STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana 141002.




                                 …..Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.





                         ……. Respondent
MR No. 118 In AC No. 360 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
None for the Applicant.


Representative, APIO, Mr. Jagbir Singh, for the Respondent.

-----


This case was disposed of on 10.10.2008.  However, the applicant wrote a letter on 03.11.2008, addressed to the Commission, requesting for reopening of AC 360, 363, 372 of 2008.  It was on the basis of this letter that all the three cases were ordered (on 19.11.2008) to be registered as MR cases and listed for hearing today (15.12.2008).  
2.

The APIO today submits acknowledgement receipt given by the Appellant dated 01.10.2008. The same is taken on record.  While receiving the information, the applicant has recorded, “Information is satisfactorily received on AC-360, 363, 372 of 2008 on point No. 4 and 5 of my application”.  
3.

Though the information is dated 03.10.2008, RTI Cell No. 5803, acknowledgment is dated 01.10.2008.  To this, the APIO says that the Applicant had personally visited the office on 01.10.2008 and had taken the information before it could be posted to him.  Alongwith his letter dated 03.11.2008, which gives in chronological order the correspondence the applicant has had are also enclosed  copies of 02 letters, no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008 and no. 4599, dated 23.10.2008 (on page 21, 22, in the file).  The former is from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer; the latter is from Deputy Commissioner to applicant.
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4.

The applicant says that the question that begs answer is whether the information he has demanded on points 1-4, in all 03 cases, is with the office of Deputy Commissioner or the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  While the latter informed the applicant on 10.09.2008 that information on these 04 points is with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, however, letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, says the information is with the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

5.

The applicant wants the Commission to decide as to which of the two Public authorities, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana or Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is to provide him information on 04 points.

6.

In respect of AC 372 of 2008, the applicant says he could not locate ‘Central State Library’ Ludhiana, (as per APIO’s statement quoted in order dated 10.10.2008), where from he could collect information in respect of point 06 (copy of notification of Scheme), in all 03 cases.
7.

In view of this background, the Respondent PIO of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is directed to submit an Affidavit to the Commission, not later than 31.12.2008, in respect of the following points:
i)

Whether information on points 01-04 is in the possession/record of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. (Reference letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-PIO) or is the information with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, as per 10.09.2008, letter of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, to the Appellant informing him that his request letter for information on 01-04 points in respect of all three cases has been sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
ii)
The exact location/name of the library that the APIO had mentioned during the hearing on 10.10.2008 in respect of point no. 06 in all 03 cases.


Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 12.01.2009.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner
Dated, December 15, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate,

House No. 919, Phase-IV, 

Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali).


                            …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1688 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti.


Representative, Mr. S.K. Bains, SDO Building, and Advocate, Mr. 


Balwinder Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



In the hearing on 17.11.2008, I had ordered that specific information be given to the Complainant, not later than 08.12.2008.  This has not been done though the representative of the Respondent, Advocate, Mr. Balwinder Singh says that some information was given to the Complainant on 12.12.2008.

2.

Both the Appellant and the Respondent have mutually agreed to meet in the office of the PIO, GMADA on 24.12.2008 at 4.00 PM.  I direct the Respondent to keep the information ready to be given to the Complainant.  This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent.  



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 07.01.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 AM in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate,

House No. 919, Phase-IV, 

Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali).


                            …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1689 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti.


Representative, Mr. S.K. Bains, SDO Building, and Advocate, Mr. 


Balwinder Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



In the hearing on 17.11.2008, I had ordered that specific information be given to the Complainant, not later than 08.12.2008.  This has not been done though the representative of the Respondent, Advocate, Mr. Balwinder Singh says that some information was given to the Complainant on 12.12.2008.

2.

Both the Appellant and the Respondent have mutually agreed to meet in the office of the PIO, GMADA on 24.12.2008 at 4.00 PM.  I direct the Respondent to keep the information ready to be given to the Complainant.  This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent.  



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 07.01.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 AM in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate,

House No. 919, Phase-IV, 

Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali).


                            …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1690 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti.


Representative, Mr. S.K. Bains, SDO Building, and Advocate, Mr. 


Balwinder Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



In the hearing on 17.11.2008, I had ordered that specific information be given to the Complainant, not later than 08.12.2008.  This has not been done though the representative of the Respondent, Advocate, Mr. Balwinder Singh says that some information was given to the Complainant on 12.12.2008.

2.

Both the Appellant and the Respondent have mutually agreed to meet in the office of the PIO, GMADA on 24.12.2008 at 4.00 PM.  I direct the Respondent to keep the information ready to be given to the Complainant.  This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent.  



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 07.01.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 AM in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate,

House No. 919, Phase-IV, 

Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali).


                            …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 1691 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti.


Representative, Mr. S.K. Bains, SDO Building, and Advocate, Mr. 


Balwinder Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



In the hearing on 17.11.2008, I had ordered that specific information be given to the Complainant, not later than 08.12.2008.  This has not been done though the representative of the Respondent, Advocate, Mr. Balwinder Singh says that some information was given to the Complainant on 12.12.2008.

2.

Both the Appellant and the Respondent have mutually agreed to meet in the office of the PIO, GMADA on 24.12.2008 at 4.00 PM.  I direct the Respondent to keep the information ready to be given to the Complainant.  This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent.  



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 07.01.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 AM in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana 141002.




                                 …..Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.





                         ……. Respondent

MR No. 119 In AC No. 363 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
None for the Applicant.


Representative, APIO, Mr. Jagbir Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



This case was disposed of on 10.10.2008.  However, the applicant wrote a letter on 03.11.2008, addressed to the Commission, requesting for reopening of AC 360, 363, 372 of 2008.  It was on the basis of this letter that all the three cases were ordered (on 19.11.2008) to be registered as MR cases and listed for hearing today (15.12.2008).  

2.

The APIO today submits acknowledgement receipt given by the Appellant dated 01.10.2008. The same is taken on record.  While receiving the information, the applicant has recorded, “Information is satisfactorily received on AC-360, 363, 372 of 2008 on point No. 4 and 5 of my application”.  

3.

Though the information is dated 03.10.2008, RTI Cell No. 5803, acknowledgment is dated 01.10.2008.  To this, the APIO says that the Applicant had personally visited the office on 01.10.2008 and had taken the information before it could be posted to him.  Alongwith his letter dated 03.11.2008, which gives in chronological order the correspondence the applicant has had are also enclosed  copies of 02 letters, no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008 and no. 4599, dated 23.10.2008 (on page 21, 22, in the file).  The former is from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer; the latter is from Deputy Commissioner to applicant.
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4.

The applicant says that the question that begs answer is whether the information he has demanded on points 1-4, in all 03 cases, is with the office of Deputy Commissioner or the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  While the latter informed the applicant on 10.09.2008 that information on these 04 points is with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, however, letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, says the information is with the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

5.

The applicant wants the Commission to decide as to which of the two Public authorities, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana or Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is to provide him information on 04 points.

6.

In respect of AC 372 of 2008, the applicant says he could not locate ‘Central State Library’ Ludhiana, (as per APIO’s statement quoted in order dated 10.10.2008), where from he could collect information in respect of point 06 (copy of notification of Scheme), in all 03 cases.

7.

In view of this background, the Respondent PIO of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is directed to submit an Affidavit to the Commission, not later than 31.12.2008, in respect of the following points:

i)

Whether information on points 01-04 is in the possession/record of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. (Reference letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-PIO) or is the information with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, as per 10.09.2008, letter of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, to the Appellant informing him that his request letter for information on 01-04 points in respect of all three cases has been sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

ii)
The exact location/name of the library that the APIO had mentioned during the hearing on 10.10.2008 in respect of point no. 06 in all 03 cases.



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 12.01.2009.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana 141002.




                                 …..Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.





                         ……. Respondent

MR No. 120 In AC No. 372 of 2008





    ORDER
Present:
None for the Applicant.


Representative, APIO, Mr. Jagbir Singh, for the Respondent.

-----



This case was disposed of on 10.10.2008.  However, the applicant wrote a letter on 03.11.2008, addressed to the Commission, requesting for reopening of AC 360, 363, 372 of 2008.  It was on the basis of this letter that all the three cases were ordered (on 19.11.2008) to be registered as MR cases and listed for hearing today (15.12.2008).  

2.

The APIO today submits acknowledgement receipt given by the Appellant dated 01.10.2008. The same is taken on record.  While receiving the information, the applicant has recorded, “Information is satisfactorily received on AC-360, 363, 372 of 2008 on point No. 4 and 5 of my application”.  

3.

Though the information is dated 03.10.2008, RTI Cell No. 5803, acknowledgment is dated 01.10.2008.  To this, the APIO says that the Applicant had personally visited the office on 01.10.2008 and had taken the information before it could be posted to him.  Alongwith his letter dated 03.11.2008, which gives in chronological order the correspondence the applicant has had are also enclosed  copies of 02 letters, no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008 and no. 4599, dated 23.10.2008 (on page 21, 22, in the file).  The former is from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer; the latter is from Deputy Commissioner to applicant.
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4.

The applicant says that the question that begs answer is whether the information he has demanded on points 1-4, in all 03 cases, is with the office of Deputy Commissioner or the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  While the latter informed the applicant on 10.09.2008 that information on these 04 points is with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, however, letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, says the information is with the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

5.

The applicant wants the Commission to decide as to which of the two Public authorities, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana or Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is to provide him information on 04 points.

6.

In respect of AC 372 of 2008, the applicant says he could not locate ‘Central State Library’ Ludhiana, (as per APIO’s statement quoted in order dated 10.10.2008), where from he could collect information in respect of point 06 (copy of notification of Scheme), in all 03 cases.

7.

In view of this background, the Respondent PIO of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is directed to submit an Affidavit to the Commission, not later than 31.12.2008, in respect of the following points:

i)

Whether information on points 01-04 is in the possession/record of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. (Reference letter no. 4296, dated 22.10.2008, from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to Deputy Revenue Officer-cum-PIO) or is the information with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, as per 10.09.2008, letter of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, to the Appellant informing him that his request letter for information on 01-04 points in respect of all three cases has been sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

ii)
The exact location/name of the library that the APIO had mentioned during the hearing on 10.10.2008 in respect of point no. 06 in all 03 cases.



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 12.01.2009.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 15, 2008

