STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street: 1-E,
New Vishnu Puri, 

New Vishnupuri Road, P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141007.






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 N. S. Mavi, Under Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO and Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant, vide letter dated 17.02.2010, which has been received in the Commission on 17.02.2010 against Diary No. 2458, has intimated the Commission that due to some important cases in courts at Ludhiana, he is not in a position to attend the hearing today.  He has further stated that if the PIO supplies the requisite information, he would require time to point out the deficiencies and file the rebuttal. Thus he  has requested to adjourn the case.  In the last he has requested to impose penalty upon the respective PIOs and award compensation to him.
2.

In response to show-cause notice issued to Mrs. Kavita Mohan 
Singh Chauhan, Additional Secretary, Local Government,  she has sent a letter
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 No. 1/44/09-2;;1$880, dated 17.02.2010 to the Commission, which has been received in the Commission on 17.02.2010 against Diary No. 2538, in  which she has explained reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant. She has  informed that Shri K. C. Maini, IAS(Retd.) has been appointed Inquiry Officer to ascertain the facts and the remaining information has been provided to the Complainant by the PIO of Vigilance Cell of the Local Government Department.  She has further stated that if the Complainant requires any other information, he may be directed to file a separate application or inspect the record and the requisite information will be supplied to him. In the last she has requested to close the instant case. 
3.

It is directed that copy  of noting portion of files alongwith copy of  letter No. 1/44/09-2;;1$880, dated 17.02.2010  be supplied to the Complainant within a week. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 17.03.2010  at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4, on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,



Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.                      
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                                      REGISTERED
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, 3658, 3660/2009

Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,  Complainant, in person.
Smt. Ritu, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Lalit Goyal, J. E. , on   behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In these three cases same information has been demanded for different periods. Therefore, these are clubbed together.
2.

The Complainant submits the status of the information sought by him, which is as under:-



Period

Status
1994-1995
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.



1995-1996

No information has been supplied as yet.

1996-1997
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

          Contd……p/2


CC – 3656, 3658, 3660/2009


-2-
1997-1998
The information regarding  Funds released and detail  has been supplied  but copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

1998-1999
The information regarding  Funds released and detail  has been supplied  but copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

1999-2000
The information regarding  Funds released and detail  has been supplied  but copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2000-2001
The information regarding  Funds released and detail  has been supplied  but copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2001-2002
The information regarding  Funds released and detail  has been supplied  but copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2002-2003
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2003-2004
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2004-2005
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.

2006-2007
No information has been supplied.
2007-2008
The information regarding  Funds released has been supplied  but detail of funds and copies  of the resolutions have not  been supplied.
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3.            In view of the  position noted above,   it is directed that directions 


be issued to concerned  officers/officials to supply the remaining information to the Complainant within 15 days. It is also directed that the BDPO Dera Bassi,  Shri Atul Sharma, J.E., Shri Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Satnam Kaur, present Sarpanch of Village Mahiwal will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith original record.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09-03-2009 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: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

1.
The Block Development and Panchayat Officer,




Dera Bassi.

2. Shri Atul Sharma, J.E. , office of BDPO, Dera Bassi.

3. Shri Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Mahiwal, Block: Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.
 
4.
Smt. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat: Mahiwal, Block: Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.
                        


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141003.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University, 

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC - 336/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri  Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant, vide letter dated 17.02.2010, which has been received in the Commission on 17.02.2010 against Diary No. 2458, has intimated the Commission that due to some important cases in courts at Ludhiana, he is not in a position to attend the hearing today.  He has further stated that if the PIO supplies the requisite information, he would require time to point out the deficiencies and file the rebuttal. Thus he  has requested to adjourn the case.  In the last he has requested to impose penalty upon the PIO and award compensation to him.

2.

Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, places on record
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 a letter No. PIO.RTI.2010/4570-4571, dated 15.02.2010, addressed to the Commission with a copy to the Appellant.  The Appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, on the information supplied to him.

4.

On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 05-03-2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4, on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satwinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Kulraj Singh, 

VPO: Balkhandi, 

Tehsil & District: Moga.






Complainant







Vs

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

Kot Ise Khan, District: Moga.





 Respondent
CC - 46/2009
Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Arun Sharma, BDPO, Kot Ise Khan and Shri Angrej Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Arun Sharma, BDPO, Kot Ise Khan is present today in the court. He hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and submits that the case may be closed. 

2.

The BDPO explains reasons for the delay in the supply of information.  I am satisfied with  the plea put forth by the BDPO.  Therefore, no penalty is imposed upon him and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. 
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: 18. 02. 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,

# 159, Opposite Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar City – 144003.


Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3817/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant is not present today. He is contacted on telephone and he requests that the case may be adjourned as he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He informs that the requisite information has not been supplied to him so far. 
2.

The Respondent states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. 

3.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 04-03-2010 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: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

H.No. B-II-657, Gandhi Nagar,

Jalandhar – 144008.






Appellant







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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 785/2009

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Appellant,  in person.
Shri N. S. Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Amrik Singh Puri, Superintendent,     on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Appellant states that some information has been supplied to him by the Directorate. He further states that the remaining information regarding  Part II and Part III of his application relates to the office of Principal Secretary Local Government and this  has not been supplied to him so far. 

2.

Shri N. S. Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO states that neither the application of the Appellant nor the order of the Commission has been received in his office so far. Accordingly photo copies of the application of the Appellant, orders of the Commission and letter from the Directorate transferring the 
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application to the Principal Secretary Local Government are handed over to the PIO. It is directed that the requisite information be supplied to the Appellant
 before the next date of hearing.  
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-03-2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4, on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,



Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakha Singh,

C/o Late Shri Bhupinder Singh,

24/122 Kishan Nagar, Nabha Gate, Patiala.



Appellant







Vs

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





 Respondent

AC - 930/2009
Present:
Shri Lakha Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 09.02.2010 when the PIOs of Nagar Council Rajpura and Patran were directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant relating to their offices. 
2.

The PIO of the office of Nagar Council Patran vide letter No. 77 dated 17.02.2010  informed Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Patiala that Mrs. Rajwinder Kaur, Clerk, was transferred from Nagar Council Rajpura to Patran and again from Patran to Improvement Trust, Patiala and thus there is no record relating to Mrs. Rajwinder Kaur in the office of Nagar Council Patran.

3.

The statement of the PIO of the office of Nagar Council Patran seems to be incorrect as when an employee is transferred from an office, he/she submits joining/relieving report which remains in the office. Therefore, Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO of the office of Improvement Trust 
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Patiala and Shri Lakha Singh, Appellant are directed to inspect the record of the offices of Nagar Council Patran and Rajpura as per following schedule:


Rajpura

25.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M.


Patran


26.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M.

The PIOs of the offices of Nagar Council Rajpura and Nagar Council Patran will make necessary arrangement for the inspection of the record by Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, PIO and Shri Lakha Singh, Appellant and will supply the requisite  documents to the Appellant after the inspection of the record.  Executive Officers of Nagar Council Rajpura and Nagar Council Patran be also informed on telephone.

4.

The PIOs of the offices of Nagar Council Rajpura and Nagar Council Patran are directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith original record. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-03-2010 at 11.30 A.M. in Room No. 4, on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the  parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

1.
Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Rajpura.

2. Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Patran.

3. PIO  of the office of Nagar Council, Rajpura.

4. PIO of the office of Nagar Council Patran.          

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranjit Singh s/o Chamail Singh,

Village: Bari, PO: Manoli,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

AC No. 324 /2009

Present:
Shri Ranjit Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Harpinder Jeet Pal, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Since the enquiry has been conducted and the action is to be taken by the competent authority, the case is closed and disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-02-2010



State Information Commissioner



       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Kumar s/o Sh.Sadhu Ram,

House No. 34, Sector 2-C,

Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal council, Gobindgarh.




 Respondent

CC No.3938  /2009

Present:
Shri Ramesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Surinder Kumar Kaushal, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the necessary documents have been supplied to the complainant.  The information relating to serial No.1 with regard to the letter written by Shri Ramesh Kumar is not available in the record of the Municipal Council, Gobindgarh.  However, the respondent has given the receipt vide which the said letter was received in the office Municipal Council, Gobindgarh.  

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:18-02-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Kumar s/o Sh.Sadhu Ram,

House No. 34, Sector 2-C,

Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal council, Gobindgarh.




 Respondent

CC No.3942  /2009

Present:
Shri Ramesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Surinder Kumar Kaushal, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant also confirms that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

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:18-02-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi, Secretary General,

Suchna Adhikar Manch,

Anand Theatre Complex opp.Taj Hotel,

Chamber No. 7-8-9 (Basement) Sector 17A,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, SAS Nagar (Mohali).




 Respondent

CC No. 2136 /2009

Present:
Shri KNS Sodhi, complainant, in person.



Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1                   The case was fixed today for confirmation of orders.

2.           Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent states that the requisite amount of compensation amounting to Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only)  has been paid to the complainant vide two cheques of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) each, bearing No. 280829 and 250845, dated 16.02.2010.

3.

During the hearing of case, Shri KNS Sodhi, appears in the Court.   He states that he has received the amount of compensation.    He further states that he has handed over one copy of his comments on the information supplied to him to the respondent, Shri Chet Ram, Ad.O.-cum-APIO and one copy places in the court.  The same is taken on case file. He further states that the 
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GMADA/PUDA authorities may be directed to attend to his comments supplied today. It is directed that the GMADA/PUDA authorities will attend to the comments submitted today.

4.

He states that he has received the information and the amount of compensation and pleads that the case may be closed.

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


6.                    Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-02-2010


  
   State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dulcha Singh Brar,

Director, Students’ Welfare, 

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 1680/2009

Present:
Shri Dulcha Singh Brar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri 



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case has been received back from the office of Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh, in which Dr. Seema Sharda, Assistant Director, has given the result of examination which is reproduced as below:-



“I have carefully and thoroughly examined the red enclosed questioned signature stamped and marked Q1 and have compared them with the relevant standard signatures from the original documents in all aspects of hand- writing identification and detection of forgery with the help of Scientific aids and it 
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has been concluded that :-



The person who wrote the red enclosed standard signatures stamped and marked A1 to A4 and SI to S9 did not write the red enclosed questioned signature similarly stamped and marked Q1.”

3.

However, the documents marked as A1 and A2 sent with the file to the office of Director Forensic Science Laboratory have not been received back with the case file.  Secretary, PSIC and Deputy Registrar, PSIC may clarify whether the documents marked as A1 and A2 have been received back or not along with the Commission’s file. 

4.

The judgement is reserved.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-02-2010



State Information Commissioner




CC:

 (i)
 Secretary, Punjab State Information commission.


      

(ii)
Deputy Registrar, PSIC.  
