STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gian Deep Singh, 

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,
H. No. 10, V.P.O Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

District Mohali-140501.




                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.




              ……. Respondent

CC No. 2071 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Kulbir Singh, Sr. Assistant, for the Respondent.

-----



The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.  He has sent a written acknowledgement dated 21.04.2008, to this effect. This is taken on record.  

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, April 21, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Karamajit Singh, S/o Kundan Lal,

Village Sikanderpur,

Post Office Haibowal Bate,
District Ludhiana-141115.




                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Balachaur,

District Nawanshahr.




              ……. Respondent

CC No. 261 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

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

-----



The necessary information running into 19 pages has been given to the Complainant.  There is an acknowledgement by the Complainant dated 04.01.2008, having received the information.   

Therefore, 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, April 21, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ujjagar Singh, S/o Duna Singh,

Ex Sarpanch,
Village Paproudi,

P.S. Samrala,

District Ludhiana.  





                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala,

District Ludhiana.




                         ……. Respondent

CC No. 2159 of 2007

ORDER

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

Mr. Surinder Singh, BDPO, & Mr. Sarteg Singh, Panchayat Officer, for the Respondent.

-----



The requisite information has been supplied.  Acknowledgement by Complainant is on record.   

Therefore, 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, April 21, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
M.S. Toor, Advocate,

First Seat, Back Side DC Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.



                            …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 1440 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.

-----



Today is the 5th hearing, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present.  At the hearing on 03.03.2008, two weeks’ time was given to the PIO to supply the information.  There is no confirmation from either the Complainant or the Respondent whether the information has been supplied or not.  It is presumed that the Complainant is not interested in pursuing the case as he has not made any appearance since the case first came up for hearing on 07.01.2008. 

Therefore, 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, April 21, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

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

#2459, Sector 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

                          

      …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 1685 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Surinder Mohan Adya, in person.



Mr. Ronny, Steno to the PIO, for the Respondent.

-----



Today is the 6th hearing in this case.  At the last hearing on 24.03.2008, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present.   However, in the hearing on 25.02.2008, I directed both the parties to meet in the office of PIO on 04.03.2008.  The Complainant has sent a FAX message to the Commission dated 24.03.2008, stating that he had to return empty handed and no information was given to him when he visited the office of PIO on 04.03.2008.

2.

As per the Complainant, the PIO on 04.03.2008 had sought one week’s time to supply the photo copies of the information demanded.  

3.

This is a serious issue.  The PIO of the Municipal Corporation, should have kept his word. The Commission takes cognizance of the lackadaisical attitude of the PIO. A copy of the order is sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to instruct the PIO to prepare the relevant information on all the 20 points and give the same to the Complainant within 07 working days from today with a copy to the Commission.  

The case is adjourned to 19.05.2008, for further proceedings.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, April 21, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jagat Singh, 

Near Bahadurpur Chowk, P.O.,

Oppossite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.



                           

      …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.




                                    ……. Respondent

CC No. 2141 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Representative, Subedar  Tarsem Lal on behalf of the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Satpal, Superintendent, for the Respondent.

-----



The Complainant says that he is yet to receive the information in respect of district Kapurthala.  He has received information regarding all other districts. 

2.

In the order dated 10.03.2008, the Respondent was asked to submit an Affidavit to the effect that certain information pertaining to Ropar District is not available on record.  This has not been done today.  Another opportunity is given to the Respondent to submit the Affidavit before the next date of hearing.  

3.

I direct that the information regarding the Kapurthala district to be sent to the Complainant by 05.05.2008.  
4.

Meanwhile, Respondent assures to handover information pertaining to Hoshiarpur district to the Complainant in the Commission’s office in SCO No. 84-85, today itself.



The case will come up for confirmation on 12.05.2008.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, April 21, 2008

Shivani

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 Sidhu, in person



PIO, Mr. Ashok Sharma, for the Respondent.

-----



Today is the 4th hearing in the instant case.  At the last hearing on 24.03.2008, the need arose to determine who was the PIO at the time when the Complainant had filed application under RTI Act, 2005?  

2.

In the order dated 24.03.2008, the DCFA, Improvement Trust, Amritsar, was asked to appear and produce the relevant record on the issue of determining the PIO in the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.  The DCFA, Mr. Ashok Sharma, who is the PIO, has submitted a detailed document which clearly establishes that at the time of submission of application i.e. 17.10.2006, Mrs. Surinder Kumari, who was the E.O, Imrpovement Trust, Amritsar was the PIO.  The papers reveal that Mrs. Surinder Kumari has been signing official papers in her capacity as E.O-cum-PIO before being posted out in April, 2007.

3.

The Complainant had informed the Commission that he had received the requisite information from sources other than the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.  His only submission before the Commission was to take exemplary punitive action against the PIO, Improvement Tust, Amritsar, for denying the information.







    ….2
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4.

On 15.02.2008, Commission asked the former E.O., Mrs Surinder Kumari to submit an Affidavit why action should not be taken against her for non-supply of information.  She submitted an Affidavit on 11.03.2008.  From the Affidavit and the papers submitted by Mrs. Surinder Kumari, it emerges that she has not revealed all the facts to the Commission and has relied upon the order of Directorate of Local Government, dated 11.10.2005, to say she was not the PIO.  Whereas, according to present PIO/DCFA, Mr. Ashok Kumar, he was designated PIO only on 15.03.2007, following a communication from the Department of Local Government dated 08.03.2007.  The papers submitted by Mr. Ashok Sharma are taken on record.

5.

In view of the foregoing, a registered notice may be sent to Mrs.  Surinder Kumari, presently posted as E.O, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur, under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, as to why action should not be taken against her for not giving information to the Complainant while she was the PIO of Improvement Trust, Amritsar.   The question of payment of compensation to the Complainant, as demanded by him for detriment suffered, will also be decided that day.


The case is adjourned to 12.05.2008, for further proceedings.  Mrs. Surinder Kumari should personally appear on that day.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, April 21, 2008

Shivani

cc: 
Mrs. Surinder Kumari, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 
Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt Col  P.P. Singh (Retd),

House No.1074,

Sector 71, Mohali.




                                      











…..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.





                
     








                 

   …….Respondent

AC No. 442 of 2007
                     ORDER

Present   :
None for the Appellant.


Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.





 -----



At the last date of hearing on 24.03.2008, the Appellant was handed over information on all the 04-points and he was asked to point out deficiencies, if any, and submit the same in writing to the P.I.O., GMADA, by April 07, 2008.  The Appellant submitted his objections to GMADA on 31.03.2008.  Mr. Gurbax Singh, APIO, says that a reply on the points raised by the Appellant in his letter of 31.03.2008 is yet to be sent.
2.

I direct the P.I.O., GMADA, to send the reply on all the 04-points   by  May 05, 2008.


           The case will come up for further proceedings on 12.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner
Dated, April 21, 2008.
Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Lt Col P.P. Singh (Retd),

House No.1074,

Sector 71, Mohali.



                                  …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.






    
     ……Respondent


AC No. 428 of 2007

ORDER
Present   :
None for the Appellant.



Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.

                                      ----



This case came up for hearing on 24.03.2008, wherein, I  had directed the P.I.O., GMADA, Mr. H.S. Sodhi, Superintending Engineer, to be personally present on the next date of hearing and bring  complete information on all the 05-points, i.e. No.2-6. Neither has the P.I.O. appeared nor he has  submitted any cogent reasons for his absence. A.P.I.O. is unable to give appropriate answers  to the questions  put  to him  by the Commission.
2.

Another opportunity is given to the P.I.O., GMADA, Mr. Sodhi. He should be personally present at the next date of hearing i.e. 12.05.2008, with complete information on all the  5-points.

3.

A copy of this order is sent to the Chief Administrator, GMADA, (by name) who should ensure the presence of the P.I.O. on 12.05.2008 and also instruct the P.I.O. / A.P.I.O. to do their home work  and come well prepared  so as not to waste  the time of the Commission.

The case is adjourned to 12.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.

Dated, April 21, 2008.

Saini
cc: 
The Chief Administrator, GMADA,         (By name)


PUDA Bhawan, SAS Nagar (Mohali).
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt Col  P.P. Singh (Retd),

House No.1074,

Sector 71, Mohali.




                                      








    

     …..Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.





                
     








              

   ….Respondent

AC No. 429 of 2007

ORDER

Present   :
None for the Appellant.


Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.





 -----



The information on all the 04-points was handed over to the Appellant on 24.03.2008.  The Appellant was given the option to go through the same and submit deficiencies, if any, in writing to the P.I.O. by April 07, 2008.  A.P.I.O., Mr. Gurbax Singh, says that they have not received any written submissions from the Appellant.

2.
   
Presuming that the Appellant is satisfied with the information given on all the 04 points, 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, April 21, 2008.
Saini

