STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma

# 20-A, Gali No. 4,

Dashmesh Nagar A

Tripri,

Patiala – 147004.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary School Education, 

Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent

CC- 667/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma in person.
For the Respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, Sr. Asstt. (98722-67776).

 
As per the directions of the Commission dated 21.06.2011, part information had been provided to the complainant. 



Enquiry report had been submitted. The other information provided is not legible, because the photocopy is not clear. 



Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma submitted as under: 
“Vide order dated 21.06.2011, respondent was directed to provide the information within a week’s time but it has been provided only on 18.07.2011.  The documents provided are also not legible.  Also, in response to point no. 5, it has been stated that the enquiry report has not been received.”



Sh. Rakesh Sharma, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

“No enquiry report had been received before receipt of the application from the complainant.  Now on receipt of request from the complainant, Sh. Sawan Iqbal Singh, Asstt. Director has been tasked with the enquiry with directions to complete it within ten days.   A reminder has also been issued to the said investigating / enquiry officer.”


Respondent assured the Commission that upon conclusion of the enquiry, a copy of the report shall be sent to the complainant under intimation to the Commission, as directed.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.
 








Contd……2/-
-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Darpinder Singh,

H. No. 22, Jit Avenue,

Near Dogar Basti 6 (Right)
Faridkot-152103






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 681/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“After the hearing on 02.05.2011, Sh. Sawan Iqbal, Nodal Officer was contacted over the telephone who later sent Sh. Bimal Dev to the office who took the relevant papers of the case and assured the court that the needful would be done at the earliest.  Sh. Bimal Dev also informed that Ms. Neelam Bhagat is the officer dealing with this case.

Today again, no one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any intimation been received.”



A show cause notice was issued to Ms. Neelam Bhagat who was stated to be the PIO.   But now it has come to fore that Ms. Neelam Bhagat has been transferred to another branch and is no longer the PIO of the earlier branch.   The show cause notice issued to Ms. Neelam Bhagat is, accordingly, recalled. 
 

It is, therefore, directed the relevant PIO (handling the present case) to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to comply with the directions of the Commission and provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98159-14958)

Sh.  Madan Lal

s/o Sh. Sai Dass,

Kashmiri Mohalla,

Near Amar Palace,

Sujanpur,

Pathankot (Gurdaspur)





  … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)


Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Gurdaspur.


 



  …Respondents
CC- 1046/11  
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh.  Madan Lal in person.


For the Respondent: Sh. Ramesh, 98887-33137


Today, Sh. Madan Lal, the complainant made the following written statement: 
“I have withdrawn my pending court case at Pathankot.  The information sought by me from the DEO (SE) Gurdaspur was connected with the said court case.  Now that I have withdrawn the court case, I no longer need the information requested earlier.  I therefore, request you to kindly close the case.”

 
In view of the submissions made by the complainant, this case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarun Chadha,

34, New Kashi Nagri,

Ferozepur City – 152002.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    …Respondent

CC- 693/11
Order

Present: 
Complaint: Sh. Tarun Chadha in person.



None for the Respondent. 



In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.   Since the respondent failed to appear in the first hearing dated 02.05.2011, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO – Ms. Neelam Bhagat with directions to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant.



Today, Mr. Avtar Chand Sharma, Director was contacted over the telephone who informed the Commission that he has taken charge from Ms. Neelam Bhagat and is currently the PIO.   He assured the court that complete information shall be provided to the complainant well before the next date fixed.



Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.




Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(0161-2441063)

Sh. S.R. Singal

979/23, Street No. 7,

Deep Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-147001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Education Secretary, Punjab 

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 682/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the Respondent: Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98722-64476)


In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Today, the complainant submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. is present from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab and states that he has joined the office only a week back and he has come to know about the case today only.   He sought relevant papers from the complaint case which have been provided to him in the court.   He assured the court that he would provide the relevant information to the complainant, in a week’s time.”



Respondent submits that vide communication dated 27.06.2011, Sh. S.R. Singal had been informed that no specific information had been sought by him and only queries were raised which do not constitute any information.  He further submitted that another similar communication addressed to Sh. Singal was posted on 18.07.2011.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  No objections have been taken by the complainant even after receipt of two communications of the respondent, the last being about three weeks back.  Therefore, it is presumed he is satisfied.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(0161-2441063)

Sh. S.R. Singal

979/23, Street No. 7,

Deep Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-147001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Education Secretary, Punjab 

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 683/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



For the Respondent: Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98722-64476)



In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Today, the complainant submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. is present from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab and states that he has joined the office only a week back and he has come to know about the case today only.   He sought relevant papers from the complaint case which have been provided to him in the court.   He assured the court that he would provide the relevant information to the complainant, in a week’s time.”



Respondent submits that vide communication dated 27.06.2011, Sh. S.R. Singal had been informed that no specific information had been sought by him and only queries were raised which do not constitute any information.  He further submitted that another similar communication addressed to Sh. Singal was posted on 18.07.2011.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  No objections have been taken by the complainant even after receipt of two communications of the respondent, the last being about three weeks back.  It is presumed he is satisfied.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94170-22933)

Sh. Sher Singh,

Ex-President,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind – 140406.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





   …Respondent

CC- 308/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sher Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. S.K. Sharma, IAS, Ashok Bajaj, Addl. Director Local Govt. (95012-00001); and Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. (94171-50492) 



Submissions made by both the parties have been taken on record.


For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-20039)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan

H. No. 78/8,

Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri.








   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab 

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1337/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan

For the Respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. 92163-36250 and Parminder Kumar (94637-37724)


Submissions made by both the parties have been taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94177-37169)

Sh. Amar Nath

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka-152123.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1345/11
Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Amar Nath in person.
For the Respondent: S/Sh. Dinesh Kumar, O/o PIO (99888-81557) along with Sanjay Goswami (94171-50492) 


In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.

Sh. Manjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

‘It is submitted that this case i.e. CC 1345/11 does not pertain to LG-I branch but it relates to Director, Local Govt. Punjab and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt. is the PIO for the said case.’

Accordingly, Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt.-PIO office of Director Local Govt. is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Sh. Sanjay Goswami, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, made the following written submission: -

“Regarding this case, comments have already been sought from the Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur.  However, till date, no reply has been received.  Another reminder will be issued for sending the report immediately.”



It was further assured by the respondent that as soon as the said enquiry report is received, a copy of the same shall be forwarded to the applicant with a copy to the Hon’ble Commission. 



On the assurance of the respondent, complainant expressed satisfaction.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Industrial Area B,

Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-3. 







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt.

Punjab, Chandigarh 





    …Respondent
CC- 1398/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 28.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Complainant submits that only yesterday, he has received copy of a letter dated 21.06.2011 which is addressed by the respondent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala transferring his request to them under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

As the said transfer in terms of section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 has been effected beyond the prescribed time limit of five days, the same is not accepted.   Hence, now it is the responsibility of the Public Information Officer, office of Director Local Govt. Punjab to procure the information from whichever quarter it is available and provide the same to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission, well before the next date fixed.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94177-37169)

Sh. Amar Nath

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka-152123.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1347/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Amar Nath in person.


For the Respondent: Sh. Sanjay Goswami (94171-50492)

 

In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.

Sh. Manjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

‘It is submitted that this case i.e. CC 1347/11 does not pertain to LG-I branch but it relates to LG-3 Branch and Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt. LG-4 is the PIO for the said case.’

Accordingly, Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO, LG-4 Branch, office of Principal Secretary Local Govt. is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Sh. Sanjay Goswami, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, made the following written submission: -
“Regarding this case, comments have already been sought from the Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur.  However, till date, no reply has been received.  Another reminder will be issued for sending the report immediately.”



It was further assured by the respondent that as soon as the said enquiry report is received, a copy of the same shall be forwarded to the applicant with a copy to the Hon’ble Commission. 



On the assurance of the respondent, complainant expressed satisfaction.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Sh. Amar Nath lamented that there has been much delay in providing the information and suitable penalty be imposed on the respondent.  He further prayed for award of compensation.


Upon thorough perusal of the documents available on record, the delay caused is very negligible.  This cannot be attributed to the respondent alone since the action has to take place at the level of Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur and they have been regularly reminded by the respondent.   Respondent present is still following up the matter at regular intervals.  Furthermore, only one hearing has taken place up to date.  Thus no case is made out for award of any compensation to the complainant. 



In the opinion of the Commission, in view of the facts and circumstances of the case, this is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty on the respondent.   However, respondent is advised to be more careful in future while dealing with the matters concerning RTI Act, 2005 so that no such delay recurs.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar

Phase I, Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123. 






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary, Govt. of Punjab,

Revenue and Rehabilitation & Disaster Management Deptt.

Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1404/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the Respondent: Mrs. Veena Kumari, PIO, Mrs. Sarla Rani, APIO and Sh. Devi Dayal, Clerk O/o SDM Rajpura
In the earlier hearing dated 28.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“It is noted that the complainant, in his submissions has informed the Commission that he has sought report regarding the application for information which was sent by registered post and the postal authorities have sent in writing that the said letter was delivered on 23.12.2010.   Therefore, the contention of the respondent that the original application dated 20.12.2010 is not accepted.

It is further directed that the respondent – PIO, office of Secretary, Revenue & Rehabilitation, Punjab shall ensure that the relevant information is provided to the complainant by the respective Deputy Commissioners in the State and thereafter, submit a compliance report to the Commission. 

Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is complete and to his satisfaction.”



Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing and same is the case today. 



Today, Ms. Veena Kumari, PIO and Ms. Sarla Rani, APIO appeared on behalf of the respondent and made the following written submissions:  -
“It is respectfully submitted that the relevant information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant by the offices of respective Deputy Commissioners of Bathinda, Barnala, Faridkot, Fatehgarh Sahib, Ferozepur, Gurdaspur, Hoshiarpur,. Jalandhar, Kapurthala, Muktsar Sahib, Moga, Nawanshahr, Patiala, Roopnagar, Sangrur and Tarn Taran. 







Contd…….2/-

-:2:-

Copies of letters confirming this received from the offices of DCs are also annexed herewith in support of our assertion.   Efforts are being made to ensure that the pending information is also sent to the applicant by the office of Deputy Commissioner Amritsar, Ludhiana, Mohali and Mansa who have already provided part information to him.”



It was further assured by the respondent that it will be ensured that the remaining information, if any, is also provided to the complainant at an early date.



In the opinion of the court, complete information as per the original application stands provided. 

 

Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Madan Lal Singla,

Advocate,

Shop No. 260, Grain Market,

Mansa







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Council,

Mansa.







    …Respondent

CC- 1426/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the Respondent: Sh Gian Chand Clerk, (94633-73583)


In the earlier hearing dated 21.06.2011, Sh. Madan Lal Singla, the complainant, when contacted over the telephone, informed the Commission that information only on point no. 1 has not been provided and is pending.  The said information was – “For disconnection of sewerage connection no. 1134, what action has been taken on the application dated 16.01.1997 and 06.01.2003?”



Today, the respondent submitted that this matter is looked after and handled by the Department of Water Supply & Sanitation and hence the same is available with them only.



Since the information on point no. 1 which is stated to be pending, is not available with the Municipal Council, Mansa, complainant is advised to procure this information from the department named by the respondent.



With this, complete information stands provided. 

 
Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98781-38340)

Sh. Jiwan Garg

House No. B-1/473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,

Sunam (Distt. Sangrur) 





        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 




…..Respondents

AC- 588/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Jiwan Garg in person.
For the Respondent: Sh Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Asstt. (94171-50492)

 

Sh. Jiwan Garg, vide his application dated 21.09.2010, sought information pertaining to various complaints received in the respondent office during the period 2006 to 2010, including inspection of certain records. 



It is further stated by the applicant that when no information was provided, he preferred first appeal before the first appellate authority on 23.11.2010.



When no information was provided, the present second appeal has been filed before the Commission on 21.06.2011.



Today, Sh. Sanjay Goswami, while appearing on behalf of the respondent made the following written submission: 

“On 15.04.2011, the applicant visited the office (LG-3) Branch and he had been shown the diary register.  From the diary register, it was found that none of the three complaints stated to have been sent by Sh. Jiwan Garg had been received in the office.  This is the reason why no action was taken by our office.”

 

In this situation, with the intervention of the Commission, copies of the relevant complaints have been handed over to the respondent who is directed to provide the necessary information to the appellant expeditiously under intimation to the Commission. 



A copy of the submissions made today by Sh. Jiwan Garg may 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

be annexed with a copy of the order to be sent to the respondent.




For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98784-91755)

Vyas Bembi, General Secy.

Janta Enclave Residents’ Welfare Society,

78, Janta Enclave, Ludhiana-141013.



        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator

GLADA, Ludhiana. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Administrator

GLADA, Ludhiana. 




           …..Respondents

AC- 619/11
Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Vyas Bembi in person.
For the Respondent: Sh. Shiv Kumar Gupta, Accounts Officer-cum-APIO  (98551-55137)



Vide application dated 24.07.2010, the appellant sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“1.
Please arrange to provide copies of the sanctioned plan and detailed estimates of the following licence issued to colonizer M/s Janta Estates & Housing Ltd. 538, Phase X, SAS Nagar for Janta Enclave, Ludhiana: 

· L. No. 96/12 dated 20.09.1996 for Janta Enclave;

· L. No. 97/30 dated 31.12.1997 for Janta Enclave Ext.-1;

· L. No. 98/40 dated 17.09.1998 for Janta Enclave Ext.-2;

· L. No. 98/45 dated 11.11.1998 for Janta Enclave Ext.-3;

· L. No. 2000/70 dated 24.04.2000 for Janta Enclave Ext.-4;

2.
Whether colonizer M/s Janta Estates & Housing Ltd. 538, Phase X, SAS Nagar has handed over the above colony partly or fully to GLADA?

3.
Has the completion submitted on 28.03.2000 by colonizer M/s Janta Estates & Housing Ltd. 538, Phase X, SAS Nagar of Janta Enclave been accepted and what points were checked by the taking over authority before taking over?  Copy of the check report and complete file notings may be supplied.







Contd……2/-

-:2:-

4.
Can a colonizer submit completion certificate of part of the colony and abdicate his responsibilities towards maintenance of common facilities like water supply, sewerage, street lighting and roads etc. when they are common for the entire colony?

5.
What maintenances the colonizer is supposed to do before submitting completion certificate and then during the maintenance period of five years?

6.
Amount of security money deposited by the colonizer for each of above licences and amount released, if any, under what circumstances?”



It is further stated that GLADA, vide letter no. 7388 dated 27.08.2010, forwarded the information received from Addl. Chief Administrator, GLADA per his letter no. 7469 dated 27.08.2010.  It was further informed that for information on point no. 1, a fee of Rs. 350/- be deposited. 



It has not been informed by the respondent that the requisite fee has been deposited by the applicant and accordingly, the requisite information shall be provided to him very shortly. 



The parties, with the intervention of the Court, mutually agreed that the complainant shall visit the office of respondent on a pre-determined date and upon inspection of the records on the said date, the relevant documents specified by him shall be provided. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99882-30861)

Sh. Parveen Dhanju,

Advocate,

Civil Court Complex,

Fazilka





       

   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka






       
    …Respondent
CC- 2165/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Parveen Dhanju in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Acctt. (88729-92003)



Vide application dated 10.06.2011, Sh. Parveen Dhanju sought the following information: -
“Following information, duly attested: 

1.
Total No. of houses in Block Fazilka, under the Indira Awaas Yojna. 

2.
How much houses were allotted to each village in Block Fazilka, under the Indira Awaas Yojna?  Who were the respective allottees and what was the basis of allotment?

3.
 In Block Fazilka, under the Indira Awaas Yojna, complete details of the cheques distributed.  Who are yet to be issued the cheques?  Reasons for non-issuance of cheques to such residents so far?”



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 15.07.2011, stating that no information was provided. 



Today, the respondent submitted that complete information to the satisfaction of the complaint has already been provided.    Sh. Parveen Dhanju, the complainant, confirmed the same and prayed that the case be disposed of.



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(96461-41428)

Sh. Mahinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Q. No. T-2/171,

RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division,

R.S.D., Shahpurkandi Township (Distt. Gurdaspur) 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Admn. & Disposal Circle,

R.S.D., Shahpurkandi Township (Distt. Gurdaspur)
  …Respondents

AC - 443/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mahinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. J.K. Arya, XEN-PIO (97797-41447); Sukhjinder Singh (96461-41447); Mahesh Lal, A.E. Comm. Div. (96460-46055); and Chander Kant (99149-12675)



In the earlier hearing dated 28.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -
“Respondents have also annexed a copy of the details concerning information provided on various dates which has already been extracted above in the submissions of the complainant. 

Submissions have also been made by the respondent besides which they have stated that inspection was allowed to the complainant and thereafter, information spread over 145 pages has also been provided.

Appellant has submitted discrepancies / shortcomings in the information provided to the respondents, who are directed to provide the information on these points at the earliest.

Respondent is directed to provide the pending information to the appellant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, the respondents made the following written submissions: 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

“It is submitted that the reply of the PIO-cum-XEN Personnel Division was placed before the Hon’ble Court of State Information Commission, Punjab, on 28.06.2011 wherein all the facts were brought to the kind notice of the Court.   The case was discussed in detail.  The Hon’ble Court issued directions to provide the pending information within one month’s time.
That in compliance of the directions of the Hon’ble Commission in the order dated 28.06.2011, all the concerned officers were requested vide this office letters no. 1318-25 dated 20.07.2011 to supply the pending information immediately. The shortcomings pointed out by the applicant vide his letter dated 28.06.2011, 30.06.2011 and 05.07.2011 were also brought to the notice of the concerned officers for removing the same. 

That the Executive Engineer, Communication Division, vide his letter no. 358-61/RTI/MS dated 13.07.2011 supplied the information which was transmitted to the applicant vide this office letter no. 1315-17-E dated 20.07.2011.

That the Executive Engineer, Electrical & Stores Division, vide his letter no. 2080-81/22-E dated 29.07.2011 supplied the information of 70 pages which was transmitted to the applicant vide this office letter no. 1496-97/220-E dated 03.08.2011.
That keeping in view the position explained above, it is prayed that complete information as per the original application of the applicant, received from the concerned officers has since been supplied to the applicant.

That it is respectfully prayed that present appeal may, therefore, kindly be disposed of.”



Sh. Mahinder Singh was very rude in his behaviour during the hearing today, which is not expected of any party during the proceedings of the case.    He is directed to be careful in future so that the majesty and esteem of the court is maintained at all times.


Appellant is directed to point out specific deficiencies in the information provided to the respondent with a copy to the Commission, strictly in accordance with original application for information and nothing beyond that.



Respondent is also directed to allow the inspections sought, if any, as per the original application of the applicant.   It is made clear that the inspection, if allowed, shall be carried out on ‘as is where is’ basis and no way shall it include any dismantling or removal of the constructed area under the garb of any inspection. 










Contd……3/-

-:3:-



Information on all other points as per the original application except the inspection stands provided.   If complainant does not feel satisfied, he is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.

 
 
Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Gurdeep Kaur

S.S. Mistress (Retd.)

w/o Sh. Harcharan Singh,

H. No. 2-A/3, 

Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE) 

Punjab, Chandigarh.




  …Respondents

AC - 413/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Ramesh Chand Sharma (98771-35910)


For the respondent: Sh. Bachhitar Singh, APIO (98552-76663)


In the earlier hearing dated 16.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondent is directed to expedite and trace the service book in question and provide the information sought within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  In case such a search is not fructified, respondent is directed to create a duplicate of the same, verify the contents and provide the same to Ms. Gurdeep Kaur.”



Today, respondent submitted that they have been able to locate the original Service Book of Ms. Gurdeep Kaur and have brought the same to the Commission.  The said service book has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   With this, complete information stands provided to the satisfaction of the complainant who also submitted that he was not interested in further pursual of the matter.



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

