        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rabinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC - 202 /2009
Present:
Shri  Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri A. S. Prabhakar, PCS, SDM Jalandhar-1-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The  brief history of the case is that Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant, filed two applications for seeking certain information, one with Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar(AC-35/2009) and second with Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar(AC-202/2009).  AC-35/2009 was entrusted to the Bench of the under-signed and AC-202/2009 was entrusted to the Bench of Hon’ble State  Information Commission Shri P. K. Verma.
2.

AC-202/2009 was heard by Shri P. K. Verma on 29.05.2009, 03.07.2009, 07.08.2009 and 04.09.2009. During hearing on 04.09.2009 the Appellant submitted in writing that a similar case AC-35/2009 is being heard by the Bench of S. Surinder Singh and the next date of hearing is 17.09.2009, 
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therefore, AC-202/2009 may be transferred to the Bench of S. Surinder Singh in the interest of justice as similar nature of information has been  demanded in both the cases from Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar. Accordingly, AC-202/2009 was transferred by C.I.C. vide order dated 09.09.2009 to the Bench of the under-signed and the hearing was fixed for 17.09.2009.

3.

AC-35/2009, which was being heard by the Bench of under-signed was fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 17.09.2009 and the orders having complied with by the PIO, the case was disposed of. However, the PIOs of the offices of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar were directed to attend the proceedings in AC-202/2009 on the next date of hearing i.e. 08.10.2009.
4.

During hearing on 08.10.2009,  none was present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar but  Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP was present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Jalandhar, who stated that the Appellant can inspect the files on any working day and after the inspection, requisite information will be supplied to him. As the information had already been delayed, it was directed that the information be supplied free of cost.
5.

In this case the Appellant has demanded following information vide 
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his application dated 29.09.2008:-
(1)
What action has been taken by Senior Superintendent of Police Jalandhar on the letter No. 937, dated 19.02.2004 sent by SDM Jalandhar.

(2)
What action hs been taken by DRAR Branch on the letter No. 938-939, dated 19.02.2004.

(3)
What action has been taken by Municipal Corporation Jalandhar on the letter No. 938-939 dated 19.02.2004.

6.

After hearing the case on 8.10.2009, the  case has been heard on 27.10.2009, 17.11.2009, 17.12.2009, 28.01.2010 and 11.02.2010. Besides, the Appellant has made his written submissions dated 11.02.2010 and 08.02.2010 to different officers with  a copy to the Commission for taking appropriate action against Shri Bhupinder Singh, the then SDM Jalandhar for imposing penalty upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying requisite information to him and for awarding compensation to him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005,  for the detriment and loss suffered by him in obtaining the information. 

7.

During hearing on 11.02.2010, Shri Surnder Singh Channa, District Revenue Officer, Jalandhar; Shri Harmesh Kumar,Trust Engineer and Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar were present. After hearing all the parties, it was determined  that S.D.M. Jalandhar-1 is the concerned Public

Contd…..p/4
AC - 202 /2009



-4-
 Authority, in the instant case, in whose jurisdiction the land in question falls and accordingly notice was issued to him to attend the proceedings in person, on the next date of hearing i.e. today,  alongwith requisite information.


8.

Accordingly, Shri A. S. Prabhakar, PCS, SDM Jalandhar-1-cum-PIO is present today alongwith his written submission in response to the submissions made by the Appellant  earlier.  He states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant on 05.10.2009, which has been received by him. He has attached a copy of the letter dated 05.10.2009 alongwith his written submission, which is taken on record. In the written submission he has requested that the delay occurred,  in the supply of information to the Appellant,  may be condoned as the Commission has issued notice to the SDM-cum-PIO to attend the proceedings in the instant case for the first time on 04.03.2009 whereas the  notices had been earlier issued to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, District Revenue Officer, Jalandhar, PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Jalandhar, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar and Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. In the written submission he has given reply to each and every point raised by the Appellant in his letter dated 11.02.2010. One copy of the written submission made by the SDM-cum-PIO is handed over to the Appellant.
9.

After going through the submissions made by all the parties, I arrive 
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at the conclusion that the concerned Public Authority in the instant case is SDM Jalandhar-1,  though the notices had already been issued to  PIO/DC Jalandhar, PIO/Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and PIO/Improvement Trust Jalandhar etc. Now, Shri A. S. Prabhakar, PCS, SDM-cum-PIO is present and has supplied the requisite information to the Appellant vide letter dated 05.10.2009. The other information relating to Municipal Corporation Jalandhar has already been supplied to the Appellant by MTP. 
10.

The Appellant states that inspite of the stay ordered by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, the land has been encroached upon by Shri Bakshi Ram S/o Shri Relu Ram and buildings have been constructed by him on this land. The Appellant submits copies of judgements issued by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and SLA dismissed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. The judgements given by the Hon’ble Courts are in favour of the Government. 
11.

 Shri A.S. Prabhakar, PCS, SDM Jalandhar-1-cum-PIO, who is present today in the court,  is directed to take necessary action as per the judgement of  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in RSA No. 1780/1987 pronounced on 04.07.2008 and in SLA No. 19604/2008 dismissed by  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India on 18.08.2008. These  cases  have been decided in favour  of  the  Government  and  he  should  take  necessary  steps  to 
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remove  the  encroachment  from  the  government land as per law. 
12.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the PIOs of different Departments have blamed each other for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant.  In fact the concerned Public Authority could not be determined earlier. Therefore,  no single PIO can be held responsible for the delay in the supply of information and thus no penalty is imposed upon any  PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Appellant. 
13.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
14.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to take action as per the orders of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLA No. 19604/2008 issued on 18.08.2008. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
The Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.
   
2.
Shri A. S. Prabhakar, PCS, Sub-Divisional Magistrate-cum-PIO, Jalandhar-1, Jalandhar.                   


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maan Singh Chawla,

B2/C-44/B, Janakpuri, New Delhi – 110058.



Appellant







          Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o President, 

Madanpur Cooperative House Building Society,

Kharar, District: Mohali.






 Respondent
AC - 01/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.    
Shri  Hardev Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Society, Shri Ramesh  Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Shri Jagdish Singh, Inspector and Shri Shri Amrik Singh, Clerk, office of Assistant Registrar, Mohali, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from Smt. Manmohan Kaur Chawla, mother of Shri Maan Singh Chawla, Appellant, intimating the Commission that her son Shri Maan Singh Chawla will not be able to attend the court on 04.03.2010 as he has gone to Thailand and will be back in the second week of March, 2010.
2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent has brought original record for the perusal by the Commission. After going through the original record, I am satisfied that the information supplied to the Appellant is as per the demand of the Appellant and nothing more is available in the record. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mahesh Kumar,

H.No. 8, Gali No. 5,

Ferozepur Cantt. – 152001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,
Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 49/2010
Present:
Shri Mahesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.


Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the  Assistant Registrar Education vide letter dated 25.02.2010 has clarified that two appeals filed by the Complainant dated 05.07.2006 and 28.07.2006 have been decided and the order has been issued on 03.05.2007, a copy of which has already been supplied to the Complainant. However, she hands over one more copy alongwith a copy of the letter dated 25.02.2010 to the Complainant in my presence. 
3.

Since the requisite  information and clarification stand provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                       
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat,Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 1166 /2009
Present:
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri V. K. Sandhir, Counsel of M.C. Amritsar, Shri Jatinder Mohan, Steno-cum-APIO, M.C. Amritsar and Shri Manjit Singh, Superintendent, M.C. Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Requisite information relating to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and Municipal Corporation, Patiala is supplied to the Complainant in the court today in my presence.

3.

Since the requisite 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: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Kumar,

S/o Shri Munshi Ram,

H.No. 930, Gali No. 1,

Near Bhai Pinder Di Kothi, Muktsar.




Complainant







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

Muktsar.








 Respondent

CC - 279/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Shishpal Singh, Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and due receipt has been taken from the Complainant. He submits a copy of the receipt, 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: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jeet Singh,

# 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk, Bathinda – 151001.



Complainant







       Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 229/2010

Present:
Shri Sukhwinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Paramjit Singh, ATP, Incharge  LAC Branch, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Sukhwinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the Complainant, states that the information supplied to the complainant by the PIO vide letter No. 3577, dated 09.12.2009 is not as per his demand made  vide application dated 26.10.2009. 
2.

Shri Paramjit Singh, ATP, states that the information demanded by the Complainant on 20 points relate to different branches. He further states that information on Points No. 12, 13 and 20 relates to him, which has already been supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

Accordingly, Shri Mohinder Kataria, Accountant-cum-PIO is 
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directed to  attend the proceedings in person  on the next date of hearing and supply  the remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The Complainant states that no intimation/notice has been received by the owners of the plots for enhancement of the price  of plots in the said scheme. He further states that it comes to their notice when they visit the office of Improvement Trust Bathinda for getting the Plans sanctioned and for getting water and electricity connections. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to produce proof of sending intimation/notice to the allottees in connection with enhancement of price of the plots, on the next date of hearing 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manish Saini, 

S/o Shri Jagdish Raj Saini,

21-A, New Gobind Nagar, 

Sodal Road, Jalandhar.






Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 73 /2010

Present:
Shri Manish Saini, Appellant.  in person.
Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant states that the PIO has sent him information vide two letters dated 07.02.2008 and dated 12.10.2009, which is contrary to each other. 
2.

The Respondent states that he has recently joined the office of Improvement Trust Jalandhar after his transfer from Ludhiana. He requests that the case may be adjourned and assures that the requisite information will be supplied to the Appellant as per his demand dated 19.05.2009. 

3.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 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: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdit Singh,

Village: Gosla, P.O. Seehomajra,

District: Ropar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  The President, 

Dulchi Majra Cooperative Agricultural 

Service Society, Ropar.





 Respondent

CC - 277/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Charan Singh, President; Shri Sukhjinder Pal Singh, Secretary; Shri Charan Singh, Committee Member and Shri Jagjit Singh, Committee Member,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The demand of the Complainant is discussed point-wise in detail  today in the court. 
2.

Shri Charan Singh, President, assures the Commission that the information as per discussion held today in the court, will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days.

3.

The case is fixed confirmation of compliance of orders  on
25.03.2010 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: 04. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                   
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate,

House No. 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 343 /2009

Present:
Shri H.C.Arora, appellant, in person.



Shri V.K.Sharda, Superintendent, Shri Rajinder Singh, 



Superintendent, Shri Gurmeet Chauhan, Assistant and Shri 


Purshotam Kumar, HC, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the information running into 60 sheets is supplied to the appellant in the court today in my presence vide Memo No. 561-RTI-1, dated 02.03.2010.

2.

The appellant, Shri H.C.Arora, states that he wants to study the information supplied to him today and the case may be adjourned for one day. Accordingly, the case is fixed for final hearing on 05.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in office room No. 4, 2nd floor, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind- 140406,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2766 /2009

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant, in person.



Shri Charanjeet Singh, Executive Officer, MC, Sirhind, Shri 


Kuleep Singh, Senior Assistant from office of Director, Local  


Govt,  and Shri Jaswinder Singh, inspector, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind is present in the court and states that the cheque issued by his office has been got corrected and has been handed over to the complainant. The complainant confirms the receipt of revised/ corrected cheque.

3.

With regard to the information relating to para No. 7 and 8, Shri Kuldeep Singh, on behalf of Director, Local Govt. states that a reference has been made to all the Branches of the directorate to trace out the concerned file relating to Municipal Council, Sirhind. As and when the file is traced, the information will be supplied to the complainant, otherwise, an FIR will be lodged with the police as per directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing. 
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4.

In so far as the information relating to para No. 14 is concerned, the respondent states that as per the report of the Executive Officer, MC, Sirhind, inquiry is being conducted for the following works :-


(1)
go;{ okw, pqkjwD wkiok, ;ofjzd.


(2)
noE fcfbzr nkB eZuk o'v, MhVh ;kfjp, pjkd[orVQ.


(3)
efwT{fBNh ;?ANo, ;ofjzd ;jo.


(4)
;w;/o n?tfBT{ eb'Bh.


(5)
d[;fjok rokT{Av, ;ofjzd ;fjo Bidhe ;Ve dh T[;koh ;pzXh.

As per knowledge of the E.O, no other works done by other contractors have been checked by him. 

5.

As the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Address: Kahlon Villa, opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-1441008.



      Apellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 931 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, an affidavit has been given by the PIO, Shri Karanvir Singh.  However, one line has been  added by Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO stating that :-


         “ j'o e'Jh ;{uBk T[gbpX BjhA j?. “

2.

It is directed that a copy of the affidavit be supplied to the appellant.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Usha Arora,

C-85, New Cantt. Road,

Faridkot.







      Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 80 /2010

Present:
Shri Ajay Kumar, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard.

2.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that there are four applications filed by the following persons :-


(i)
Ms.Usha Arora;


(ii)
Ms. Shivani d/o Sh.Sham Sunder;


(iii)
Shri Nand Lal; and


(iv)
Shri Sham Sunder. 

nd the appellant has also attached some lists received from the public authority.

3.

Ld. Counsel, on behalf of appellant, states that the case may be adjourned so that he could get first-hand information from the appellant and case be argued properly.

4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Om Parkash Bhatia,

c/o Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

H.No. 159,opp.Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar City.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3817 /2010

Present:
Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on  behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant makes a submission of observations to the information supplied to him through post. 

3.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied to him and wants to inspect the file relating to plot No. 93-G.

4.

 It is directed that the complainant will visit the office of PIO on 17th March, 2010 at 11.00 AM.  The PIO will produce the original file relating to plot No. 93-G to the complainant in his office. After identification, the requisite information, if available, be supplied to the complainant there and then.  It is also directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO will bring the original file of the said plot for the perusal of Commission.

5.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 in Court No. 1,  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
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6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana with the direction that he will make arrangements for the inspection of the file by the complainant on the said date and time.

 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Shri Karanvir Singh-Accountant-cum-PIO, office of 




Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Sh.Surjit singh,

Village: Gosalan,PO: Sehonmajra,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Audit Officer, Cooperative Societies,

Ropar.








 Respondent

CC No. 278 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Surjit Singh, Senior Auditor, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record, a receipt obtained from the complainant, Shri Gurcharan Singh, in which he has stated that he has received the information and the case may be filed.

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:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh,

House No. 2
A, Income Tax Colony,

Chhotti Baradari, Patiala.





      Apellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.






 Respondent

AC No. 81 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Ms. Raminder Butter, Deputy Director, headquarter-cum-Nodal 


Officer, RTI, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, vide his application dated 03.03.2010, received in the Commission office against diary No. 3538,  states that he is not in a position to attend the court proceedings  on 04.03.2010 and pleads that some other date be given.

2.

Respondent on behalf of PIO states that the information has been supplied to the appellant through registered post.  As the appellant has requested for adjournment of case,  accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 18.03.2010 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:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Sharma, Office Secretary,

The Anti corruption Federation of India,

H.O.1702/1, Link Road, near Cheema Park,

Ludhiana-141003.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No. 255  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer-cum-PIO, PUDA, 



Shri Gulshan Kumar, Superintendent, Shri Rajinder Kumar, 


superintendent and Shri Sher Singh, Senior Assistant and 


Ms.Kusum Bhatia, Senior Assistant on behalf of PIO, 



GMADA, on 
behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard.

2.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that Shri Rajesh Sharma, office Secretary has sent a copy of the letter addressed to the ACA, Headquarter, ACA,Policy-cum-Appellant Authority under RTI Act, GMADA, Mohali. The registry should have awaited for the result of the first appeal of the complainant filed with the first appellate authority and he should have asked the complainant to address a second appeal to the Commission. As the complainant has not filed the second appeal with the Commission and the case is pre-mature, therefore, the case is dismissed.  He should approach the commission afresh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balraj Kharb,

House No. 315, Sector-14, Rohtak-124001.


      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.           





 Respondent

AC No. 83 /2010

Present:
Shri Balraj Kharb, appellant, in person.



Shri Sher Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On the perusal of the complaint of the complainant, it reveals that he has received some information written in Punjabi language. He requests that the information be supplied to him either in Hindi or in English. Respondent states that as per the Punjab Government rules, the documents, as available, have been supplied to him in Punjabi and in English. 

3.

The respondent states that the information, as is available on the domain of Government/GMADA will be supplied to the complainant. The information relating to para No. 4 concerns the office of Chief Town Planner, Punjab and the same will be transferred to that department for supplying the requisite information.  Information relating to  para No. 11 regarding development works in front of plots No. 859, 861 and 863 will be supplied after getting the same from the Engineering Wing of the GMADA within a period of ten days. .

4.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 25.03.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00  AM.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner

