STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sudarshan Kumari,

D/o Shri Sant Ram,

H.No. 3047, Sector: 39-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Horticulture Punjab,

SCO No. 843-844, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 3281/2010

Present:
Smt. Sudarshan Kumari, Complainant, in person.
Shri Gulab Singh, Assistant Director Horticulture-cum-PIO, Shri Gian Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Smt Sudarshan Kumari visited the office of the PIO and  inspected the record on 01.12.2010 and she had given in writing on 02.12.2010 that original file was not put up to her for inspection. Again  on 29.12.2010 she visited the office of the PIO and inspected the record and information, identified by her after inspection,  was supplied to her there and then. 

3.

During deliberations today, she states that the file relating to promotion case of Shri Bhag Singh alongwith his representation for promotion had not been put up to her for inspection.  The Respondent states that they have 
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received the representation from Shri Bhag Singh and the same has not been dealt with as yet. However, a copy of the representation has been supplied to the Complainant. 
4.

The Complainant requests that though she has not demanded photo copy  of her ACR for the year 2009-2010 vide  her original application, the same may be got provided to her. The Respondent assures the Commission that a copy of the ACR for the year 2009-2010 will be supplied to her. 
5.

Since the requisite   information in the instant case stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh,

Village: Dhupsari, 

P.O. Government Polytechnic College,

Batala, District: Gurdaspur. 





Complainant







Vs

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

Batala, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 3443/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant informing the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. He has requested that the case may be closed. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kiran Bala,

D/o Shri Kundan Lal,

R.o Village: Dallewal,

P.O. Gorya, Tehsil: Phillaur,

District: Jalandhar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, S.S.S. Board, Punjab,

SCO No. 156-160, Sector:8-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent
CC - 2839/2010

Present:
Smt. Kiran Bala, Complainant, in person and Shri Rajesh  Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is not legible/readable. He requests that the Respondent may be directed to supply legible copies  of the certificates. 

3.

Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to supply legible copies of the certificates to the Complaints.

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anand Mohan Singh,

209, Green Park,

Near General Bus Stand, Jalandhar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner,

Jalandhar City.







 Respondent

CC -  3213/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, Labour Inspector Grade-1 and Shri Mohan Lal Gaur, Accounts Officer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, Labour Inspector Grade-1 places on record a letter from Shri Inderjit  Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner Jalandhar-cum-PIO dated 03.12.2010 alongwith Annexure A, B, C and D,  which is taken on record. In the letter the PIO has explained  in detail the information supplied to the Complainant.
2.

Shri Mohan Lal Gaur, Accounts Officer places on record a submission made by Shri Vishwajeet Sagar, Central  Public Information Officer of the office of Employees’  Provident Fund Organization, try of Labour and Employment, Government of India, Sub Regional Office, Jalandhar dated 
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27.12.2010 in which he has inter-alia  stated as under:- 

“The member has asked the information in respect of 
factories/Malls/establishments/Newspapers falling under the jurisdiction of Assistant Labour Commissioner. In the absence of the said list of establishments from the Assistant Labour Commissioner this office is unable to provide the details regarding the establishments. It is also added that in the application it is not clarified as to which Provident Fund the applicant is pointing to. This office deals only with the Employees Provident Fund maintained under the Employees Provident Fund and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952. 
3.

From the facts narrated above,  it is evident that the office of Employees’ Provident Fund Organization is the Department of Government of India and falls under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission, New Delhi. However, the Department has supplied the requisite information  vide the said letter dated 27.12.2010.  Accordingly, it is directed that original letter dated 27.12.2010 be sent to the Complainant and its photo copy be retained in the case  file of the Commission.  



4.

Since the requisite information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner            

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hans Raj,

S/o Shri Parmatma Dass,

Village: Jarg, Tehsil: Payal,
District: Ludhiana.







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Payal,

District: Ludhiana.
Deputy Registrar-cum-First Appellate Authority,

Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 837/2010

Present:
Shri Hans Raj, Appellant, in person.
Shri G.S. Chahal, Deputy Registrar; Shri Gurdit Singh, Assistant Registrar Payal; Shri Inder Pal Singh, Liquidator and Shri Gurdip Singh, Clerk , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri G.S.Chahal, Deputy Registrar, Ludhiana  and Shri Gurdit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Payal,  are present today in the court. They state that when the Society was closed in the year 1996, a liquidator was appointed. They further state that a similar matter was  earlier decided in February, 2010 in CC-2613/2009 and as  per the directions  issued  in CC-2613/2009,  the PIOs of 
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the offices  of District Controller, Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,  Municipal Building, Zone-D, 3rd Floor, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana and  District Manager, PUNSUP, 4-B, Municipal Corporation Building, Kartar Singh  Sarabha  Market,  Gill Road, Ludhiana, may   be directed to appear before the Commission  to  supply the requisite  information to the Appellant and to clarify whether any material was allotted to the Society during 01.04.2006 to 05.03.2007.
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that  Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana will transfer the application of the Appellant  to the District 
Controller, Food & Supplies, Ludhiana and to District Manager, PUNSUP, Ludhiana under intimation to the Complainant and the Commission. The PIOs of  these two Public Authorities are directed to be present on the next date of hearing along  with information as per demand of the Appellant. 
3.

The Respondent states that the official who remained as Liquidator, during the year 2006-2007 after the closing of Cooperative Society, Payal, may also be summoned to give his written submission. Accordingly,  Shri Jagmail Singh, the then Liquidator, now posted as  Inspector, Cooperative Societies, Panair, Tehsil and District: Gurdaspur is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his written submission and the   Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Gurdaspur is directed to ensure the appearance  of Shri  Jagmail Singh, Inspector, Cooperative Societies, Panair
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 before the Commission,  on the next date of hearing, alongwith his written submission.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
District Controller, Food and Civil Supplies and 

Consumer Affairs,  Municipal Building, Zone-D, 3rd Floor, Sarabha Nagar,  Ludhiana.  
2.
District Manager, PUNSUP, 4-B, Municipal Corporation Building, Kartar Singh  Sarabha  Market,  Gill Road, Ludhiana.     

3.
The Public Information Officer of the office of District Controller, Food and Civil Supplies and 

Consumer Affairs,  Municipal Building, Zone-D, 3rd Floor, Sarabha Nagar,  Ludhiana.  
4.
The Public Information Officer of the office of District Manager, PUNSUP, 4-B, Municipal Corporation Building, Kartar Singh  Sarabha  Market,  Gill Road, Ludhiana.     

5.     Shri Jagmail Singh, Inspector, Cooperative Societies, Panair,   

         Tehsil and District: Gurdaspur 
6.
Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,  Gurdaspur. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street: 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant






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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A letter dated 30.12.2010  has been received from Shri Surinder Pal, Complainant, through Fax,  informing the Commission that due to some important work at home, he is not in a position to attend the hearing  in person today. He has further stated that a show-cause notice has been issued to Ms. Meenakshi Bagga, the then Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO for delay in supply of information relating to her office. Ms. Meenakshi Bagga has not appeared. On her behalf, Mr. Jagdish Chander, Superintendent and some of his colleagues appeared before this Commission on 16.11.2010 and pleaded that Ms. Meenakshi  Bagga was admitted in hospital and could not make submissions, but 
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it was their verbal plea only. They have not produced any documentary proof of her admission in hospital. Mere verbal plea is not sustainable. The Respondents should be directed to furnish documentary proof of her admission in hospital. Ms. Meenakshi  Bagga should also be asked to reply the show-cause notice on penalty. 
2.

Accordingly, a copy of the said letter of the Complainant is handed over to the Respondent. It is directed that the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government will send  his response to the letter of the Complainant dated 30.12.2010 to the Complainant as well as to the Commission before the next date of hearing. 



3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Singh,

S/o Shri Randhir Singh,

Village: Samaon, 

Tehsil & District: Mansa.






Complainant







Vs

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

Bhikhi, District: Mansa.






 Respondent

CC -  2842/2010

Present:
Shri  Kewal Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Parvesh Goyal, B.D.P.O. Bhikhi, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Parvesh Goyal, B.D.P.O. Bhikhi is present today alongwith his written submission in which he has stated that he transferred the application of the Complainant to C.D.P.O. on 10.03.2010 within 5 days which was received back as the information related to the village. Then he transferred the application to the Panchayat Secretary on 17.03.2010. The Panchayat Secretary asked the Complainant on 18.03.2010 to deposit Rs. 850/- as the charges for the documents. Though the  Complainant did not deposit the said amount, the information was supplied to him. The Complainant states that he has received the information but it is un-authenticated. The BDPO assures the Commission that he will get the information authenticated by the competent authority within a day or two.
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2.

I am satisfied with the plea put forth by the BDPO in his written submission  relating to delay in the supply of information. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon him. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakha Singh Azad,

S/o Shri Mangal Singh,

V.P.O. Rayya Khurd,

Ward No. 10, Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar.







Appellant







Vs

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

Rayya, District: Amritsar.






 Respondent

AC - 988/2010

Present:
Shri  Lakha Singh, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Harmanmeet Singh, Samiti Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant submits that the case may be closed as he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Shri Kuldeep Chand,

Village: Singhpur, P.O. Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

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

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, 

District: Ropar.







 Respondent

CC - 3442/2010

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


Shri Balbir Singh V.D.O., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The information relating to Para 4, 5 and 6 is handed over to the Complainant in the court today. The Complainant states that the information supplied to the him today  relates to Para 6 only and is incomplete. He further states that the information relating to Para 1, 2 and 3 supplied to him earlier is also  incomplete.
2,

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to send his observations, if any,  on the information supplied to him today and earlier,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission,  within one week.  The BDPO/Panchayat Secretary will send their response to the observations of the Complainant, to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission,  within a further period of 10 days.
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3.

The Complainant states that the information relating to Resolution Registers is not in continued pages. He requests that Original Resolution Registers may be called for.
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the original Resolution Register alongwith remaining information to  be supplied to the Complainant, be brought on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.01.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baljit Singh s/o Sh. Veer Singh,

Village: Aniya, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat officer,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC No. 3291 /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.
ORDER

1.

None is present from the complainant as well as respondent side.

2.

The case was fixed for compliance of orders on the last date of hearing on 30-11-2010.  Since none is present from both the sides, the complainant might have received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

In the circumstances, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rajesh Kumar s/o Sh. Mohinder Pal,

House No. 1529/9,  Burail, Sector-45,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent
CC No. 3428 /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant side.



Shri Baljit Singh Walia, Administrative Officer, GMADA, Mohali, 

on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Baljit Singh, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO, GMADA. Mohali states that the requisite information has been supplied through registered post vide letter No. n?wHJ/H2$ n?bHJ?H;hH$2010$5907, fwsh 21H12H2010  in which it is stated ;that :-



“ fJ; dcso ftu i' foekov nkBzdg[o ;kfjp dk w"i{d j? T[; ftu jdp;s BzL 

321 dk ntkov BzL 469-476-478 nB[;ko n?e[nkfJo j'J/ oep/ dk foekov 


t/fynk frnk j?, T{BQK ftu fJj y;ok Bzpo n?e[nkfJo BjhA j'J/.


fJj y;ok Bzpo n?e[nkfJo BjhA ehs/ rJ/. fJ; bJh oep/ ftu fe;/ dk fjZ;k 

BjhA dZf;nk ik ;edk. “

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied through registered post, the complainant might have received the same and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         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, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 101/ 09

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Sukhbir Singh, Forestor, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a letter No. RTI-127/08, dated 29.12.2010 addressed to the Advocate General of Punjab to file a writ petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh as per approval of his office. He further states that  though the case has been filed, but due to winter vacations in the Punjab and Haryana High Court, the case could not be taken up. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 10-01-2011 in office room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.30 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mewa Singh Pawar,

Kaithal Road,  Khanouri Mandi, 

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur- 148027.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC No. 3242 /2010

Present:
Shri Mewa Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

On the last date of hearing none was present from the complainant as well as respondent side.  However, the complainant places on record a letter No. 1499, dated 08-09-2010 in which the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Andana at Moonak  has stated as under :-


" T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh nkg tb'A nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN sfjs rokw gzukfJs nBdkDk dh ;{uBk wzrh rJh j?. rokw gzukfJs nBdkDk d/ ;pzXs gzukfJs ;eZso tb'A fog'oN ehsh rJh j? fe pkihro p;sh fg'Sb/ ;kb ;oeko tb'A pkihroK B{z fdZsh iwhB 5 wob/ d/ fj;kp Bkb fiE/ p?m/ ;B wkbe pDkJ/ rJ/ ;B T['; s'A pknd fJj irk dh wkbeh p?mD d/ nkXko s/ d/ fdZsh rJh j?. T[; s'A pknd rokw gzukfJs tb'A wsk gk e/ d' rbhnK gZehnK ehshnK rJhnK jB.
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fJj ;{uBk nkg B{z nrbh b'VhAdh ekotkJh bJh G/ih iKdh j?.  “

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is 

disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan Deora,

House No. B-II, 36, Mohalla Sethian,

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Faridkot.




 Respondent

CC No. 1892 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chamkaur Singh, SDO,. On behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Chamkaur Singh, SDO, Public Health Division-1, on behalf of respondent, states that Shri Yadvinder Singh Dhillon, Executive Engineer, is busy with the works for which the priority has been fixed by the Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab, therefore, he could not attend the Court today. The commission has taken a very serious view of the fact that the Executive Engineer is applying delaying tactics in submitting his affidavit as per orders of the Commission dated 05-10-2010.

3.

The respondent further states that the complainant, Shri Madan Mohan Deora has not given in writing his demand for the specific information indicating letter no and date. 
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3.

Now it is directed that Shri Yadvinder Singh Dhillon, Executive Engineer will submit his affidavit on the next date of hearing on 17-01-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 12.30 PM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan Deora,

House No. B-II, 36, Mohalla Sethian,

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Faridkot.




 Respondent

CC No. 1893 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chamkaur Singh, SDO,. On behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information has not been supplied to the complainant as he has not given in writing about the specific information relating to specific works.  The complainant is directed to give in writing to the PIO about the specific information detailing specific letter no and dates. The respondent- PIO is also directed to supply the information to the complainant as and when he applies for the same asking the specific information relating to specific works. With these directions, the case is closed and  disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Paramjit Singh s/o sh. Ram Singh,

Village: Majra Manna Singh wala,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (General),

Fatehgarh Sahib.







 Respondent

CC No. 3294 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar, Amloh, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar, Amloh is present in the court today as per directions given on the last date of hearing. He places on record a photocopy of inquiry report which has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 426, dated 24.12.2010. 

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner
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Shri Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road, opp.Chankaya School,

Fazilka- 152123, Distt. Ferozepur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozelpur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3884 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then Executive Officer, MC, Fazilka 


and Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Tialk Raj Verma, the then Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka now at Jalalabad is present in the court and states that the Draft Notification of Restriction Order under Indian Works of Defence Act, 1903 was issued by Shri Satish Chandra, the then Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 26.10.1996.  However, the Sub Divisional, Magistrate, Fazilka, forwarded the copy of orders vide letter No. 1-2/Spl./LAC, dated 24.09.2009  to the Tehsildar, Fazilka/  Executive Officer, M.C. Fazilka  for necessary action.  The Executive Officer, Fazilka, has written on the noting to put up the copy of notification on the notice board for the information of general public.  However, the then Assistant 
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Municipal Engineer, Shri Rohtash Garg, got done Muniadi at his own level. He further states that information with regard to para No. 4 has been supplied.  However, the information regarding para No. 5 and 6 relates to the Defence Services and the complainant be directed to file a new application with the PIO of office of Area Commander, Defence Services, Ferozepur and he can  approach the Central Information Commissioner, New Delhi for the same. 

3.

However, the letter dated 29.11.2010 submitted by Shri Deepak Mudgil along with list of 37 persons having their signatures, has also been perused during the course of hearing in which they have demanded the information on the following three points :-


“ 1H
T[go'es o?;Nfoe;B nkovo x';Bk riN B'Nhche/;B d[nkok ehsh rJh j? iK 


BjhA.


2H
T[go'es o?;Nfoe;B nkovo b?g; j' u[fenk j? iK BjhA dh ;{uBk fdZsh ikt/.

3.
T[go'es o?;Nohe;B nkovo d/ w[skfpe fwbNoh ;N/;B ckfibek ftu eZo;N 


dh pkjobh dhtko s'A 500 ri dh d{oh feE'A se j? fejV/.wkfXnw (sohe/) Bkb 

ikfDnk ik ;edk j? dh ;{uBk fdZsh ikt/. “

4.

The PIO states that the information relating to the application dated 5-10-2009 has been supplied/ clarified vide letter No. 112, dated 09-12-2009 to the complainant. The respondent further states that no doubt, the draft notification was issued by the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, on 26.11.1996, however, the same was received in the municipal council office, Fazilka through the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Fazilka on 24.09.2009 vide endst. No. 1-2/spl/LAC, dated 24.09.2009. The SDM has taken the action only after he got  
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 a copy of draft notification which was forwarded by  Shri H.S.Guleria, Lt. Col, AQMG for Commander, HQ 67 Infantry Brigade c/o 56 APO on 17-09-2009 to his office.  Therefore, the Municipal council took action as per the draft notification issued by the Deputy Commissioner. They have supplied para-wise information to the complainant.  However, information relating to para Nos. 5 and 6 relates to the Defence Department for which he should file an application with the concerned PIO.  

5.

The Tilak Raj Verma has explained in detail how the information could not be supplied relating to para Nos. 5 & 6 and the remaining information has since been supplied to the complainant.  Keeping in view the explanation given by Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then E.O. M.C. Fazilka now at Jalalabad, no penalty is imposed upon him. However, keeping in view the harassment suffered by the complainant as he has attended five hearings at Chandigarh, the commission awards a compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) to be paid to the complainant in the shape of demand draft within 15 days.

6.

Case is fixed for compliance of orders on 18-01-2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner
 

