STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghbir Singh Dhillon,   

President, Sutlej Coop. Joint

Family Society Ltd.,

# 2984, Phase VII, Mohali.


  
                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &  Panchayat Officer,

Ropar Block, Ropar.

                                                   ….. Respondent





     CC No. 1780 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Raghbir Singh Dhillon, Complainant, in person.



Representative, Mr. Balbir Singh, S.E..P.O.,  for the Respondent.





    ----



Heard both the parties.


The information stands supplied.



The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

Saini 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Sampuran Singh,

H. No. 1158, Sector 21-B,

Chandigarh.
     
             …..Appellant.
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab,Sector17-C,Chandigarh.                 

….. Respondent.                                                





AC No.  372  of  2007

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sampuran Singh, Appellant, in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.





-----



This is the third hearing when the Respondent has not appeared.  In my order dated 18.02.2008, I had  directed P.I.O., O/O Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh, to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within two weeks from  that date with compliance report to the Commission.  
2.

The Appellant, Mr. Sampuran Singh, says that he has not received the information that he has sought vide his application dated 30.7.2007.  Another opportunity is given to the Respondent to supply the information to the  Appellant within two weeks with a compliance report to the Commission.

The case is adjourned to 31.03.2008 for further proceedings

     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

Saini 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
N.K. Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind.

 ……Complainant.

         Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.                 

           ….. Respondent.                                                





CC No. 2311  of  2007

ORDER

Present :
Mr. N.K. Sayal, Complainant, in person.



Mr. Sarmukh Singh, Supdtt.-Cum-A.P.I.O.,for the Respondent.





-----



In the instant case, information on all the points sought by the Complainant vide his letter dated 24.10.2007 stands supplied by the Respondent.


The case   is  disposed of and closed.

     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

Saini 

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Joginder Singh,

H. No. 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.

     
                 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.
                                                
                 ….. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of  2007

ORDER

Present:
Representative (Mr. Bakhshish Singh, Brother) of the Complainant. 


None for the Respondent.





       -----



The Complainant is represented by  his brother, Mr. Bakhshish Singh.  There is no appearance of the Respondent, who was not present  even at the previous two hearings on 14.01.2008 and 18.02.2008.  Another opportunity  is given  to P.I.O.-B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib to give  the information  to the Complainant on the 2-points he has raised in his original application dated 30.07.2007.
2.

I direct that this information should be given to the Complainant within two weeks from today. I also direct the B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib to be personally present at the next date of hearing with the information to be given to the Complainant and also submit an affidavit why the information has  been delayed and why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
The case is adjourned to 7.04.2008 for confirmation.

     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner
Dated, March 10, 2008
Saini 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

N. K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Sayal  Street,

Sirhind




     
                           …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.                  







    
                       ……Respondent


 CC No. 1967 of  2007

ORDER

Present:     Mr. N. K. Sayal, Complainant, in person.


        Mr. Sarmukh Singh, Supdtt.-cum-A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.                                             






------


The Complainant was given a copy of the information at the last date of hearing on 28.01.2008. He was asked to point out deficiencies, if any, on all the 3-points  by 29.02.2008 to enable the Respondent to respond  before  the next date of hearing, i.e. today.
2.

The Complainant has pointed out certain deficiencies in his letter dated 3.03.2008.  He gives a copy of the same to the Respondent in my presence today, as the Respondent has not received the same.

3.

In the last order, I had also directed the Principal Secretary to ensure that the said inquiry is completed by 29.02.2008 and  to send a copy of the same to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.  The Respondent has submitted a letter No.Steno-DDSS-08/3447, dated 7.03.2008, signed by the Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala, who has sought  15 days’  time to complete the inquiry. 






- 2 -
4.

 I direct the Respondent to go through the points raised by the Complainant in his letter dated 3.03.2008 and give the information, as per provisions  of the Right to Information Act, 2005 under  Section 2 (f).
5.

The Respondent  wants  a month’s time to reply to the points raised by the Complainant in his letter dated 3.03.2008.  A perusal of the file  reveals that these points have been replied to by the Respondent  vide letter dated 25.02.2008.   I direct the Respondent to supply the information within 15  working days from today.
  The case will come up for confirmation on  07.04.2008.

       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner
Dated, March 10, 2008
Saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Shanti Sawroop,

#1899/2, Outside Maha Singh Gate,

Near Batti Hatta Market,

Amrtisar.







        …….Appellant





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

.

      



      …...Respondent

AC No. 370 of 2007





 ORDER

Present:       None for the Appellant.



None for the Respondent.
----


This case was listed for confirmation today.  Nothing contrary has been heard.  



The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Vikrant Kumar,

# B-III-277, St. No. 03,

Nai Abadi, Abohar,

District Ferozepur.






   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.



      



      …...Respondent


           








CC No. 1476 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Mr. Sudhir Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant.



Mr. Hakam Singh, PIO, of the Respondent.
----


Mr. Sudhir Kumar, representative of the Complainant, who does not have any authority letter, states that they have not received any information.  A perusal of the file shows that the relevant information was sent through registered post to the Complainant on 13.02.2008. 

2.

Mr. Hakam Singh, PIO, hands over a copy of the information to the Complainant in my presence today.  Since, the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed.
3.

The PIO had filed an Affidavit dated 16.02.2008, wherein, he has prayed that the order dated 28.01.2008, be recalled and fine of Rs. 25,000/-, condoned.  The order in this case is reserved.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Baba Dharamvir Sharma,

Near Govt. Primary School,

Bhogpur, W. No. 10,

P.O. Bhogpur, District Jalandhar.
     

  
        …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.

                                                   ….. Respondent





     CC No. 2277 of 2007

ORDER

Present:      
Mr. Jagat Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.

Mr. Ranjan Kumar, PIO of the Respondent.  The name of the PIO was inadvertently written as Raj Kumar at the hearing on 18.02.2008.

----


In my orders dated 18.02.2008, I had directed that the Complainant may visit the office of Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur, on 25.02.2008 at 11am and inspect the assessment register in respect of property-17/106. 


2.

Mr. Jagat Singh says that this could not be done due to the old age of the Complainant, Baba Dharamvir Sharma.  

3.

The PIO, Mr. Ranjan Kumar offers another opportunity to the Complainant to visit the office of the Respondent on 17.03.2008 at 11am.  The date and time have been mutually agreed to.  

4.

The Complainant may visit the office of Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur to inspect the assessment register in respect of the said property on 17.03.2008.  



The Complainant has no objection if the case is disposed of.



The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Jagat Singh,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk, P.O,

Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.







   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.



      



      …...Respondent










     CC No. 2141 2007

ORDER

Present:       
Complainant, Mr. Jagat Singh,  in person.


         
Mr. Satpal Sharma, Supdt., representative of the Respondent.

----


The Complainant has received information pertaining to all the districts, except 04.  He also says that not only the information pertaining to certain Blocks is missing, it is not signed and certified.  The Complainant also says that the Respondent should give an Affidavit that certain information pertaining to Ropar district could not be supplied because the record is not available.

2.

The Respondent Mr. Satpal Sharma, says that information is almost ready in respect of the said four districts and will bring the same at the next date of hearing and supply the same to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission

2.

I direct the Respondent to do so and also submit an Affidavit to the effect that certain information pertaining to Ropar district is not available on record.



The case is adjourned to 21.04.2008 for confirmation, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm,


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Ujjagar Singh,

Village- Paproudi,

P.S. Samrala,

Ludhiana.







   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, District Ludhianan.

      



      …...Respondent










     CC No. 2159 2007

ORDER

Present:       
Complainant, Mr. Ujjagar Singh, in person.


         
Mr. Sarteg Singh, Panchayat Officer, representative of the Respondent.

----


This case was last heard on 18.02.2008, wherein, I had directed that the village Sarpanch, Mr. Ram Singh should be present today to furnish the requisite information demanded by the Complainant on 14.09.2007. He was also to state as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In the same order dated 18.02.2008, I had directed DDPO, Ludhiana to appear personally today alongwith information demanded by the Complainant.  The DDPO has failed to do so.  The Panchayat officer, Mr. Sarteg Singh, who is present today, does not have any information to give to the Complainant since, the information is with the village Sarpanch.  

2.

The case is adjourned to 21. 04.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.  The DDPO as well as Sarpanch are directed to appear to give the requisite information to the Complainant.  On that date, the DDPO is directed to submit an Affidavit as to why information has not been given and why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

CC: 
District Development & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana.

      
 Mr. Ram Singh, Sarpanch, Samrala, District Ludhaian.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Sham Kumar Kohli,

S/o Sh. Sansar Chand Kohli,

R/o 85-D, Kichlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.







   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.



      



      …...Respondent










     CC No. 1340 of 2007

ORDER

Present:       
Complainant, Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, in person.


         
Mr. Harinder Singh, PIO of the Respondent.

----


Today is the fifth hearing in this case.  It is the first time that the PIO, Mr. Harinder Singh, has appeared.  Earlier there had been no appearance of the Respondent since, 03.12.2007.

2.

At the last hearing on 18.02.2008, the Complainant, Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, had said that he had received some information from the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, but did not get information on 5 specific points, which were listed in the order dated 18.02.2008.  

3.

The Complainant had sought information vide his application 07.06.2007.  Till today, he has not received the demanded information.  

4.

The PIO says that there is no post of Land Inspector in the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  However, the Complainant contradicts his version and shows an official document wherein, it is mentioned that post of Land Inspector exists. There is also a reference to Land Inspector’s report in the information given by Respondent.  It is also evident from the perusal of the file at page 34. 

5.

The PIO is not prepared to answer any questions put to him.  He also says that he has not received the orders dated 18.02.2008, wherein, I had directed the Respondent to supply the requisite information within two weeks from 18.02.2008.  In that order I had also directed the PIO to submit an Affidavit as to why the information has 

…2
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not been given to the Complainant and why a penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for delaying in giving the information.  If he did not get the orders, how come he is present at today’s hearing.  The Respondent has not brought any information with him.  At the last hearing, Complainant, Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, who is a senior citizen, had demanded to be compensated, as he had attended all the four hearings while Respondent had failed to turn up.

6.

I direct that a copy of the order dated 18.02.2008, be made available to the Respondent after the Court hours today so that he can go through the same and give specific information on all the five points the Complainant has mentioned in his application.  

7.

At the next date of hearing, the PIO will submit an Affidavit as he was directed to do so, on 18.02.2008.  The decision of payment of the compensation and also action under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, against the Respondent will be taken thereafter.  

8.

I direct that the information should be given to the Complainant within two weeks from today with a copy to the Commission.  



The case is adjourned to 07.04.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm, for further proceedings.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 10, 2008

