STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Jeevan Singh,

S/o Sh. Udham Singh,

R/o Village Bhagwanpura,

Block-Nadala,

District Kapurthala.           



                                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Nadala Block,

District Kapurthala.
                                                                                ….. Respondent

CC No. 2189 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Jeevan Singh, Complainant, in person with Ms. Naiya, Advocate.
None on behalf of the Respondent.
----


The Complainant says that he has received the information on all the 3 points but it is not certified.  He has written to the Respondent pointing out this deficiency.  Secondly, two resolutions of the Panchayat, dated 26.03.2007 and 22.07.2004, have not been provided, as demanded.

2.
  The Complainant may visit the office of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer and get the information already supplied certified from him.

3.

The Respondent is directed to also supply certified photo copies of the two resolutions dated 26.03.2007 and 22.07.2004 to the Complainant within 15 days from today.


The case is adjourned to 25.02.2008.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 21, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Balbir Singh Dhillon,

H.No.2473, Mohalla Mehna, 

Bathinda.     







…….Complainant





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

PUDA, Bathinda.

      




 ..…..Respondent



                          







CC No. 1523 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Mr. Balbir Sigh Dhillon, Complainant, in person.


          Mr. Pirthi Singh, P.I.O., of the Respondent.

----



The Complainant has received full and complete information and expresses his satisfaction.  

2.

The Respondent, Mr. Pirthi Singh, P.I.O., hands over, in my presence, a copy of the affidavit indicating efforts made to locate the record in the office of the L.A.C. Mohali and also a copy of the letter he has written to the B & R authorities.

The case stands disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 21, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarlok Singh,

Clerk, Audit Cell,

(IRDP Section), SCO No. 3007-08,

Sector 22-D, Chandigarh.

   





                      …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Department of Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, SCO-3007-08, Sector-22-D,

Chandigarh.



                
          ….. Respondent
CC No. 2192 of 2007






  ORDER
Present :
Mr. Tarlok Singh, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Devinderpal Singh, Dy. Director (IRDP), on behalf of

the Respondent.
                                 ---

            The Complainant says that he has been harassed ever since he has sought information under the R.T.I. Act. 


 He has filed two applications: 
one dated 20.11.2007, wherein, he has sought information about 
the Attendance Register with effect from 1.1.2001 to 31.5.2001  of  
the  Monitoring Cell (I.R.D.P.) and  I.R.D.P. Section; 
      second dated 17.10.2007 seeking information on 3 points. 

2.

The Respondent says that there is a gap in the Attendance Register from 1.1.2001 to 31.5.2001 on which the Complainant has sought information.






-2-

3.

Regarding the second application of 17.10.2007, the Respondent hands over the information on two points to the Complainant in my presence. On the third point, he says, information will be sent to the Complainant within one week from today.
4.

I direct the Respondent to file an Affidavit on the missing portion in the Attendance Register (1.1.2001 to 31.5.2001) stating:

1.
whether an enquiry was held;


2.
whether responsibility was fixed on any guilty officials/employees.



The Affidavit should be sent to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant within one week from today.
  
      The case is adjourned to 22.02. 2008 (Friday), for confirmation,  in Court No. 01, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 21, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Renu Bala,

R/o Village-Bias Lahri,

Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pathankot, 

District Gurdaspur. 

….Respondent

CC NO. 2190 Of 2007
ORDER 

Present:-
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.
-----


In the interest of justice the case is adjourned to 29.02.2008.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







                 (P.P.S. Gill)
Chandigarh.




         State Information Commissioner.
Dated,  January 21, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Labh Singh,

# 85, Sector-71, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.  







      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.     







        ….Respondent

CC NO. 2248 Of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Complainant, (Mr. Labh Singh), in person.



Representative, (Mr. S. K. Goyal, APIO), for the Respondent.

-----


The Complainant in his original application, dated 31.10.2007 had sought information on 14 points concerning a Hospital which has come up in Sector-71, Mohali.  He has received photo copies on point No. 1-4, 8, 9 and 12.  The Respondent hands over this information to the Complainant in my presence.

2.

The Respondent, Mr. S. K. Goyal, APIO, says that the Complainant can visit his office along with his original application, where he would be given certified photo copies of the remaining information.

3.

I direct the Complainant that he may go to the office of Mr. S.K. Goyal on 15.02.2008 at 11.00 am and take the demanded certified photo copies of the information that he has sought.  


The case is adjourned to 22.02.2008 for confirmation. Court Room No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








      (P.P.S. Gill)
Chandigarh





  State Information Commissioner

Dated January 21, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sudagar Singh,.

Village Chunni Khurd,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.     




  …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.   



                          ….Respondent

CC NO. 1973 Of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Complainant, Mr. Sudagar Singh, in person.

Representative, (Mr. Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer), for the Respondent.

------


In the hearing on 07.01.2008, the Panchayat Officer, Mr. Harjit Singh, had stated that he would procure photo copies of the file pertaining to Panch, Mohan Singh from the office of DDPO and give the same to the Complainant, at the next date of hearing. 
2.
 
Mr. Harjit Singh, today states that he had visited the office of DDPO to procure the photo copies of the inquiry report of Panch, Mohan Singh.  However, the DDPO, Mr. Mohinder Singh, refused to part with photo copies of the relevant information demanded by the Complainant.

3.

I direct the DDPO, Mr. Mohinder Singh, to supply the photo copies of the requisite inquiry report to the Complainant within 7 days from today and inform the Commission that the needful has been done.  

4.

The case is adjourned to 15.02.2008, when the DDPO should be personally present.  He should also bring along a duly certified copy of the inquiry report given to the Complainant.





Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  A copy of the order be also sent to Mr. Mohinder Singh, DDPO, with a covering letter asking him to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
Chandigarh






      ( P.P.S. Gill )

Dated,  January 21, 2008


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Tara Singh Jhand, Advocate,

District Courts, 

Chamber No. 72, Kapurthala,

R/o VPO Dudwindi,

Tehsil Sultanpur Lodhi, 

District Kapurthala.


                                                           …….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

District Kapurthala.

….Respondent

AC NO. 395 Of 2007

ORDER 
Present: -
Appellant, (Mr. Tara Singh Jhand), in person.

Representative, (Mr. Pawan Kumar, Tax Collector), for the Respondent.

-----


The Appellant had filed an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005, to the BDPO on 10.09.2007, seeking information on 04 points pertaining to the details of the Shamlat Land in Village Dudwindi (Kapurthala).  He filed first appeal on 18.10.2007 to the DDPO.  Till date he has not received the requisite information.
2.

Mr. Pawan Kumar, for the Respondent, says that the Appellant refused to collect the information when he was called to the office.  On the other hand, the Appellant avers that the information being supplied to him was not what he had demanded and it was also incomplete.

3.

Mr. Pawan Kumar has not brought with him the information on all the 04 points which the Respondent was supposed to give to the Appellant.  He now wants more time to supply the information to the Appellant.

4.

I direct the Respondent to make available photo copies of the information so demanded on all the 04 points duly certified.  I direct that the information should be supplied    to    the    Appellant    within    one    week    from     today.      I    also    direct 
…2

-2-
the Respondent to be personally present at the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit as to why the information has been delayed.  All information be supplied to the Appellant free of cost.


The case is adjourned to 22.02.2008, Court Room No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh






      (P.P.S. Gill)

Dated,  January 21, 2008.


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Mohan Adya,

#2459, Sector32-A,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.    
  



                         
      …….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

       ........Respondent
CC NO. 1685 Of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for the Complainant.
None for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant has sent a FAX message, dated 21.012008, expressing his inability to attend the hearing today due to his ill health.  He has also conveyed that the Respondent has failed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 17.12.2007. The information given to him, he says, is “irrelevant”.

2.

The Respondent has also sent a FAX dated 21.01.2008 reiterating his earlier stand conveyed to the Complainant vide letter No. 463/PIO/RTI/D, dated 24.12.2007.



Since both the parties are not present, the case is adjourned to 25.02.2008.





Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh






      (P.P.S. Gill)

Dated: January 21, 2008


               State Information Commissioner

