STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Parkash Khanna,

H.No. 1123, R. B. Sain Dass Road,

Dhab Khatikan, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2429/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri   Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that initially some information was supplied to the Complainant on 20.07.2009 and subsequently,  the case was decided by the First Appellate Authority on 10.09.2009  when he directed that if some violations have been committed by the Constructor then the information regarding action taken against the Constructor should be given to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. He further states that as per the directions of the First Appellate Authority, the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. RTI/1094, dated 14.10.2009 stating that Notice has been served upon the Constructor under Sections 169(1) and 270(1) of Punjab Municipal Corporation Act, 1976. 
2.

Since the requisite  information stands provided to the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harjit Singh,

Plot No. 93, Kapoor Nagar,

Gali No. 2, Sultanwind Road,

Bazar Druma Wala, Amritsar.





Appellant






Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 595 /2009

Present:
Shri  Harjit Singh,  Appellant,  in person and Shri Naval Kishore Chopra on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Harjit Singh filed an application dated nil  with the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, which was received in the office on 12.05.2009 against Diary No. 1025. On getting no information he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 18.06.2009. The First Appellate Authority decided the case on 30.06.2009 and the orders were sent to the Appellant vide letter No. SA/50, dated 09.07.2009, in which it had been directed that PIO-cum-MTP would  supply the information,  as permissible under Rules, to the Appellant,  within a period of 20 days  from the receipt of the orders. The PIO  supplied the information to the Appellant  as per the orders of the First Appellate Authority.  Not satisfied with the orders of the First Appellate Authority, the 
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Appellant filed second appeal dated nil  with the Commission, which was received in the Commission on 25.08.2009 against Diary No. 13356. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties  for today.
2.

Shri Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector,  states that reply was sent to the Appellant vide letter No. MTP-797, dated 07.08.2009 stating that the information demanded by him relates to third party and therefore cannot be supplied without the consent of the third party. 
3.

The Appellant places on record photographs of the House No. 94 which is  adjacent to the  house No. 93 belonging to the Appellant. The photographs clearly show that rain water pipes and waste water pipes in the walls open towards House No. 93  and consequently in rainy season water falls  towards the house of the Appellant, causing them inconvenience.  
4.

It is directed that the concerned Building Inspector will take immediate necessary action to plug the open pipes so that building of the Appellant could be saved from damage.

5.

The Appellant states that he got the plan of his house passed by the MTP of Municipal Corporation Amritsar  on 31.10.2000 after deposing development charges, submission fees and Go Dhani charges.  He further states that Plan of House No. 94 has not been passed by MTP of M. C. Amritsar.

6.

Accordingly, it is directed that PIO or APIO of the office of Municipal
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 Corporation, Amritsar will bring original files of Plots No. 92, 94 and 96 in which Plans have been passed and the necessary charges have been deposited with  M. C. Amritsar.  He will also bring the files containing noting and correspondence 
made between M.C. Amritsar and the owners of Plots No. 92, 94 and 96.  It is also directed that photo copy of lay-out Plan of Plot No. 94 alongwith Zonal Planning and DPC level approved by Municipal Corporation Amritsar be supplied to the Appellant.
7.

The Respondent states that the PIO has been transferred and Shri Shakti Sagar Bhatia , MTP is APIO. It is directed that Shri Shakti Sagar Bhatia, APIO, will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith original record and will supply requisite information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-11-2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri A. K. Prabhakar, Engineer-in-Chief-cum-Chief Vigilance Officer-PIO  and Shri Rajinder Rai, Vigilance officer,   of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant  intimating the Commission that he is not in a position to attend the hearing today  as he is busy in two important cases in a court at Ludhiana,  which are on argument stage. He has further intimated that the information supplied is quite deficient . In the last he has requested that the case may be heard in his absence for this time and the Respondent PIO may be asked to explain his position and supply the information. 
2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri A. K. Prabhakar, Engineer-in-Chief-cum-Chief Vigilance Officer-cum-PIO is present 
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today and states that information as available on  record, has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. lCVO-09/377, dated 17.04.2009 including reports of the samples.  Regarding issuance of chargesheets to the concerned officers/officials under Rule 8 of the Punishment and Appeal Rules, he states that case has been sent to Principal Secretary Local Government for approval  and chargesheets will be issued as and when these are received  back after the approval by  the competent  authority. He assures that after the issuance of 
chargesheets, copies of the chargesheets will be supplied to the Complainant as per his demand. 
3.

Shri Prabhakar further states that this case has been transferred to him by the Government and requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by him within 17 days from the date of receipt of the case  in his office. He pleads that since there is no delay on his part, no penalty may be imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and no compensation may be awarded to the Complainant. 

4.

I accept the plea put forth by  Shri Prabhakar. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensations is ordered to be awarded to the Complainant.
5.

It is directed that after the issuance of chargesheets to the concerned officers/officials, copies of chargesheets be supplied to the 
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Complainant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.
6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance  on 17.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh,

20 Friends Colony, Model Gram, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Executive Officer, 

Improvement
 Trust, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 1863 /2009

Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka, Advicate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Subhash Gupta, A.T.E. ,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 25.09.2009,  when it was directed that the remaining information on  the basis of deliberations held in the court, be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. The Complainant was directed to file new applications  with the concerned Public Authorities for getting; information relating to Revenue Department  and Water Supply & Sewerage Board.
2.

The Respondent states that remaining information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Complainant agrees that he will file fresh applications with the concerned Public Authorities for obtaining information relating to Revenue Department and Water Supply & Sewerage Board. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/0 Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter,

3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Shiromini Gurudwara Prabhandhak Committee,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

AC - 183 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Simarjeet Singh, General Attorney-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.09.2009, when the Respondent was directed to provide information to the Appellant within 15 days from the date of receipt of the order and the case was fixed for confirmation of compliance for  today.
2.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 338 pages, is ready with him for supply to the Appellant today in the  court.

3.

The Appellant is not present today. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant by Speed Post at the address given in his application. The Respondent assures that the information will be sent to the Appellant  from his office at Amritsar tomorrow. 
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4.

The Respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that Appellant has given  a statement in the Press alongwith copy of the orders of the Commission dated 14.9.2009  and  his photograph, which has been published in Rozana Spokesman Chandigarh dated 8th October, 2009.  The SGPC has not appreciated this action of the Appellant as the case is still  being heard by the Commission and it has been fixed for 15.10.2009 for the confirmation of compliance of orders dated 14.9.2009. The Appellant should have waited for final orders of the Commission before going to the Press. 
5.

Accordingly, it is directed that  the Appellant/Complainant should restrain himself/herself  from going to the Press when the case is still pending in the Commission.
6.

The Respondent assures the Commission that the information will be sent to the Appellant on 16.10.2009 and pleads that the case may be closed.

7.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 306 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri  Jaswant Singh, Superintendent and Shri Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A letter through fax   has been received from the Appellant in which he has submitted as under:-
(1)
That this Commission had directed the respondent to transfer the application to the Municipal Corporations of Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala with a direction to supply the information within two months. The Appellant has neither received any communication regarding the transfer of application nor has received any information from any of the aforesaid municipal corporations though a period of more than 3 months has elapsed. The respondent may please be directed to provide the information immediately. 

(2)
That the respondent had provided the Town Improvement (Utilization of land and Allotment of Plots) Rules, 1983 in response 
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to Para 5(c)(I) of the application. There are so many 
 unauthenticated cuttings in these rules that it is not possible to comprehend the actual rules that prevailed from time to time. In case, any changes were made in the rules, the respondent should have provided the notifications issued in this regard. Further, the aforesaid rules do not deal with allotment of plots without open invitation to others.

(3)
That this Commission may please take action on the other prayers made by the Appellant, as reflected in Para 5 to 7 of the Order dated 09.07.2009.

(4)
That the next date of hearing may please be fixed on 10.11.2009.

A copy of the fax message is handed over to the Respondent in the Court today in my presence to supply requisite information to the Appellant in the light of observations made by him. 
2.

The Respondent-PIO is directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 09.07.2009. Principal Secretary Local Government may take necessary action in view of the orders of the Commission dated 09.07.2009 contained in Para 7. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, Mini Secretariat   

                     Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.          
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain, 

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2500 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri K.S.Kahlon, the then PIO-cum-Legal Adviser, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for confirmation of the compliance of orders dated 05.05.2009.  Shri Devender Singh, former Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, now Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Ludhiana, has made a submission  vide letter dated 13.10.2009 that he is going to file a Civil Writ Petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh and pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. He has further stated in his written submission that he will either produce the order of the court or report compliance of the orders on the next date of hearing.

 2.

Similarly, Shri K.S.Kahlon, legal adviser, also made a submission from himself and from the present PIO that the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana 

Contd…p/2

CC 2500 of 2008


-2-

has decided to challenge the orders of the Commission dated 05.05.2009 in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh. He also pleads that the  case may be adjourned at least for two months.

3.

Keeping in view the written submissions made by present PIO and the then PIO, the case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation of the compliance of orders on 22.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  They will either produce the orders of the Hon’ble High Court or will comply with the orders of the Commission dated 05.05.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain, 

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Minister, Punjab, 2nd floor,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC No. 303 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harinderpal Singh, Under Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Baljit 


Singh, Superintendent, Shri G.D.Gogna and Shri Gursharan 


Singh Sodhi, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from Shri Hitendar Jain, appellant, in the commission on 15.10.2009 against diary No. 16366 in which he has pleaded that the case may be postponed to some other date.

2.

The case was last heard on 09.07.2009 and fixed for hearing on 13.10.2009, but was adjourned to 15.10.2009 due to administrative grounds.  The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 3/376/08-CMO/GA7/1975, dated 20.09.2009 running into 26 pages in which the information relating to 274  cases of Chief Minister’s Relief Fund for the period from 01.04.2006 to 20.09.2006 and the PIO of office of Chief 
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Minister vide letter No. 3/376/08-CMO/GA7/ 1982, dated 22.09.2009  has supplied one copy of the information to the Commission. The PIO also pleads that :-


“ fJE/ fJj th p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe gqkoEh tb'A wzrh rJh w[ezwb ;{uBk 
pj[s ft;Eko- g{ote j'D eoe/ gpfbe nEkoNh dk pj[s ;'wk ns/ ;wK 
brDk j?. fJ; bJh wkB:'r efw;B B{z p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe T[j ngD/ 
j[ew foftT{ eoB dh y/ub eoB fe gqkoEh B{z i/eo fe;/ yk; ftnesh pko/ 
e'Jh ;g?f;fce ;{uBk b'VhAdh j? sK T[j T[; B{z dZ;D sK i' T[j ;{uBk T[; B{z 
G/ih ik ;e/.   “
3.

During arguments, Shri Harinderpal Singh, Under Secretary - cum –APIO pleads that the information being lengthy, the appellant may be directed to inspect the record and ask for any specific information under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act.

4.

It is directed that Shri Hitendar Jain, appellant may inspect the record relating to the Chief Minister’s Relief Fund on any working day or he may fix time with the PIO/ APIO of office of Chief Minister on the following phones :-


(i)
Shri Major Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Room No. 32, 2nd 


floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. (Phone No. 0172- 2742766).


(ii)
Shri Harinderpal Singh, Under Secretary-cum-APIO, Room No.32, 
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2nd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. (Phone No. 0172-2742478); and


(iii)
Shri Baljit Singh, Superintendent, General Section, room No. 20, 


2nd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. (Phone No. 2742546)

On any working day from 9.00 AM to 5.00 PM.  The respondent states that they will be happy if he can inspect the record in their office on any working day.  He further states that as and when Shri Hitendar Jain desires to visit the office, along with any assistant, if any, he may intimate the date and time so that necessary entry pass to the office of Chief Minister may be got prepared in time in order to save any inconvenience to the appellant. The respondent made a submission of the information relating to para 4(1)(b) relating to the office of Chief Minister and one copy has been sent to the Deputy General Manager, Information and Technology, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh for up-dating the information as per RTI Act on the web site.

5.

It is directed that Shri Hitendar Jain will meet the above-mentioned officers for the inspection of the record.  It is also directed that the PIO/ APIO of office of Chief Minister will keep the record ready for inspection whenever the appellant writes for the inspection. The contact numbers of the above mentioned officers have been written in the order.  The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 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.


















Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

r/o Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2422 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 09.10.2009 and he produces a receipt in the Court in which the information has been received by Shri Tejinder Singh. However, the complainant was contacted on phone and he confirms that he has received the information.
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:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

r/o Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2421 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 77 with a copy to the Commission on 6.10.2009.  As the complainant is not present, he was contacted on phone, and he confirms that he has received the information and pleads 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:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

r/o Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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










 Respondent

CC No. 2414 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 09.10.2009. As the complainant is not present in the Court, he was contacted on phone and he confirms that he has received the information and pleads 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:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

r/o Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2423 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 09.10.2009. As the complainant is not present in the Court, he was contacted on phone and he confirms that he has received the information and pleads 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:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

 Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

r/o Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.




   








      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2424 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 18.08.2009. As the complainant is not present in the Court, he was contacted on phone and he confirms that he has received the information and pleads 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:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardari Lal s/o Sh. Ghasita Ram,

House No. 3W.No.4, Parbodh Chander nagar,

GT Road, Gurdaspur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,  Central Works Division,

PWD (B&R), Pathankot, distt. Gurdaspur.



Respondent

MR No.41  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present from complainant as well respondent side.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 25.06.2009, respondent might have supplied the requisite information to the complainant.  Since the complainant is not present for the second time, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dalbir Singh s/o Sh. Hazara Singh,

Village: Thatha Daler Singh, Zira,

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, PSEB,

Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.






 Respondent

CC No. 2443 /2009

Present:
Shri Dalbir Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri B.S.Lubana, Senior Xen, PSEB, Zira, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Dalbir Singh filed an application with the PIO- XEN, PSEB, Zira dated nil which was received in the office of PIO on 22.06.2009 along with Indian Postal Order of Rs.20/-.  In the application,  he has  complained  that Shri Suresh Kumar Bali, Junior Engineer, PSEB, Zira has taken Rs.25,000/- from him for getting the connection released immediately. However, no receipt has been given to him. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.08.2009.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

  Shri B.S.Lubana, Senior XEN, PSEB, Zira-cum-PIO states that a    
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Copy of the detailed estimate was sent to Shri Dalbir Singh, complainant vide memo No. 8855, dated 30.07.2009. The estimate has been passed for Rs.47,250/-.

3.

Shri BS Lubana, Sr.XEN states that the complainant has objected to install the pole in his land due to which the connection could not be released immediately.  After having detailed discussion with the complainant, and after his consent to install the pole in his land, the connection was released in the month of June, 2009.  So far as the question of receipt of money taken by the Junior Engineer is concerned, there is no record. Moreover the work has been completed free of cost and no funds were demanded from the complainant for the shifting of line for his tubewell connection.  He pleads that since the requisite information along with a copy of the estimate stands supplied to the complainant  and connection has also been released, the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balkar Singh Sidhu s/o Sh.Jagdev Singh,

Sidhwan Bet near Primary School,

Distt. Ludhiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Sidhwan Bet, Distt. Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No. 2842 /2008

Present:

None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Jatinder Singh, DDPO-APIO, o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Teja Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 12.08.2009 and his signatures have been taken on the office copy wherein he has given remarks that the shortcomings, if any, will be supplied late on. Respondent states that the office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats has not received any letter containing shortcomings from the complainant. He further states that it has been confirmed from the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet that the penalty amounting to Rs.5,000/- imposed upon Shri Teja Singh, Panchayat Secretary has since been deposited in the Treasury. He produces photo copy of the Challan dated 
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14.10.2009 in this regard and states that remaining information has also  been supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



