STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Shukla Kohali,
85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2321 of 2007
Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Jagbir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant is absent. He has sent a fax message that  he is busy in the Judicial Courts at Ludhiana  and has requested for another date. Respondent states that he has brought the record as directed by the Commission during the last hearing. Respondent is again directed to bring the concerned record on the next date of hearing for verification of information supplied.
3.
Adjourned to 15.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,
Vill-Sahora Kandi,

P.O Siperian, Tehsil-Mukerian,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Gram Panchayat,
Sahora Kandi.

……………………………..Respondent

CC- 706 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Raghubir Singh, Officiating Sarpanch and Malkeet Singh, Sarpanch, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Sh. Raghubir Singh, Officiating Sarpanch states that some of the information has already been supplied to Complainant by BDPO. Complainant states that he has been provided with wrong and incomplete information. Sh. Raghubir Singh, Officiating Sarpanch states that the required information is to be supplied by the BDPO, Block Hajipur and by the Panchayat Secretary.
3.
In the hearing on 23rd May 2008, BDPO and Panchayat Secretary was directed by the Commission to appear personally but they have failed to attend the hearings. BDPO, Block Hajipur and Panchayat Secretary are again directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing with complete information on all the points demanded by the Complainant in his application for information.
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3.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
CC:
(i) BDPO, Block Hajipur, Hoshiarpur


(ii) Panchayat Secretary, Vill. Sahora Kandi, P.O. Siperian, Tehsil Mukerian, 
     
     Distt. Hoshiarpur 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. J.S.Sandhu, Gen Secy.,

C- 2170, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer, 
Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 437 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. J.S. Sandhu, Appellant


(ii) Sh. Devinder Kumar, Junior Engineer on behalf of the 



      Respondent
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Appellant states that he has filed his application for information on 24.12.07 and till today he has not been supplied with the correct information and what ever information has been supplied that is wrong, misleading and incorrect. He further states that the information has not been provided to him within time prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.Today again some information has been given to the Appellant in the Commission by Sh. Devinder Kumar, Junior Engineer. Appellant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing. 

3.
In view of the foregoing, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Appellant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him
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4.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th   September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Gian Deep Singh,
S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10. V.P.O Lalru,

Tehsil. Dera Bassi, Distt-Mohali.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Zila Parishad, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gian Deep Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Deputy CEO-cum- PIO, Respondent and 


     Sh. Bajinder Pal,Clerk
ORDER


Heard.
2.
As directed by the Commission Sh. Paramjit Singh Sidhu, PIO-cum-Deputy CEO, Zila Parishad, Patiala has filed an affidavit in response to show cause notice and submitted that his absence before the Commission on 11.04.08, 02.05.08, 23.05.08 and 21.08.08 was unintentional. He was on medical leave from 11.04.08 to 28.05.08 and again 17.06.08 to 15.07.08 and has submitted copy of the Government orders vide which his leave was duly sanctioned. He has also submitted reply in response to the four queries as directed during the last hearing.
3.
Complainant states that the reply of the PIO is not according to point no. 7 of his application for information. In his application he has asked for “Has any application of the candidate, who did not possess the prescribed qualifications 
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and fulfill the required Terms and conditions on the closing date of the receipt of applications, been entertained or not? If so, what are the details thereof”?
4.
Respondent is directed to provide information in case of Smt. Sapna Rani, D/o Sh. Gurmail Singh, Smt. Uma Devi & Smt. Harsupreme Kaur by going through the record as asked by the Complainant in item no. 7 of his application. The required information should be submitted within 7 days from the receipt of these orders. 

5.
Adjourned to 15.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Rajesh Dhiman,
# 2, St No. 1,

Jhoojar Nagar, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 763 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
APIO of the Municipal Council, Patiala, has sent a fax that a special Lok Adalat  for settlement of Labour court cases is scheduled to be held tomorrow and he being engaged in the process is unable to attend the hearing today. He has further submitted that the information sought in paragraph 1 and 2 shall be sent to the Complainant within a week by registered post and has further prayed that in view of the submission, Complaint may be filed. Complainant states that no further information has been supplied to him in response to his application for information dated 24.01.2008, and prayed that he should be compensated for the 3 hearings attended by him in the Commission. It is observed that the Respondent remained absent on all the hearings held so far. Even today he has sent a fax and did not authorize any body to attend the hearing. This action of the Respondent has been taken very seriously by the Commission. 
3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie 
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presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Appellant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him.

4.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM in the Chamber) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th   September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta,
R/o Bhattan Street, Nabha,

Patiala.
        …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,
Nabha, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 162 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

2.
During the last hearing a sum of Rs.2500/- by the way of compensation was awarded to the Appellant. The amount was to be payable by Municipal Council, Nabha, Patiala and the hearing was fixed for today for confirmation. Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present. So it could not be confirmed whether the compensation has been paid or not.
3.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM fin the Chamber) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th   September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Narender Kumar,
Gali No-2, Aggarwal Colony,

Jalalabad (W), Distt-Ferozepur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Committee,

Jalalabad.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 708 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jangir Lal, APIO-cum-Clerk  on behalf of the Respondent 


      and Sh. Ashish Yadav, Advocate

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Ashish Yadav, Advocate appeared on behalf of the  Municipal Committee, Jalalabad and states that  some more time may be given to him to file the reply. Respondent is directed to file the written arguments within 15 days.
3.
Adjourned to 31.10.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
# 142, Sec-29, CHD Road,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2380 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jagbir Singh, APIO and Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer 


     alongwith Smt. Madhu P.Singh, Advocate 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
In today’s hearings, Sh. Rajesh Kumar supplied the information relating to the Legal Branch by filing an affidavit and further states that all the information relating to his Branch has been supplied and prayed that as he has been transferred to Bathinda. So, he may be exempted from further appearance in the Commission. Complainant states that still complete information has not been supplied to him. Sh. Jagdish Singh, APIO states that Complainant may visit his office any time, so that, available record be shown to him and remaining information, if any, be provided to him. Both the Complainant and the Respondent has mutually agreed to meet on 06.10.2008,  in the Office of the Respondent to seek out remaining information as available in the record.

3.
Adjourned to 15.10.08 (11.00 AM in the Chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Jagan Nath,
S/o Sh. Ralla Ram,

# 274, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No.43 of 2008

In

CC No.  1298 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sunil Verma, PIO-cum-Accountant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the wrong, misleading and incomplete information has been given to him in response to his application for information. In his application for information dated 10.04.2007, he has asked for reasons for the delay in change of ownership of plot no.274 in his name. He further states that in regard to his second application for information dated 16.05.2007, copy of the affidavit of Sh. Pawan Kumar was not supplied to him.

3.
In the earlier hearings, Respondent/PIO stated that delay in transfer of ownership is due to the fact that Complainant has not supplied the NOC from the Improvement Trust, Khanna. In today’s hearing Complainant has produced a letter from the Assistant Engineer-cum-PIO Improvement Trust, Khanna in which PIO has mentioned that Improvement 
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Trust has never issued any NOC for making entries of ownership to Municipal Council, Khanna.

4.
PIO, M.C. Khanna is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing mentioning that in all the cases where the ownership of plots of Improvement Trust, Khanna has been changed, NOC has been obtained.

5.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,
S/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

# 273, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna, Tehsil-Khanna,

Distt-Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No.42 of 2008

In 

CC No. 1297   of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sunil Verma, PIO-cum-Accountant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the wrong, misleading and incomplete information has been given to him in response to his application for information. In his application for information dated 10.04.2007, he has asked for reasons for the delay in change of ownership of plot no.273 in his name. He further states that in regard to his second application for information dated 16.05.2007, copy of the affidavit of Sh. Pawan Kumar was not supplied to him.
3.
In the earlier hearings, Respondent/PIO stated that delay in transfer of ownership is due to the fact that Complainant has not supplied the NOC from the Improvement Trust, Khanna. In today’s hearing Complainant has produced a letter from the Assistant Engineer-cum-PIO Improvement Trust, Khanna in which PIO has mentioned that Improvement 
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Trust has never issued any NOC for making entries of ownership to Municipal Council, Khanna.
4.
PIO, M.C. Khanna is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing mentioning that in all the cases where the ownership of plots of Improvement Trust, Khanna has been changed, NOC has been obtained.

5.
Adjourned to 22.10.08 (11.00 AM in the chamber) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Sh. N.K Sayal,
Sayal Street,

Sirhind.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Sirhind.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2002 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, Complainant



(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO, Respondent Sh. 


     Harmel Singh Jhandu alongwith Sh. Harsimran Singh Sethi, 


     Advocate 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Inspite of orders of the Commission Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu, Junior Engineer did not attend last hearing nor supplied any information as directed by the Commission, accordingly he was issued show cause notice and was directed to file an affidavit in response to show cause notice.
3.
In today’s hearing Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu, Junior Engineer filed the affidavit, submitting that due to communication gap he could not appear on 18.08.08. He was under the impression that the date of hearing of the case was 22.08.08. His absence was totally unintentional and bonafide. With regard to supply of information, he has submitted that he was transferred about five months back and does not have any record of Municipal Council, Sirhind as the same was duly handed over before the charge was given on 30.05.07. He further submitted that the information, is to be supplied by Municipal Council, Sirhind as 
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per record which is with the Municipal Council and not with him as he was not working in Municipal Council, Sirhind at the time when the information was sought.  And he also states that the record is with Works Clerk, Accountant and Store Keeper. Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO states that he has directed all the staff i.e. Harmel Singh Jhandu, Sectional Officer and Store Keeper to provide the information and all these officials has already been summoned by the Commission and were directed to be deemed PIOs. He further insists that Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu be directed to visit the Municipal Council, Sirhind office so that further action could be taken to remove the deficiencies/ supply of information.  As directed both Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu and PIO mutually fixed 1st October 2008, as the date of joint meeting in the office of Municipal Council, Sirhind and to make efforts to trace the record and to give suitable reply to the Complainant.

4.
Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu cannot  absolve himself of the responsibilities to supply the information on the basis that he has been transferred, since there is certain information about which it has been told that no record has been maintained such as M.A.S. etc. and only Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu who has worked there can explain. It is also directed that in the next hearing of the Commission, should be attended by PIO, Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu and all the concerns officials i.e. Accountant, Store Keeper, Works Clerk etc. and the information must be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 31.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th September, 2008
