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 Sarpanch, Village Panchayat,

Bhabiana, Tehsil: Phagwara,

District: Kapurthala.







 Respondent

AC -378/2009

Present:
Shri Rajneesh Madhok, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Rajneesh Madhok,  filed an application with Sarpanch for seeking certain information  but he refused to accept his application. Then he approached BDPO and the Police Department. With the interference of the Police Department the application was accepted by the Sarpanch and  was sent to the Panchayat Secretary to supply the requisite information. 
2.

The Panchayat Secretary issued a letter  to the Appellant on 06.04.2009 asking him  to deposit Rs. 1150/- as charges for  the documents to be supplied. On getting no information the Appellant filed an appeal with the First 
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Appellate Authority on 15.04.2009.   The  BDPO informed DDPO Kapurthala  that Appellant has been directed to deposit  Rs. 1150/- as charges for the documents but he has not deposited so far. After getting no response from the PIO as well as the  Appellate Authority he filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 29.05.2009. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
3.

The Respondent states that the information as per the demand of the Appellant is ready with him and he hands over the same to the Appellant in the Court today in our presence.  
4.

The Appellant states that the information has been delayed and action under Section 20(1) (2) may be taken against the PIO and he may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) for the detriment and loss suffered by him for not getting the information in time.

5.

It is directed that the Appellant will go through the information supplied to him today and will submit his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission  by 22.08.2009 and the PIO will send his response alongwith remaining information to the Appellant by 15.09.2009. 
6.

The Appellant makes a written submission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. He pleads that since the information has been delayed, penalty may be imposed upon the BDPO and 
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DDPO. 
7.

Accordingly, the BDPO and Panchayat Secretary are directed to be present, in person, on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information. 
8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anand Parkash Bhatia,

House No. 217, Sector-10, Panchkula

(Haryana). 







            Complainant




  


Vs

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




  Respondent




 CC No. 2393 / 2008
Present:
Flt. Lt.  Anand Parkash Bhatia,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-PIO and Shri Ashok Karkara, DCFA,  on behalf of Respondent.


ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 648, dated 05.08.2009 with a copy to the Commission. So far as a cheque of refund amount of  Rs. 1500/- is concerned, the DCFA states that they prepared a cheque of refund amount of Rs. 1500/- and as per prevalent practice   waited for 6 months for the Complainant to collect the cheque from their office.  As the Complainant did not collect the cheque and during Audit it was pointed out by the Audit Party  that the cheque is now time-barred,  it should be credited to account of the Improvement Trust. Accordingly, cheque was deposited in the account of the Improvement Trust.  
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3.

The Appellant pleads that since he has suffered a lot during this long period,   he may be compensated for the same and penalty may be imposed upon the PIO.

4.

We are of the opinion that since no willful delay or no malafide is proved on the part of the PIO , therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. There is no doubt that the Complainant has suffered a lot as he has attended 7 hearings in the Commission. Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 3500/-(Three thousand five hundred only) is awarded to the Complainant and this amount will be paid by the Public Authority to the Complainant through Bank Draft,  which will sent to him at the address given  in his application,  within a period of 15 days. 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order on 
03.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinderjit Singh Laddy,

GF-Tanki Wali Road,

South City, Ludhina. 






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer Irrigation,

Opposite Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC -1154 /2009
Present:
Shri Gurinderjit Singh Laddy, Complainant, in person. 


Shri  Rajinder Singh Saini, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

After detailed deliberations it is decided and directed that the PIO will send  an affidavit to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission, before the next date of hearing  to the effect that no earth/sand has been auctioned or sold and no filling has been made in the Colony namely Janpath Dreamzs, Canal Road, Ludhiana.
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order  on
01.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




Respondent

AC-410/2009(earlier CC- 940 /2009)

Present:
 Shri Saurabh Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant

Shri  Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP(D)-cum-APIO and Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP(C)-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, a Show-Cause Notice was issued to Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO on 23.06.2009 for imposing penalty upon him  for the delay in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. On 07.07.2009, Shri Vinod Sharda submitted an affidavit explaining reasons for delay.
2.

The Respondent states that complete up-to-date information with regard to encroachments has been supplied to the Appellant. 

3.

Accepting  the plea put forth by Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO through an affidavit on 7.7.2009 and keeping in view the
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 fact that during the pendency of the application for  information in the instant case more than one PIO were posted for small durations, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, a compensation of Rs. 1500/-(One thousand five hundred only) is awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him for obtaining the requisite information.  It is directed that amount of compensation will be paid by the Public Authority to the Appellant through a Bank Draft within a period of 15 days. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on
01.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat,

House No. 26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochar Market, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent
CC No. 522 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of 


Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is unable to attend  the proceedings today as he is busy in PGI to look after his ailing relative. He has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 
2.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 01.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Singh,

S/o Shri Chuhar Singh,

VPO: Bhawanipur, District: Kapurthala.




Complainant







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

Kapurthala.








 Respondent
CC - 1536 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri  Charanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Charanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 1120, dated 4.8.2009 and due receipt has been taken from him. On the office copy of the concerned  file of Department, the Complainant has submitted  as under:-



“ fwsh 06-03-09 dh doyk;s nB[;ko w[ezwb foekov e;{b gkfJnk “

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ujjagar Singh,

S/o Shri Harnam Singh, 

Village: Burj, Tehsil: Malerkotla, 

District: Sangrur.







Appellant






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

Malerkotla-II, District: Sangrur.





 Respondent

AC - 359/2009

Present:
Shri Ujjagar Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Paramjit Singh, BDPO Malerkotla-II and Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Ujjagar Singh filed an application with the PIO on 10.01.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 15.03.2008. On getting no response from the PIO as well as the First Appellate Authority,  he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 27.05.2009, which was received in the Commission on 03.06.2009 against Diary No. 8393.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

From the perusal of the file it transpires that the PIO and the First Appellate Authority have not bothered to take any  action for the last  18 months 
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with regard to supply the information to the Appellant. 
3.

The Complainant states that Shri Rajinder  Singh , Panchayat Secretary has taken his signatures as token of receipt of information but no 
information has been supplied to him. The Panchayat Secretary is asked to submit copy of the information if it has been supplied to the Appellant but he fails to submit the same, which proves that no information has been supplied to the Appellant.
4.

 Taking a serious view,  Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day (maximum of Rs. 25,000) be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information vis-a-vis for misleading the Commission and also as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him for obtaining the information during this long period of 18 months.  Shri Paramjit Singh, BDPO, Malerkotla-cum-Appellate Authority,  is also directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why action be not taken against him under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005 for not taking any action on the first appeal filed by  the Appellant. 
5.

The PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
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6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.9.2009 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 all  the parties





Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

CC:

1.
Shri Paramjit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat   

                                 Officer,  Malerkotla-II, District: Sangrur. 

2.
Shri Rajnder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village: BURJ, Tehsil: Malerkotla, District: Sangrur. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh, 

S/o Shri Surjit Singh,

Village: Reond Khurd, P.O. Reond Kalan,

Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa.





Complainant







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

Budhlada.








 Respondent

CC -1341/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent,  one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case.
2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa,

Qr. No. E-1, Municipal Colony,

Near Rose Garden, Bathinda.





Appellant






Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 373/2009
Present:
Shri  Sukhjant Singh Khalsa, Appellant, in person.


Shri  Lakhbir Trikha, Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa filed an application with the PIO on 29.12.2008  for seeking information regarding his dismissal from service from the post of Beldar.  On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 16.02.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 02.04.2009, which was received in the Commission on 25.04.2009 against Diary No. 6012. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Heard both the parties. 

3.

After detailed deliberations, it is directed that photo copies of complete personal file of the Appellant, duly authenticated, from the day he joined the Department till his  dismissal, be supplied to him within one month. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 

22.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

President,  Senior Citizen Society,

RAMAN - 151301,  District: Bathinda.




Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, RAMAN,

District: Bathinda.







 Respondent

AC - 374 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Ravi Kumar, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Ved Parkash Grover filed an application with the PIO on 28.01.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 05.03.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 28.04.2009, which was received in the Commission on 06.05.2009 against Diary No. 6700. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued  to both the parties for today.

2.

 The Respondent states that the requisite information as per the demand of the Appellant is ready.  He further states that they contacted the Appellant on telephone  on 04.08.2009 and asked him to collect the information 
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but he refused to accept the information saying that the same may be sent to the Commission.
3.

The Respondent submits the information to the Commission vide letter No. RTI/-09/151, dated 05.08.2009, which is taken on record. The Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant by registered post. He pleads that since the information will be sent to the Appellant by registered post  today, the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 06. 08. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Subhash Gupta s/o Sh.Amar Nath,


Mohalla Rampura, Dalhousie Road,

House No.277, Pathankot-145001

Distt.Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Pathankot,

Distt.Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No. 1391 /2009

Present:
Shri Subhash Gupta, complainant, in person.



Shri Sat Pal Singh, Assistant Trustee, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Subhash Gupta filed an application with the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Pathankot on 24.03.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.05.2009 which was received in Commission office on 30.05.2009 against diary No. 8018.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The complainant states that inspite of many visits to the office of Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Pathankot, the E.O. has not listened to him and has not even cared to meet him. He further states that no information has been supplied to him till today.  The respondent on behalf of PIO states that 
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the information is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant in the court. The information available with the respondent is supplied to the complainant in the court today in our presence.  It is directed that the complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will submit his response within two weeks to the PIO as well as to the Commission.  The complainant further states that action be taken against PIO for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days and penalty be imposed on him. He may also be compensated under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act,2005. 

3.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Parminder Singh-E.O.-cum-PIO) Improvement Trust, Pathankot, to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

He will submit affidavit in this regard why information has not been supplied within 30 days and he will attend the proceedings in person on the next 
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date of hearing along with the information as per the response to be made by the complainant.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03-09-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:06-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Krishan Kharbanda,

B-11-1597/1, Beri Ice Street,

Chowk Mata Rani, GT Road, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 1596 /2009

Present:
Shri Krishan Kharbanda, complainant, in person .



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Senior Assistant, Shri Gurmukh Singh, 


Clerk and Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, Law Officer, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information in the instant case has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. PIO/GLADA-2009/5232, dated 05.08.2009. The complainant states that the information supplied to him in the court today is incomplete and he will submit his comments to the Executive Officer-cum-PIO within 15 days i.e. by 23.08.2009 and PIO will attend to the observations keeping in view his application dated 10.04.2009 and if he  demands some new information, he may be directed to file a new application. If he wants clarifications/ documents in the instant case, the same may be supplied before the next date of hearing. 

3.

It is directed that Shri Jeet Ram PIO will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing with the action taken report on the application 
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of the complainant received by them against the unauthorized colony developed by M/S Janpath  Dreamz Colony, Rajgadh Estate, Ludhiana.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01-09-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:06-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tilak Raj Sharma s/o Sh. Sardari Lal,

House No. 38, Partap Nagar,

GT Road, Amritsar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1141 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Des Raj, ATP and Shri Aftab Bhatia, Clerk, on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the complainant.  The respondent brought to the notice of Commission that similar cases have already been disposed of by the Bench of Shri P.K.Grover and by the Bench of Shri PPS Gill.  In the instant case, the dispute is of the common wall of Shri Tilak Raj Sharma and Shri Charanjit Singh for which the dispute has been settled by both the parties in the presence of ADC, Amritsar on 26.02.2008.  Both the parties have signed the agreement and the agreement was executed and copy of the same was sent to both the parties. 

2.

In the instant case the respondent states that the information has been supplied and the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 










Contd…p/2

CC No. 1141 of 2009


-2-

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:06-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Roshanbir Singh,

R/O SCF No. 50, Kabir Park

Opposite Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 1346 /2009

Present:
Dr. Roshanbir Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sonu Mahendroo, ATP on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the complainant today in the court in our presence. As per the demand of the complainant, the information is complete to his satisfaction.  However, if the complainant wants any more information, he may file a new application with the PIO.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-







Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:06-08-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


                                           oki ;{uBk efw;B, gzikp.



d[ekBFewFdcso Bzl 84-85, ;?eNo 17F;h, uzvhrVQ

;qh oki e[wko g[Zso ;qh oZyk okw,

fgzvL ;wokbk, vkeykBk iBhnkb,

sfj;hb gmkBe'N, fibk r[odk;g[o





f;ekfJseosk





         pBkw

b'e ;{uBk nc;o,

dcso pbke ftek; s/ gzukfJs nc;o,

pfwnkb, fibk r[odk;g[o.






T[Zsodksk





f;ekfJs BzL 1377$2009

jkioL

;qh oki e[wko, f;ekfJseosk, fBih s"o s/.



;qh byftzdo f;zx, gzukfJs nc;o, T[Zsodksk tb'A.

j[ewL

1

fJ; e/; Bkb ;pzXs d't/A fXoK B{z ;[fDnk frnk. T[Zsodksk B/ e'oN B{z dZf;nk fe f;ekfJsFeosk tb'A fgzv ;wokbk, vkeykBk ifBnkb, fibk r[odk;g[o ;pzXh wzrh rJh ;{uBk fwsh 01-01-2006 s'A 28-02-2009 se fJzdok nktk; :'iBk nXhB gZe/ wekB pBkT[D, w[ozws eoB ns/ fgzv ftu cbZ;K ;pzXh t/ot/ ns/ fiBQK ftneshnK B{z rqKNK fdZshnK rJhnK jB, T[BQK d/ t/ot/ d/ fdZs/ jB.  ;kb 2006-07 ftu  nkoHe/HtkJhH ;ehw nXhB rohp b'eK B{z xoK ftu cbZ;K pBkT[D bJh fdZsh fJe bZy o[gJ/ dh rqKN dk t/otk BjhA fdZsk frnk feT[Afe T[j gzukfJs tb' pDkJhnK rJhnK ;B.  g[ZSFfrZS pknd gzukfJs nc;o, ;qh 
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byftzdo f;zx  B/ Go';k fdtkfJnk fe fJ; ;pzXh ;{uBk 20 nr;s, 2009 se f;ekfJsFeosk B{z d/ fdZsh ikt/rh. f;ekfJskFeosk dh ;fjwsh Bkb e/; pzd ehsk iKdk j? ns/ b'e ;{uBk nfXekoh B{z jdkfJs ehsh iKdh j? fe b'VhAdh ;{uBk f;ekfJsFeosk B{z 20 nr;s, 2009 se w[jZJhnk eotk fdZsh ikt/.
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    oki ;{uBk efw;Bo

;jh$-
;EkBL uzvhrVQ






  dopkok f;zx ekjb'A

fwshL 06-08-2009
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