STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kaka Singh,

S/o Shri Ujjagar Singh,








Village:  Jhueurheir, 

Tehsil & District: Mohali.





 
Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC - 3413/2009

Present:
Ms. Anjali Khosla, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ms. Anjali Khosla, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Complainant states   that requisite information/documents have been supplied to the Complainant and the Complainant is satisfied. She submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satnam Singh,

S/o Shri Tulsi Ram,

H.No. 42, Ward No. 6,

Mohalla Dlichi, Sirhind City,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Sahib.




 Respondent

CC - 1997/2009

Present:
Shri  Satnam Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that para-wise reply to the  application of the Complainant has been sent vide letter No. 10-11/;H;H$2010, dated 13.01.2010. He submits a copy of this letter to the Commission, which is taken on record. He further states that the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant. He submits that letter No. 320, dated 02.08.2007 sent by the Complainant has not been received in their office and requests that the case may be closed. 
3.

The Complainant states that in his address Ward No. 5 has been written instead of Ward N. 6, which may be corrected. 
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4.

The requisite information, as available on record of the Public Authority, has been supplied to the Complainant. Now he can approach the Court of Law for the redressal of his grievances, if any.

5.

The Complainant submits that he may be given compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 500/-( Five hundred only) is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information. The Respondent assures the Commission that  the payment of compensation amount  will be made to the Complainant today. 
6.

Since the requisite  information, as available on the record of the Public Authority,  stands provided and the Respondent has assured to make the payment of compensation amount to the Complainant today,  the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh,

H.No. B/XI/2868,

Anaz Mandi Road, Barnala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sarpanch,

Village: Miha Singh Wala(Near Alipur),

Tehsil: Zira, District: Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC - 3759 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Rachhpal Singh, Nambardar, husband of Smt. Lakhvir Kaur, Sarpanch and Shri Kashmir Singh, Panch,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rachhpal Singh states that there was a dispute between the son and daughter-in-law of Shri Sukhdev Singh, Complainant, which was amicably resolved in the Panchayat on 30.08.2009. He further states that after the settlement,  no written agreement was signed by both the parties and the Panchayat  and thus no agreement or documents in this regard is available on record of the Panchayat. He submits that the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S. K. Bhanot, Advocate,

# 218/2, Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Nawanshahr.




 Respondent

CC - 3435/2009

Present:
Shri  S. K. Bhanot,  Complainant, in person.
Shri  Jagroop Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.12.2009,  when it was directed that the PIO will file an affidavit on the next date of hearing i.e. today explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him  and to the effect that no other information is available in the domain of the Public Authority. 
2.

Accordingly, Shri Jagroop Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO places on record two affidavits alongwith requisite information,  which is available on record. He hands over requisite information to the Complainant.

3.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the PIO, through affidavits,  for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant. I am 
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convinced that the delay occurred  is procedural but not intentional. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. 
4.

Since the requisite  information, as available on record,  stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3656/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,    Complainant, in person.
Smt. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu filed an application with the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali on 10.03.2009 for seeking certain information. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.11.2009 after a period of 8 months, which was received in the Commission on 27.11.2009 against Diary No. 18970. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. Spl.1, dated 04.05.2009. The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete and is not as per his demand. After detailed deliberations it is directed that the PIO will 
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supply information to the Complainant as per his demand vide letter dated 10.03.2009 alongwith documents such as estimate, if any and copy of the MB Book etc. within a period of one month. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3657/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,    Complainant, in person.

Smt. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A perusal of the file reveals that the information demanded by the Complainant in this case relates to State Election Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh. Therefore, the instant case is dismissed/disposed of and the Complainant is directed to file a new application with the PIO of the office of State Election Commission Punjab. 
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3658/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,    Complainant, in person.

Smt. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. Spl.1, dated 19.03.2009. The Complainant states that the information, supplied to him, is incomplete and is not as per his demand vide letter dated 31.01.2009. 
3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the complete  information to the Complainant as per his application dated 31.01.2009, within a period of one month. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3659/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,    Complainant, in person.

Smt. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information regarding Resolution dated 10./10.2007 has been sent to the Complainant by registered post. The Complainant confirms that he has received this information. Regarding other Resolutions, the Respondent states that they are not available on record of the Panchayat and necessary action against the Panchayat Secretary has been taken. He hands over a copy of the action taken report to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence.
3.

Since the   information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3660/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,    Complainant, in person.

Smt. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that information has been supplied to the Complainant on 18.12.2009 by registered post. The Complainant confirms that he has received this information. He further states that the information, supplied to him, is incomplete and is not as per his demand. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will supply the complete information to the Complainant as per his application dated 30.01.2009 within a period of one month.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajneesh Madhok,

B XXX/63, Nehru Nagar, Street No. 2,

Railway Road, Phagwara – 144401.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Phagwara – 144401.



 Respondent

AC - 900 /2009

Present:
Shri Rajneesh Madhok, Appellant, in person.
Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Clerk-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2,

The case was last heard on 17.12.2009, when the directions were issued to the Appellant to visit the office of the PIO on 23.12.2009 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. 
3.

The Appellant states that he  inspected the record on 23.12.2009, 31.12.2009,  01.01.2010 and 08.01.2010 and identified the documents required by him. The Respondent states that the documents  identified by the Appellant on 23.12.2009, 31.12.2009 and 01.01.2010  were  supplied to him on each visit.  He hands over the documents, running into 33 sheets, to the Appellant identified by him on 08.01.2010.

4.

The Respondent states that the correspondence made by Deputy Director Jalandhar is not available in the domain of the Public Authority as the 
Contd….p/2

AC - 900 /2009



-2-

same has not been received in their office. He further states that a copy of the Rules and Regulations regarding covered area in Municipal Limits has also been supplied to the Appellant. He informs that notices have been issued to the owners of the houses who have made violations in the constructions of their buildings.

5.

In view of the submission made by the Appellant, it is directed that the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Phagwara may take a lenient view for the re-allotment  of plot to him as he has made all the necessary payments as per the demand of the Improvement Trust, Phagwara.
6.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Phagwara.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

Executive Officer, 
Improvement Trust, Phagwara.          


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh, 

General Secretary, Human Service Mission,

Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 3338 /2009

Present:
Shri Tejinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied and submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Khanna,

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 824/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Harbans Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harbans Singh, Senior Assistant, states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Appellant in the court today.
2.

The Appellant is not present. Therefore, it is directed that the information be sent to the Appellant by registered post today. He submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Respondent submits that the case may be closed. 
3.

A perusal of the information reveals that the information is as per the demand of the Appellant. 

4.

Since the information will be sent to the Appellant today by the Respondent,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. G. S. Gill,

13, Sant Avenue, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.








Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 864/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri Bhant Singh, Draftsman and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 6361/ATP/A, dated 11.01.2010 with a copy to the Commission. He submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. G. S. Gill,

13, Sant Avenue, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.








Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC - 865/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. MTP/62, dated 07.01.2010 by registered post with a copy to  the Commission. He submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikas Kumar s/o Sh. Agya Dass,

45-F, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Moga.






 Respondent

CC No. 3740 /2009

Present:
Shri Vikas Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagdeep Goyal, APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant.  One more copy of  Rent Demand and Collection register is also supplied to the complainant in the court today in my presence for the year ending 31st March i.e. 2009-2010.

3.

The complainant can approach the Court of Law for redressal of his grievance, if any.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh s/o Sh. Sawarn Singh,

Village: Bandala, Patti Jodhan,

Tehsil Philllaur, Distt. Jalandhar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC No. 3595 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harbans Singh, Assistant Engineer, Block Rurka, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.  Shri Harbans Singh, Assistant Engineer, Block Rurka states that the information has been supplied to Shri Jasvir Singh vide letter No. 1893, dated 31.12.2009 running into two sheets. The complainant might have received the information and he might be satisfied ;with the information supplied to him.

2.

The respondent pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangal Singh s/o Sh. Bhan Singh,

VPO: Jallupur Khera, Distt. Amritsar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC No. 3750 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Avtar Singh, VDO and Shri Raj Kumar, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. The respondent states that the information, as per the demand of the complainant, has been supplied on 08.01.2010 running into 207 pages. Shri Mangal Singh has signed in lieu of receipt of information on 08-01-2010.  Since the requisite information stands supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.



2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Sh. Kasham,

R/O Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar, 

Ferozepur City.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i)  Director, Rural Development

           & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

           Sector-62, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

      (ii) First Appellate Authority,

           Deputy Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

           Vikas Bhawan, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



 Respondent

AC No. 1030 /2009

Present:
Shri Bagga Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Budh Singh, Senior Assistant,o/o DRDP and Shri 



Charanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1828, dated 27.11.2009 through registered post.  The appellant states that he has not received the information till today. However, a set of information supplied to the commission, is handed over to the appellant in the court today. 

2.

It is directed that one more set of information duly legible/readable be supplied to the appellant through registered post immediately.











Contd..p/2

 AC No. 1030/09
 

 -2-

3.

It is directed that the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Guru HarSahai will send the one set of information through special messenger and the appellant will supply receipt to the messenger that he has received the information and is satisfied and the PIO will send receipt to the Commission that he is satisfied with the information supplied.  However, the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 11.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Sh. Kasham,

R/O Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar, 

Ferozepur City.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

           Ferozepur.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

      o/o DDPO, Ferozepur.










 Respondent

AC No. 1031 /2009

Present:
Shri Bagga Singh, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The appellant states that he has received the demanded information and is satisfied with the information supplied to him vide letter No. 4883-84, dated 10.12.2009.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Sh. Kasham,

R/O Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar, 

Ferozepur City.






     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  (i) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

           Ferozepur.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

      o/o DDPO, Ferozepur.




         Respondent
CC No. 1029 /2009

Present:
Shri Bagga Singh, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.  The appellant states that he has not received the information and directions be issued to the PIO of office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur to supply the requisite information.

2.

It is directed that the PIO of office of DDPO, Ferozepur will supply the requisite information within a period of 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.
Case is fixed for further hearing on 11.02.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No.  84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Sh. Kasham,

R/O Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar, 

Ferozepur City.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o   (i) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

           Ferozepur.

(ii)First Appellate Authority,

      o/o DDPO, Ferozepur.










 Respondent

AC No. 1028 /2009

Present:
Shir Bagga Singh, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent. The appellant states that he has not received the information till today and pleads that directions be issued to the PIO of office of DDPO, Ferozepur to supply the requisite information.

2.

It is directed that the PIO of office of District Development & Panchayat officer, Ferozepur will supply the requisite information relating to village Mauja Nidhana, Block Guru Harsahai within a period of 15 days.

3.

The appellant further states that he may also be compensated at the rate of Rs.1,000/- per visit as he has to come from Ferozepur to Chandigarh to attend the court.
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4.

The PIO is directed to submit his written arguments as to why the appellant may not be given compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and the case is fixed for further hearing on 11-02-2010 in Court No.1,SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar,

8-Arora Niwas, Daim Ganj, Amritsar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No. 2808 /2009
Present:
None is present from both the sides.
ORDER

1.

The APIO-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation,  Amritsar had supplied the information to Shri Raj Kumar Arora vide letter No. MTP/1472, dated 09.12.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  In the letter he has given brief history of site of (a) M/S Sharma Filling Station, Chamrang Road, Amritsar; and (b) M/S Ghumman Filling Station (B.R.Filling Station) opp. Khalsa College, GT Road, Amritsar stating that the site of M/s Sharma Filling Station falls in Town Development Scheme No. 46 of Improvement Trust, Amritsar, and that of M/s Ghumman Filling Station falls in Town Planning Scheme No. 35 of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. However, as per their record, the Petrol pump owners have not deposited the C.L.U. charges with the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar till date.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar Thapar,

394, Mota Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No.2815 /2009

Present:
None is present from both the sides.

ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that as per the directions of the commission in appeal cases No. 666 to 671 of 2009, the respondent has supplied some more documents pertaining to  Mota Singh Nagar, Jalandhar, as per the demand of the complainant.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Khanna,

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.







     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Director Local Govt. Punjab,


Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

               Director Local Govt. Punjab,


Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.










 Respondent

AC No. 893 /2009

Present:
Shri S.K.Bhanot, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.  Shri S.K.Bhanot, Advocate, on behalf of appellant submits a fax message in which the appellant has requested that he is not able to attend the court on 14.01.2010, therefore, the case may be adjourned and fresh date given for hearing.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 04.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2010


     
  State Information Commissioner
