 2.

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to submit his observations,  if any, on the information supplied to him today  to the PIO with a copy  to the Commission, by 14th January, 2010.
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3.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Forests & Wild Life,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 101/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 10.11.2009 when it was directed that the discrepancy between the number of  cases where encroachment has been removed and number of cases where the encroachment has not been removed   be supplied to the Appellant. A perusal of the file of the Forest Department reveals that in  the information sent to the Commission with a copy to all the Divisional Forest officers, the  discrepancy of  761 cases still exists where the encroachment is still be removed. During last date of hearing the Department provided a list of 554 cases where encroachment is to be removed. 
2.

After detailed arguments/deliberations held today, the PIO of the 
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office of Additional Principal Conservator of Forests is directed to  supply a  list of 207 cases, the discrepancy regarding which has come to the notice from  the information already supplied and information supplied on 06.11.2009,  within a period of 15 days. The PIO is also directed to clarify the dimensions of the approaches to the Petrol Pumps and Projects in length and breadth not in square metres as per approved guidelines by the Ministry of Surface Transport. 
3.

The case is fixed for final hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab, 
SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 304/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent L.G.-1 Branch-cum-APIO and Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent L.G.-4 Branch-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent L. G. -1 Branch states that Shri Sukhninder Singh, ATP has expired and therefore information could not be supplied to the Appellant. From the perusal of the Notification issued by Principal Secretary Local Government vide No. 8/71/05-1LF-4/971, dated 02.06.2009 regarding the appointment of PIOs, it transpires that Chief Town Planner(CTP) 
Is the  PIO in the instant case since 02.06.2009.  Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent, L.G.-1 Branch states that Shri M. S. Aujla is the present CTP in 
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the Local Government Department and therefore he may be directed to supply the requisite information in the instant case.  Accordingly, Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP-cum-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information  to the Appellant  by 
14.01.2010. He is also directed to maintain record as per Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 as has already been ordered on 10.11.2009. 
2.

A show-cause notice for imposing penalty, in the instant  case, was earlier issued to Mrs. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary-cum-PIO who has been transferred and no Under Secretary has been appointed so far.
3.

This case relates to change of land use and now concerned PIO is  CTP since 02.06.2009. As first   information was issued to the Appellant on 19.10.2009 after  about 137 days,  I, Therefore,  call upon   Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP-cum-PIO to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as  to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.
4.

Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant, states that he filed application for seeking information in the instant case on 09.02.2009 and first information was supplied to him on 19.10.2009 after a period of 8 months.  He submits that penalty be imposed upon the concerned PIO responsible for the delay in  the supply of information. Accordingly, Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent, L.G.-4 
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Branch  is directed to intimate the Commission as to when the application dated 09.02.2009 filed by the Appellant was transferred to the concerned PIO/Deemed PIO. He is also directed to intimate the name of the concerned PIO/Deemed PIO,  who remained posted as such during the period from 09.02.2009 to 01.06.2009,  so that show-cause notice could be issued to him for the delay in the supply of information. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri M. S. Aujla, C.T.P.-cum-PIO of the office of Local Government Department, Plot No. 1, Sector: 27-A, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 








   Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri M. S. Aujla, Chief Town Planner-cum-PIO of the  office of 
                      Local  Government Department, Punjab, Plot No. 1, Sector: 27-A,   

                      Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab, 

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 305/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent L.G.-1 Branch-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent L. G. -1 Branch-cum-APIO hands over some more information in respect of Para 3 to 8 vide Memo. No. 14/200/09-1 ;;1$3961, dated 21.12.2009 addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission in the court today in my presence. The Appellant will go through the information and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission by 31.12.2009.
2.

The Appellant has already  submitted some  observations to the PIO  on 21.10.2009 on the information supplied to him earlier. Accordingly, the 
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PIO is directed to supply information to the Appellant in the light of these observations.
3.

The detailed deliberations are held today in the court reviewing  the status of the information supplied to the Appellant. Shri Nachhattar Singh is directed to supply information to the Appellant  as per deliberations held today. He will bring original file relating to creation of the post of CTP alongwith other posts in the Town Planning Wing of the Local Government Department.  He will also supply a  list of PIOs who remained posted in the Department since 09.02.2009 till today.  First information in this case has been supplied to the Appellant on 25.09.2009 after 226 days.  Therefore, Show-Cause notice will be issued to the concerned PIO,  responsible for the delay in the supply of  the information,  after the receipt of list of PIOs.


4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)









REGISTERED
Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2500/2008
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Comlainant,  in person.


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last fixed for  15.10.2009, when Shri Devender Singh, former Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana-cum-PIO, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and the present PIO were to report regarding the compliance of the orders of the Commission dated 05.05.2009. During hearing on 15.10.2009 they requested for adjournment of the case for two months as they have to seek relief in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court by challenging the orders of the Commission dated 05.05.2009. Accordingly the case was adjourned and fixed for today.
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2.

Neither Shri Devender Singh, Shri K. S. Kahlon and the present PIO are present today nor any compliance  report has been sent to the Commission. While giving one more opportunity, the case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders of the Commission dated 05.05.2009, on 31.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Shri Devender Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy 

Commissioner, Ludhiana.
2.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab, 

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC – 176 & 306 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent L.G.-4 Branch-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent L.G.-4 Branch-cum-APIO submits a letter No. 2/16/09-1-LG-4/2368, dated 22nd December, 2009, from the Additional Secretary Local Government, alongwith a copy of the Notification of The Punjab Town Improvement(Utilization of Land and Allotment of Plots) Rules, 1983,  the information relating to  Municipal Corporations  Bathinda and Patiala and a copy of Rules duly attested,  which is taken on record. 
2.

In the above said letter the Additional Secretary has stated that
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 information from other Corporations is still awaited and it shall be provided at the earliest. Regarding inquiry against the erring officers/officials, it has been stated that a report in this respect; is in progress and shall be provided at the earliest. He has requested the Commission to grant more time to complete the inquiry. 

3.

After detailed deliberation held today, it is directed that Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  will get latest copy of the  Punjab Town Improvement (Utilization of Land and Allotment of Plots) Rules, 1983, containing amendments,  from the market.  It is also directed that Superintendent L.G.-4 Branch may also purchase a latest copy of the  Rules with amendments. It is also directed that directions be issued to concerned Regional Deputy Directors to supply the information to the Appellant within one month. Shri Jaswant Singh is directed to supply a list of PIOs, who remained posted so that show-cause notice  could be issued to the concerned PIO, who is responsible for the delay in the supply of information. 
4.

A  perusal of the case  file reveals that in  the information supplied by the PIO  of the office of Municipal Council, S.A.S. Nagar to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 83, dated 8.12.2009, it has been, inter-alia, stated as under:-


“5(J/)
fJ; ;pzXh dZf;nk iKdk j? fe fwT[;gb e";b, n?;HJ/Hn?;H Bro dh 

nkgDh e'Jh ikfJdkd BjhA ns/ BK jh nfijh e'Jh nbkNw?AN fwT[;gb e";b, n?;H J/Hn?;H Bro tb'A ehsh rJh j?.  “
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Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Municipal Council, Mohali,  is directed to supply  the information relating to houses constructed by them for the residence of Executive Officer and other staff in Phase-5, Mohali and a big complex constructed  in Sector:69, Mohali. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Municipal Council Mohali is directed to attend the proceedings, in person,  on the next date of hearing. He will produce  Building Register, which is maintained as per Municipal Act, 1911.
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A. M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Municipal Council, S.A.S. Nagar. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni s/o Sh. Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.





     
 Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No.558,614 & 615  /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, appellant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri 


Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Assistant Town Planner, Zone-D, vide his letter dated 21.12.2009, addressed to Shri Naresh Soni and a copy to the Commission, stated that in the file no noting is available since 13.04.2009 to 03.08.2009. The page marks are running in both the files.  Pages also marked on the plans have been filed and the whole file has been revised including the revised plans in the file.

2.

The appellant, Shri Naresh Soni states that he has submitted his observations vide letter dated 14.11.2009. The information is to be supplied as per his observations dated 14.11.2009.  After arguments and deliberations, it is directed that the PIO, Shri G.S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Zone-D, will file an affidavit with regard to the noting portion from 13.04.2009 to 03.08.2009 that no correspondence is available in the 
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file and the file was started on 03.08.2009 when it was marked by the Commissioner for discussion to the STP on 12.04.2009.  As the file is silent about the period from 13.04.2009 to 03.08.2009, the PIO will verify in the affidavit that no such noting has been written by any officer between 13.04.2009 to 03.08.2009.

3.

It is directed that Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman will supply the plans, duly marked with red and green, showing the area in which the owner of the plot has made violations which are of non compoundable nature.  The information, as stated above, be supplied by 29.12.2009.

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 29.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhalinder Singh,

District Family Welfare Officer,

District Barnala.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No. 2137 /2009

Present:
Dr. Bhalinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Ms. Kamal Kamboj, APIO and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant states that he has received the information but he has made some observations to the information supplied to him vide his letter dated 11.12.2009 and has sent to the PIO and one copy to the Commission.  However, no letter has been received in the Commission. The respondent also states that no letter dated 11.12.2009 has been received in her office. One photocopy of the said letter is handed over to the APIO in the court today. 

2.

After deliberations and arguments, it is directed that the APIO will supply the details of the payments made to the complainant month-wise i.e. 
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 basic pay, dearness allowance, house rent allowance, non- practicing allowance etc.  The APIO will also supply the statement of GPF deducted from his salary and deposited with the government. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange road, near Sainik Rest

House, Sangrur- 148001.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt, Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. 8th floor, Punjab

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1968 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 



Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephone message is received from the complainant, Shri Kamal Anand in which he states that he has not received any information till today.

2.

The respondent, Shri Jaswant Singh, APIO, who is present in the court, states that some information is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant.  As the complainant is not present in the court today, it is directed that the available information be supplied through registered post at the address given in the application of the complainant.

3.

Shri Jaswant Singh, APIO further pleads that the case may be adjourned so that the remaining information be supplied after getting it collected
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from other offices.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 28.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jasbir Kaur,

A-180, Ranjeet Avenue, Amritsar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No. 1881 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Arvind Kumar, Superintendent, Legal and Shri Tarsem 


Singh, Patwari, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Arvind Kumar, Superintendent, Legal, is present in the court along with Shri Tarsem Singh, Patwari of Improvement Trust, Amritsar.  Shri Arvind Kumar, Superintendent, states that the copies of the orders passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India have been sent to all the concerned sections for information and to take action as per the directions given by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.  He further states that the PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales has sent a letter to Ms. Jasbir Kaur to supply the khasra number and jamabandi of her land which has been acquired by the Improvement Trust so that the enhanced amount, as per orders of Supreme Court, can be  released to her. The original acquisition amount of Rs. 2794.58 paise has been paid to 
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Ms. Jasbir Kaur.  It is directed that Ms. Jasbir Kaur may contact the office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar and submit a copy of the khasra no. and jamabandi of the land which has been acquired by the Improvement Trust so that action be taken to pay her enhanced amount.

2.

So far as the supply of information is concerned, the respondent has clarified that no amount of enhancement  has been paid to her.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Saranjit Singh,

67-B, Ballygunj, Circular Road,

A-Block, 4th Floor, Kolkata-700019.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

AC No. 835 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ramji Dass Bhatia and Shri Tarsem Singh, Patwari, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ramji Dass Bhatia states that the information as per directions given on the last date of hearing, has been supplied to the appellant on 18.12.2009.  He further states that no payment has been made to the appellant of amount of Rs. 1,72,120-65 paise.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22.12.2009



State Information Commissioner
