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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Chawla, Bureau Chief, Rozana Sachh Kahun,

Flat No.1390, First Floor, Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh.

      -------------Respondents.

CC No. 1716   of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Ashwani Chawla complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant submits that information on the first two issues raised in his application dated 5.2.2011 has been received by him.  However, information pertaining to issue No.3 which is reproduced below has not been furnished-

“3H
fJBQK y/vK s/ nkT[D tkb/ ;ko/ you/d/ fpbK dh c'N' ekgh G/ih ikt/.“


2.

Issue fresh notice to the respondent. 

3.

 To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





   Chief Information Commissioner

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market, 

Hisar (Haryana)






      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board, 

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

FA A- the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board,

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

     

-------------Respondents.

AC No. 140   of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



Counsel for the respondent submits that the entire information has been sent by registered post to the complainant.  



2.

Since the appellant is absent without intimation, the case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation by the appellant.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Tarlochan Singh (Retd.) Constable, s/o Sh. Hari Singh Jatt,

r/o Village-Tunga, Teh. & Distt.- Sangrur.                

 -----------Complainant

                           

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 
Sangrur.   







---------Respondent 

CC No. 505 of 2011,

CC No. 508 of 2011

&

CC No. 513 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Tarlochan Singh complainant in person..

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur on behalf of the respondent.
Order



The complainant in these three cases is Shri Tarlochan Singh who had sought information from the PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur by moving three applications, two dated 9.2.2010 and one dated 1.10.2009.  In all these three applications, he wanted to know action taken by the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur on his earlier complaints pertaining to encroachment on panchayat land.  Since this information was not given to him in time, the complainant moved the State Information Commission under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Notice was issued to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur-Shri Jaswinder Singh to show cause why penalty should not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for the delay in furnishing of the information.  He was further directed that information in all the three cases should be given to the complainant.
2.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, BDPO submitted a written reply, copy of which was furnished to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that complainant was duly informed about the steps being taken on his complaints for removed of encroachment over the panchayat land.  The respondent had initiated immediate action, but as revenue record was not readily available, a reference had to be made to the revenue authority for demarcation of the land and to obtain ownership record.  It was pleaded by the respondent that the delay occurred only because the respondent wanted to complete the action against the encroachers so that complete information could be furnished to the information-seeker after removing illegal possession.  It was pleaded that there was neither any intention to deny or delay the information. Rather the delay occurred because the respondent wanted to take action under law against the encroachers and thereafter furnish the complete information to the information-seeker.  
3.

The respondent submits that the present position in all the three cases is as under:-
(i)

As regards.CC-505/2011, Sarvshiri Lila Singh, Pila Singh, Jalaur Singh, Dal Singh sons of S. Dalip Singh have been found to be in illegal possession over five biswas of panchayat land bearing Khasras No.743 and 745. Notices have been issued to these encroachers and if they fail to remove the encroachment, legal proceedings will be initiated under Section 7 of the P.P. Act in the Court of the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.
(ii)

As regards CC-508/2011, Shri Lila Singh and Shri PIla Singh sons of 
Shri Dalip Singh were found to be in illegal possession over two biswas of land in Khasra No.849 of revenue estate of Tungan.  The encroachment has since been removed and possession of land has been restored to the concerned panchayat.
(iii)

As regards CC-513/2011, the land was first got demarcated by the revenue authorities and it was found that mobile tower is actually installed in private land of Shri Gurjant Singh s/o Shri Pritam Singh. There is no illegal encroachment over the panchayat land.  The Khasra No. of the private land is 480/1.

4.

The above information has also been conveyed to the complainant vide BDPO’s letterNo.714 dated 8.7.2011.

5.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  From the facts of the case, it appears that though the complainant was informed that action is being taken on his complaints but no written reply giving these details was sent to him.  Instead, the respondent got into the exercise of removal of encroachment on the land, after involving the revenue authorities. This resulted in delay. The respondent has pleaded that his intention was to remove the encroachments, complete the legal action and thereafter convey the action taken report to the complainant.  Even if, we accept the plea of the respondent that there was no intention to delay and the delay occurred only because the respondent wanted to complete the action and thereafter furnish complete information of the action taken, the fact remains that there was delay, forcing the complainant to approach the State Information Commission and consequently incurring loss of time and cost of attending the proceedings in the commission. Ends of justice would be met if compensation is awarded in all the three cases. An amount of Rs.3000/- is awarded to the complainant @ of Rs.1000/- in each case.  The respondent shall ensure that this compensation amount is paid by a crossed cheque of the respondent department within 15 days.
6.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Pal Monga c/o Lucky Tele Links,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru, Tehsil and District Amritsar.


      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Ramgarhia Institute of Engineering and Technology,

REC Complex, Satnampura, Phagwara.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1127 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The complainant has sent a fax message requesting that the case may be listed through video conference at Amritsar.  This plea, however, is rejected as the respondent belongs to Phagwara and only those cases are listed through Video Conference where both the parties belong to the same station.

2.

The case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for hearing at Chandigarh.










              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh, 15 JR, 1131,

Urban Estate-1, Jalandhar.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh. 

……………....Respondent

CC- 525 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ram Jatin, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
Order



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that complete information has been duly furnished to the complainant. Therefore, he pleads that the case may be closed.
2.

To give one opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is adjourned to 29.7.2011at 10.30 A.M.
3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on that date.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagat Singh, H.No.B-3/MCH/235, NearBahadurpur Chowk,

Opp. Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College, Hoshiarpur-146001.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, 
Chandigarh.
    






-------------Respondent.

CC No.  853 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jai Inder, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
Order



The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished to the complainant, who, however, has sent a written petition bearing No.308/10 
dated 8.6.2011, a copy of which has been handed over to the respondent.  The case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Kamla w/o Shri Jagdish Lal,

123/2, Pragati Enclave, Backside DAV College,

Chandigarh Road, Hoshiarpur.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Shri Guru Gobind Singh Khalsa College,

Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur.





------------Respondent.

CC No.  201  of 2011

Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ajit Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

Order



In compliance with the directions dated 30.5.2011 of this Commission, the information pertaining to copies of the attendance register has been furnished free of cost to the complainant.  

2.

As regards payment of compensation, the respondent submits that he has brought cash to be given to the complainant.  This, however, is not acceptable as the compensation should be paid by a crossed cheque in favour of the complainant from the account of the respondent-college.  Therefore, the case is adjourned to 29.07.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation that the compensation has been paid to the complainant by a crossed cheque. 









              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.
      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Construction Division-2,

Fazilika.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 124 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jagseer Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent-department submits a copy of letter addressed to the appellant giving additional information sought by him.

2.

The appellant, however, is absent today without intimation. To give him one opportunity to confirm that he is satisfied with the information, the case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.



3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appeared on that date.









              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, 
Pathankot.                                                                                      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, Jandiala Division, Canal Complex,

Amritsar.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer, UBDC, 
Near Kundan Dhaba, Amritsar.



      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 126 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jit Singh, SDO  on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent has sent a copy of letter No.2431/184/JE/1 
dated 14.6.2011 vide which information was furnished to the appellant-Shri Yogesh Mahajan, who has also sent a written submission stating that PIO has given the information and the case may be disposed of.
The case is accordingly closed.










              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Vipul Bishnoi, Advocate,

#475, Sector 15-A, Chandigarh.




      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Administrator, New Mandi Township, Punjab,

SCO 2437-38, Sector 22-C, Chandigarh.

FAA-Director Colonisation, Punjab,

SCO 2437-38, Sector 22-C, Chandigarh.
   

   -------------Respondents.

AC No.  247 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Harsimran Singh Advocate on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Joginder Singh, LA on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent submits that information pertaining to plots resumed on the ground of non-construction has been sent to the satisfaction of the appellant.  It is further stated by the respondent that in all such cases of non-construction on plots, three notices are served on the concerned party and thereafter the Plot is resumed under Section 13 of New Mandi Township Act (B & R), 1960.  The respondent further states that so far as Mandi Abohar is concerned, no plot has been resumed on the ground of non-construction of the plot allotted to individual concerned.

2.

The appellant is satisfied with this information and the case is closed.











              (R.I. Singh)

July 13, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
