STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh.  Baldev Singh,

Mohalla Vanie  Ka,

Faridkot.







         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

PUDA Complex,  Bathinda.


      


         ….. Respondent
CC No. 2082 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
 Mr. Paramjit Singh, Complainant

      
Representative (Mr. Lal Chand, J.E) for the Respondent.

----


        
The Complainant, Mr. Paramjit Singh, admits having received information on 04.01.2008 on all the five points that he had raised in his application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 submitted to the Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Officer, PUDA, Bathinda, dated 10.09.2007.  
2.

The Complainant says that he is not satisfied with the vague reply given on all five points, and also submits a copy of the same to the Commission today.  
3.

Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Lal Chand, J.E., is not aware of the case and says that the case was given to him only last evening.
4.

I direct the Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Officer, to personally appear at the next date of hearing i.e., on 15.02.2008;



 In the meantime, he should ensure that revised and complete point-wise information is sent to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.
5.
A copy of this order is sent to Additional Chief Administrator, Mr. Harjit Singh, PUDA (BDA).  He should ensure the presence of Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Officer at the next date of hearing i.e.  on 15.02.2008.


       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  
-Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Gopal Kochhar,

Gopal & Co., Shop No.216,

New Cloth Market,

Bathinda.      







         …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer, 

PUDA, PUDA Bhawan,


    

Bhagu Road, Bathinda.


 


         ….. Respondent
CC No. 2064 of 2007

ORDER

Present:   
 None for the Complainant.

      
Representative (Mr. Lal Chand, J.E) for the Respondent.

----


The representative of the Respondent, Mr. Lal Chand, J.E., today submits to the Commission a copy of the information on all 11 points sent to the Complainant on 09.01.2008.



The case is adjourned to 15.02.2008 for confirmation.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Lt. Col.(Retd.) Ranjit Singh Sidhu,

D-8, Ranjit Avenue
                  




Amritsar.




          


         …..Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





                                ….. Respondent
CC No. 2026 of 2007

ORDER
Present:   
Complainant, Lt Col. (Retd.), Ranjit Singh Sidhu, in person.

     
 Representative (Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk) for the Respondent.

----


Lt Col. (Retd.) Ranjit Singh, says that he got the requisite information from some other source and not from the Executive Officer of the Improvement Trust.  He avers that he wants the Commission to punish the Executive Officer for not providing the information within the stipulated period of 30 days from the submission of his application to the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, dated 17.10.2006.

2.
Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Sunil Kumar, is not aware of the details of the case as he had received the case file only yesterday.  He says that the previous Executive Officer, Mrs. Surinder Kumari was transferred in April, 2007 to Hoshiarpur.  Let the Respondent show cause why penalty under Section (20) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 be not imposed up on him.  An affidavit to this effect be filed by the Respondent.  



The Case is adjourned to 15.02.2008 for further proceedings.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

   
-Sd- 

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Kalawati,

W/o Late Sh. Jogi Ram,

Vill. Rauni Zhungian (Chhoti Rauni),

P.O. Ranbirpura,

Nabha Road, Patiala.



        


         …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block  Development  and

Panchayat Officer,

Opp. Central Jail,  Patiala.




                     ….. Respondent









CC No. 2030 of 2007

ORDER
Present:    
None for the Complainant. 

Representative, (Mr. Amarjit Singh, P.S. & Mr. Rajeev Kumar, Asst. Engineer) for the Respondent.

----


The Respondent, Mr. Amarjit Singh says that requisite information was supplied to the Complainant on 04.12.2007 and the same was received by him.  Nothing contrary to it has been heard, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Jograj Singh,

S/o Sh. Nath Sigh,

Mohalla  RUD,

VPO Bham,

District Hoshiarpur.




          

         …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block  Development  and

Panchayat Officer,

Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur.





         ….. Respondent










CC No. 2031 of 2007

ORDER
Present:    
None for the Complainant. 

Representative, (Mr. Surinder Singh, Panchayat Officer & Mr. Dilbagh Singh, Sarpanch) for the Respondent.

----


Mr. Surinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, is very vague about the information and he says that a total of 785 pages were given to the Complainant but he is not sure when. 
2.

 The Sarpanch of village says the entire information was sent by post on 24.07.2007.  However, there is a letter from the Complainant dated 12.10.2007, wherein, he says that no information has been received.  The Complainant may inform the Commission, if he has received the information sent to him on 24.07.2007, as stated by the Sarpanch.  


The Case is adjourned to 15.02.2008 for confirmation.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-   

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Roop Singh

S/o Sh. Nand Singh,

Vill. Dhilwa,

Tehsil  Tappa,

District  Barnala.

     


         …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer,

Block Sehna, Tehsil Tappa,

District Barnala.                                           



         ….. Respondent









CC No. 2066 of 2007

ORDER
Present:    
None for the Complainant. 

None for the Respondent.

----


The Case is adjourned to 15.02.2008 in the interest of justice.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

          -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Surinder Kumar Gupta,

H. No.738/1, Gali No. 7,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Patiala.

     

                                                                  …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, S.A.S. Nagar.                                        
                 ….. Respondent
CC No. 2069 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
Complainant, Mr. Surinder Kumar Gupta, in person. 

Representative, (Mr. Shashi Bhushan, Sr. Asst.) for the Respondent.

----



 The Complainant, Mr. Surinder Kumar Gupta, in his application dated 15.09.2007 to the Estate Officer-cum-APIO, GMADA, had referred to a letter from the Respondent saying that he had been allotted House No. 1453/10, LIG, Phase-XI, Mohali, and since he had not taken possession in time, the same has been cancelled.  The Complainant has sought information from the Respondent on 3 points:-
(i)      Copy of the allotment letter sent to him

(ii)  Copy of the Dispatch Register in which the allotment letter must have been recorded before being posted.

(iii)      Acknowledgement receipt of the same.

2.

Since Mr. Shashi Bhushan is not well aware of the facts of the case  at  the  next  date of  hearing  PIO/APIO  should be   personally   present to 
….2

-2-

explain the actual position and should also file an affidavit on the correct position with copy to Complainant.  
3.


The Chief Administrator, Mr. Vivek Partap Singh, to ensure the presence of PIO/APIO, GMADA and also that the requisite information is procured from the record of GMADA and supplied to the Complainant.





The Case is adjourned to 15.02.2008.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Joginder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mehnga Singh,

R/o Muggo Sohi, 

Block Majitha, Distt. Amritsar.

     

      …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 
Majitha,

District Amritsar.



                                      ….. Respondent

CC No. 2172 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
None for the Complainant. 

Representative, (Mr. Gurpartap Singh, J.E.) for the Respondent.

----



The Respondent, Mr. Gurpartap Singh, says that the information is ready to be given to the Complainant.  However, the Complainant has neither paid Rs. 10/-, the application fees under the Right to Information Act, 2005, nor has he responded to the communication that he should deposit the money for getting demanded information.  The Respondent wrote to the Complainant (No. 2675, dated 07.09.2007) asking him to deposit the money.  But there has been no response from the Complainant.  The Complainant is given another chance to deposit the requisite fees with the PIO, BDPO, Majitha.
2.

The Respondent assures to give the information to the Complainant immediately on the deposit of the prescribed fee.


Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

        -Sd-   

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Maghar Singh Sidhu

Ward No. 16,  Radhraka  Mohalla,

Mansa.





                            …..Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint  Secretary,

Deptt. Of  Education, Punjab,






Chandigarh.

                                                                        …..Respondent










CC No. 1465 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
None for the Complainant. 

None for the Respondent.

----



At the last hearing dated 14.12.2007, the Complainant had informed the Commission on telephone that he had received the intimation for the hearing on 14.12.2007 the same day and as such he cannot attend the hearing and asked for a fresh date.  Subsequently, the case was adjourned to 11.01.20008.
2.

In the mean time the Respondent has sent a letter to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, No. 32866, dated 28.12.2007, which was received in the Commission on 09.01.2008.  Inter alia the letter states that the requested information was sent to the Complainant on 30.08.2007, a copy of the same is also enclosed.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant.  The Respondent has given information on all the five points that he had mentioned in his application dated 04.07.2007.  


Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Ravi Kumar,



      


H. No.102, Ghass Mandi,

Ludhiana.







      …..Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,







Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






                ……Respondent


CC No. 1686 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
Complainant, Mr. Ravi Kumar, in person. 

None for the Respondent.

----



Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent were present at the last date of hearing on 14.12.2007.  In the previous hearing on 26.11.2007, the Complainant was represented by Mr. Ashok Kumar, who had stated that he had not been supplied any information in response to his application to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, dated 23.07.2007.  
2.

In the order dated 26.11.2007, I directed the PIO to appear personally on 14.12.2007 to explain as to why information has not been supplied and why action be not taken against him under Section 20 of Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

The PIO is not present even at today’s hearing.  He is directed to file an affidavit why penalty be not imposed to him under Section (20) of Right to Information Action, 2005 for denying the information to the Complainant.

3.

I direct the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the presence of PIO along with the requisite affidavit at the next date of hearing.


 
The case is adjourned to 15.02.2008, when decision on action against PIO will be taken.

       
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

         -Sd-  
  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 11, 2008.

