STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(98726-21462)

Sh. Kuldeep Singh

s/o Sh. Maghar Singh,

H. No. 2166,

Sector 71,

Mohali.







         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA). 

Mohali.

 





         …Respondent
CC- 1449/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldeep Singh in person along with Sh. A.S. Parmar, advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Kumar, A.E. O/o Chief Town Planner, Punjab, along with Sh. Gulshan Kumar, ADO (97797-51471)




This complaint has been filed before the Commission on 16.05.2011 by Sh. Kuldeep Singh when no information was provided to him in response to his application dated 26.02.2011 whereby he had sought the following information: -

“1.
Certified copy of the latest approved layout plan (MAP) applied by TDA (Taneja Developers and Infrastructure Ltd. 9, Kasturba Gandhi Marg, New Delhi – 01) for their project on Sector 110-111, Mohali i.e. Kharar Banur Road. 

2.
Demarcation plan if approved by your department for Sector 110-111, TDI Project on Kharar Banur Road. 

3.
Zoning plan if approved by your department for Sector 110-111, TDI Project on Kharar Banur Road. 

4.
Copy of licence / agreement between TDI and Govt. Of Punjab / GMADA for its project in Sector 110-111, TDI Project on Kharar Banur Road. 

5.
Particular dates / stages on which the said layout plan drawing / draft applied by the TDI Co. before your office for approval regarding its project in Sector 110-111, TDI Project on Kharar Banur Road. 

6.
Various stages of completion (particularly dates) of basic amenities by TDI for Sector 110 with regard to roads, sewerage, water connections, water tanks, electricity wire / pole, construction of public toilets etc. 
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7.
Various stages of completion (particularly dates) of basic amenities by TDI for Sector 111 with regard to roads, sewerage, water connections, water tanks, electricity wire / pole, construction of public toilets etc. 

8.
Whether there is any connectivity / connected road with any of the highway and the road has been developed viz. a viz. Sector 111.”



Complete information on points no. 1 to 5 has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant. 


Regarding the remaining two points, respondent submitted that the agreement is between the Punjab Govt. and the builder and GMADA is nowhere in the picture.   Complainant is not satisfied with the same.  Therefore, he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 


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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Parshotam Betab,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 2,

District Courts, Faridkot (Pb).




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary

Punjab State Social Welfare Advisory Board,

Quiet Office: No 16, Sector 35-A, Chandigarh.


         …Respondent

CC- 1519/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Suba Singh (98886-00341)


For the respondent: Sh. Sat Pal (94173-97640)



Vide application dated 21.01.2011, the complainant had sought the following information: 

“1.
Why the revised pay scales from 01.01.2006 have not been given to 65 employees who had been adjusted in the department from Punjab State Social Welfare Advisory Board, Chandigarh?

2.
Why has salary equivalent to two third pay of Central Government employees not been paid to these employees since 2006?

3.
Why has the two third share of Punjab Govt. not been paid to these employees?”



When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 23.05.2011.



Sh. Suba Singh is present on behalf of the complainant with an authority letter.



Respondent submits that complete information as per the original application has already been provided on 01.07.2011.  He further submitted that they have already written to CDPO regarding pay fixation of the 65 officials concerned and their files / service books are with the previous employers who have also been requested to provide the necessary particulars so that the matter of pay fixation is expedited.



I have discussed all the points of information and am of the view that complete information stands provided.
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Complainant though agrees that the information stands provided, is not completely satisfied.  Therefore, he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Roshan Lal Adlakha

s/o Sh. Suba Ram Adlakha,

Street No. 4, Opp. Canal Officers,

Bathinda (Pb)






         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer (Canals)

Irrigation Works,

Punjab Hydel Building,

Sector 18, Chandigarh

 



         …Respondent
CC- 1590/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Raj, APIO (94171-27586)



Present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 30.05.2011 by Sh. Roshan Lal Adlakha, when no information was provided to him in response to his original application dated 15.03.2011 whereby he had sought the following information: -

“Following information pertaining to provision of Medical Budget in respect of medical claim of Sh. Roshan Lal Adlakha, Sr. Asstt. C.L.C. Bathinda for the period Oct. 2010 to March, 2011:

1.
Nos. of letters / applications received in your office reg. medical budget, from the whole state;

2.
No. of officials who demanded medical budget under E&S;

3.
Medical budget provided to those offices, date-wise;

4.
Present status of S.E. CLC, letter no. 2000/46-A dated 09.12.2010 and No. 282/46-A dated 07.03.2011, No. 234/46-A dated 22.02.2011.

5.
Present status of medical claim.

6.
No. of pending cases.” 



Respondent present states that point-wise information has already been provided vide communication dated 29.04.2011.  He also submitted that information on the discrepancies pointed out on 11.05.2011 was also provided on 06.07.2011 by registered post.   He clarified that they had received a telegram from the S.E. stating that vide voucher no. 28 dated 10.06.2011, pending payment of medical bills amount to Rs. 1,26,496/- has been made.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been











Contd……2/-

-:2:-

received from him.  It appears that with the payment of the amount as informed by the respondent, Sh. Adlakha is satisfied.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Pal Jindu,

# 214, St. No. 4-A,

Sidhu Colony,

Patiala.







             …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

                  …Respondents
AC- 214/11
Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. D.C. Gupta (98556-05778)


For the respondent: Sh. Gurmail Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98885-50717)



Sh. D.C. Gupta who appeared on behalf of the appellant, submitted the following written statement: -

“The hearing was held on 19.07.2011 and the information has been provided on wanting points, as under: -

Point No. 1:
Information of 4 pages has been provided vide PIO letter dated 01.07.2011 against 85 pages as mentioned in PIO letter dated 02.05.2011;

Point No. 2:
Information has been provided.

Point No. 7:
Information from pages 266 to 270 has been provided vide letter dated 14.06.2011 against pages no. 266-277 as mentioned in PIO letter dated 02.05.2011.

The complete information has been provided after 10 months from the date of submission of the RTI application dated 15.09.2010 i.e. after 3 hearings.

The information has been provided after delay of 9 months.  I request that Hon’ble Commission may kindly impose penalty on the PIO and grant me compensation for loss / detriments suffered by me.”



Complete information as per the original application thus stands
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provided.



The complainant has prayed for award of compensation and imposition of penalty on the PIO for the delay caused.



Therefore, Ms. Veena Kumari, Under-secretary-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(94170-21031)

1.
Sh. Ajay Sharma 


s/o Sh. Parkash Chand,


Chairman,


Sarv Dharam Welfare Society,


41-B, Bachittar Nagar,


Patiala,


PS Civil Lines, Patiala.


(93178-58679)

2.
Sh. Jatinder Kapoor, Advocate,

Chamber no- 427, 

District Courts,

P.S. Civil Lines, Patiala 




     … Complainants 

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Joint Director,

Vigilance Bureau Punjab., 

Sector-17C,

Chandigarh. 





            
         …Respondent

CC- 1065/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ajay Sharma in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, DSP (Vigilance) (98148-11760)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“During the discussions, complainant and Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Asstt. who has appeared on behalf of the respondent, are not in agreement on most of the points regarding the information sought.   Complainant states that they want copies of FIRs, both which were cancelled and the ones which have been closed on account of the ‘untraced’ report, from 01.01.1995.    Respondent states that there is no such register maintained in their office wherein such facts are recorded while the complainant insists that the same does exist in their office.

It is directed that the complainant shall visit the office of the respondent on Monday, the 30th May, 2011 at 12.00 Noon and contact Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO who is directed to ensure that records are made available for inspection by the complainants.”
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It was further recorded, in the same order: 

“It is also pointed out to the respondent-PIO that the senior assistant present in today’s hearing on his behalf was very impolite during the hearing despite repeated warnings by the Commission.  

As intimated by the respondent present, currently, there is no designated APIO in their office.  Therefore, the PIO - Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director is directed to be personally present in the next hearing to explain the matter.”



Today, Sh. Ajay Sharma submits that as per directions of the Commission, he visited the office of respondent on the date fixed and was made to wait till 4.00 P.M. when ultimately he had to go back without any information.



Respondent present has submitted an affidavit DATED 07.07.2011 from Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director (Admn.)-cum-PIO, which reads as under: -

“1.
That information sought under the RTI Act, 2005 by Sh. Ajay Sharma and Sh. Jatinder Kapoor at sr. no. 1 to 5 has been provided vide this office letter no. 6843/VB, S-14 dated 08.03.2011.
2.
That reply to the complaint filed by the above said applicants before the Hon’ble Commission has also been submitted vide this office letter no. 14391/VB, S-14 dated 13.05.2011.

3.
That the information sought under point no. 1 to 5 is not maintained in this office as per the format desired by the applicants;

4.
That the orders of the Hon’ble Commission from time to time

have been complied with.”



Respondent also submitted that over 10,000 files are there in his office and the same are not duly maintained.  



With the mutual understanding between the parties, it has been decided that on 10.08.2011, the complainant shall visit the office of respondent situated at SCO No. 60-61, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh at 12.00 Noon and get in touch with Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO to examine the records and identify the document(s) required by him.



In the hearing dated 26.05.2011, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO was directed to appear personally in today’s hearing.  However, the directions of the Commission have not been followed.
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It seems that Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO shall is taking the directions of the Commission lightly.  PIO shall appear personally in the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur Saroya, Sr. Legal Advisor,

House no. 681,

Sector-68,




Mohali   







             …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,


Punjab School Education Board,


SAS Nagar, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,


Punjab School Education Board,


SAS Nagar, Mohali





       …Respondents

AC- 354/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur Saroya in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Gulshan Arora, Sr. Asstt. (99150-83667) and Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. (98883-71100)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: 

“After hearing both the parties, this court of the view that the number of pages to be provided towards information sought, were communicated to the appellant after about three months of the original application.   Since the amount of fee demanded is not a meager one, the appellant was justified in seeking inspection of the records to be able to specify her requirement and make the payment of the charges accordingly. 

Therefore, it is directed that the appellant shall visit the respondent on Tuesday, the 31st May, 2011 at 11.00 AM for the said inspection and the respondent shall make the records available to her and extend the necessary cooperation.    Thereafter, the appellant shall indicate her requirement to the respondent.” 



Appellant states that as per directions of the Hon’ble Commission she visited the office of respondent on 31.05.2011 and inspected the documents from 3 PM to 5 PM.  She further stated that approx. 40,000 pages are to be perused and hence she sought more time and the respondent told her to visit them again on June 24, 27 and 28.  She stated that she was busy with her official work and could not go on these days and hence be given some other time.
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With the mutual consent of the parties, it has been agreed that the appellant shall visit the office of respondent from Monday, the 25th July, 2011 to Friday, the 29th July, 2011 for inspecting the records further.



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Dinesh Verma,

H. No. 270-D, B.R. S. Nagar,

Ludhiana-141009






         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller (East)

Ludhiana


 




         …Respondent
CC- 1603/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Swaran Singh, AFSO (99155-00914)



Vide application dated 21.02.2011, Sh. Dinesh Verma sought the following information: -

“Following information pertaining to December 2010 regarding Holidays in December 2010 and if any working was conducted on those holidays: -

1.
List of Holidays including Saturdays and Sundays for December 2010 in the office of DFSC Ludhiana (East)
;

2.
Was on any such holidays, the office of DFSC Ludhiana (East) open?  List of such days.

3.
What was the urgency for opening the office on those holidays and under whose authority the office was opened on those days?

4.
What work was done on holidays?

5.
Total no. of officers, inspectors, clerks and other staff present on those days, with their names and designations;

6.
Copy of attendance register of December, 2010.”



The present with the Commission has been filed on 31.05.2011 when no information was provided.



Respondent submits that the application for information was received in their office on 24.02.2011 and response was sent on 24.03.2011.  He further stated that certain discrepancies were pointed out by the complainant on 08.04.2011 and this information was also provided on 26.04.2011.   He also stated that discrepancies pointed out on 03.06.2011 were also removed vide their letter dated 30.06.2011.



I have gone through all the points of information and am of the view that complete information stands provided.  Sh. Swaran Singh is not aware as to
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how the information was mailed to the applicant-complainant.   He is directed to send one copy of the information to the complainant by registered post under intimation to the Commission.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(98888-65056)

Sh. Jaswant Singh

s/o Late Sh. Sardara Singh,

No. 2525, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh-160047






         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Addl. Superintending Engineer (Operation)

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

Kharar 







         …Respondent
CC- 1609/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jaswant Singh in person.
For the respondent: Er. Shiv Dayal Bawa, SDO, PSPCL Kurali (96461-10117)



Vide communication dated 25.04.2011, the respondent office at Ropar forwarded the original application of the complainant dated 18.04.2011 seeking information, to the Addl. Supdt. Engineer, Kharar along with enclosures, for providing the information sought, who provided the same vide letter dated 24.05.2011.   Terming the information provided as unsatisfactory, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 31.05.2011.  The applicant-complainant had sought the following information as per the format given, pertaining to various litigations pending between M/s Ruby Mushrooms & Canning Pvt. Ltd. and the respondent office: 

	S. No.
	Details of Civil/Consumer FOR A cases (Suit No.)
	Filed at 
	Amount paid / to be paid on a/c of TA/DA to your officials
	Amount paid / to be paid to advocates

	1
	CWP 1122/95
	Punjab & Haryana High Court
	Due
	Paid
	Yet to be paid
	Due
	Paid
	Yet to be paid

	2
	Civil Revision No 3887/98
	-do-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Complaint dated 18.02.1999
	CEI Patiala
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	119/99
	DCF Ropar
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	226/97 (Permanent Injunction Suit)
	Civil Court (SD) Ropar
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	65/97 (Contempt Suit)
	-do-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	1/2002 (Damages suit for Rs. 321 crore)
	-do-
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	8
	50/97 (Damages suit for Rs. 50 lacs)
	-do-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Appeal No. 3 of 1999
	Addl. Distt. Judge, Ropar
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Appeal filed by your office as well as b y the Co. in the year 1999-2000
	Principal Secretary, Power & Irrigation, Punjab
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Civil Revision No. 1704/2000
	Punjab & Haryana High Court
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	CWP 1177/2001 filed by your office
	Punjab & Haryana High Court
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13
	Appeal No. 27 of 2000 filed by your office
	Punjab State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14
	Appeal No. 40 of 2000 filed by the Co.
	-do-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15
	Revision Petition no. 1922/2003 filed by your office
	National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, New Delhi
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16
	Revision Petition no. 1347/2003 filed by  the Co. 
	-do-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17
	Misc. Application No. 31 dated 03.04.2006
	DCF Ropar, Later transferred to Mohali
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18
	EP dated 30.04.2009
	DCF Mohali
	
	
	
	
	
	

	19
	Appeal No. 1755/2010
	Punjab State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	326/97
	Civil Court (JD) Kharar
	
	
	
	
	
	

	21
	Tr. Application No. 12041-II of 2004
	Punjab & Haryana High Court
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22
	127/2009
	Addl. Distt. Judge, Mohali
	
	
	
	
	
	

	23
	Tr. Application dated 08.01.2011
	Distt. Judge, Ropar
	
	
	
	
	
	




Respondent Er. Shiv Dayal Bawa submitted a letter dated 24.05.2011 which is addressed to the complainant by the S.E. Operation Division, Kharar; and reads as under: -
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“The information sought is as under: -

1.
Details regarding payments made to advocates, as sought in Para No. 3 is annexed herewith.

2.
As regards the payment of TA / DA to the officials, it is informed that the matter is about 10-15 years old.  Many officials / officers were / are being transferred and the officials looking after the court cases are also transferred.   Therefore, this office is not in a position to provide this information.”



Sh. Jaswant Singh stated that in Para 5 of the complaint filed with the Commission, he had stated as under: -

“The information asked for is urgently required for filing of criminal cases against the persons who defied the law, involved in the conspiracy to linger on the case s by filing of false appeals etc. by the persons and advocates on false grounds and ruined the applicant which is evident from the various orders / judgments issued by various Hon’ble Courts as well as Consumer FORAS, at the cost of public money.”



He further submitted that no doubt the officials are subject to transfers, but the information sought is to be provided from the records and the records are very much available with the respondent office. 



It is observed that no provision of the RTI Act, 2005 has been quoted by the respondent and no arguments have been addressed as to why information is not being provided.  The contention of transfer of various officials from time to time is not accepted.  



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(98722-72019)

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

s/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

Block President,

All India Anti-Corruption Crime Bureau,

Moonak, Tehsl Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur






         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager

Pungrain,

Sangrur



 



         …Respondent
CC- 1594/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO, Sunam (98159-88467)



Vide application dated 31.03.2011, Sh. Mukhtiar Singh sought the following information: -

“Provide details of loading and unloading of various crops by different procurement agencies like PUNGRAIN, MARKFED, PUNSUP, Ware House, Punjab Agro and FCI including labour contracts, during the Rabi season 2011-12.”


He also sought various other points of information regarding the various labour and transport handling contractors.



It has been submitted that vide communication No. 1917 dated 06.04.2011, the respondent forwarded the request of the applicant to the District Manager, MARKFED, PUNSUP, Warehouse, Punjab Agro and F.C.I. Sangrur for providing the information related to them.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 31.05.2011 when no information was provided. 



Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO submitted that vide their letter dated 11.02.2011, the application of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh was transferred to the District Managers of MARKFED, PUNSUP, Warehouse, Punjab Agro and FCI.  It is surprising because the original application is dated 31.03.2011 and the said transfer effected on 11.02.2011 is, therefore, not accepted.
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It is pointed out that now it is the responsibility of the PIO, PUNGRAIN, Sangrur to procure the information from whichever source it is available and provide the same to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, complainant came present.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing.



As noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98141-69268)

Sh. Shivkaran Lal

s/o Sh. Kapur Chand,

House No. 21006, Street No. 2,

Power House Road,

Bathinda







       … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Bathinda.

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 




       …Respondents
CC- 1158/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt, o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab.

None on behalf of Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh. 

None from the Improvement Trust, Bathinda.



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“No one has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.

Public Information Officer, office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.

In the next hearing, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda as well as the PIO from the office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab, shall appear in person.”



Complainant is not present today.  However, a letter dated 20.06.2011 has been received from him wherein it is stated:  -

“Vide application dated 25.02.2011, I had sought information from the PIO, office of Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh the action taken on file no. 5/37/09/(5)-1-LG-2/656 (regarding allotment
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of surplus land under 49.5 Acre Scheme of the Improvement Trust, Bathinda) from 2009 till date.

That in the hearing dated 26.05.2011, my son had come present while no one appeared on behalf of the respondent.

By adjourning the matter to 19.07.2011, the Hon’ble Commission directed the respondent to provide the information within a fortnight.
That no information has so far been provided by the office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

I request you to kindly help me get the relevant information and the respondent be penalised for the delay.”



It is surprising that neither any one from the office of Director Local Govt. Punjab has appeared nor is any one present from the Improvement Trust, Bathinda.  


One last opportunity is granted to the PIO, office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a period of two weeks under intimation to the Commission.

 

In the next hearing, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda, shall also appear in person positively.



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh

# 2139, Sector 68,

Mohali.







         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Welfare Officer,

Jalandhar.

 




 
         …Respondent
CC- 1450/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, DWO, Jalandhar.



This complaint has been filed with the Commission on 16.05.2011 by Sh. Jaswinder Singh when no response was received to his application dated 02.04.2011 whereby he had sought the following information: 

“Year: 1992-93 - Provide a copy of the application submitted by Sh. Ram Lal son of Sh. Amar Chand Ravidasia, village Ramewal, PO Mahilpur, Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar for grant to carry out repairs of the katcha house damaged due to rains.  How much amount was granted to him? How was the payment made?”  



Sh. Rajinder Singh, District Welfare Officer submitted that the application was received in their office on 27.04.2011 and complete information has already been provided to the complainant vide their letter dated 25.05.2011 and after receipt of notice from the Hon’ble Commission, another copy was dispatched to him on 29.06.2011.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  Since the information is said to be provided on 25.05.2011 and no further communication from him has been received, it appears he is satisfied.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







      …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







       …..Respondent
CC- 1809/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, PIO (98159-33377)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present submits that complete information as available in their records has been already been provided to the complainant in the year 2010; however a copy of the same has again been sent vide their letter dated 24.05.2011.  A copy of the same has been submitted to the court. 



Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted. 

Discrepancies in the information, if any, be communication by the complainant to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission within 15-20 days.   Thereafter, the respondent is directed to remove the objections / discrepancies so communicated.”



Both the parties are present today.    Respondent submitted that complete information as per the original application has already been provided to Sh. Harish Bhagat.  However, in case he still needs any other clarification / information, he may visit their office and they would provide all the cooperation and information available with them.



Sh. Bhagat is agreeable on this.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 1810/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, PIO (98159-33377)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present submits that complete information as available in their records has been already been provided to the complainant in the year 2010; however a copy of the same has again been sent vide their letter dated 24.05.2011.  A copy of the same has been submitted to the court. 



Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted. 

Discrepancies in the information, if any, be communication by the complainant to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission within 15-20 days.   Thereafter, the respondent is directed to remove the objections / discrepancies so communicated.”



Both the parties are present today.    Respondent submitted that complete information as per the original application has already been provided to Sh. Harish Bhagat.  However, in case he still needs any other clarification / information, he may visit their office and they would provide all the cooperation and information available with them.



Sh. Bhagat is agreeable on this.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 1732/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, PIO (98159-33377)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present submits that complete information as available in their records has been already been provided to the complainant in the year 2010; however a copy of the same has again been sent vide their letter dated 24.05.2011.  A copy of the same has been submitted to the court. 



Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted. 

Discrepancies in the information, if any, be communication by the complainant to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission within 15-20 days.   Thereafter, the respondent is directed to remove the objections / discrepancies so communicated.”



Both the parties are present today.    Respondent submitted that complete information as per the original application has already been provided to Sh. Harish Bhagat.  However, in case he still needs any other clarification / information, he may visit their office and they would provide all the cooperation and information available with them.



Sh. Bhagat is agreeable on this.



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: 19.07.2011



State Information Commissioner
