STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J. M. Vadhera, Advocate,

304,  J. P. Nagar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 643/2010

Present:
Shri J. M. Vadhera,  Complainant, in person.


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

ORDER

1.

As  per directions given on the last date of hearing,  correction in the Khasra Number  has been made by the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust Jalandhar. The original corrected copy sent to the Commission is  handed over to the Complainant in the court today and he is satisfied.
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: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J. M. Vadhera, Advocate,

304,  J. P. Nagar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3931/2009
Present:
Shri J. M. Vadhera,  Complainant, in person.


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

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states  that the record being very old could not be traced out and thus the information in respect of Shri Kartar Singh, Shri Jaswant Singh, Shri Manmohan Singh, Shri Inderjit Singh and Shri Avtar Singh could not be supplied. He requests that more time may be given to trace out the record and supply the requisite information. 

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

S/o Shri Bakhat Singh,

H.No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Executive Officer, 

Zila Parishad, Moga.






 Respondent

AC - 521/2010

Present:
Shri  Gurbax Singh, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Sunil Kumar, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 
2.

The requisite information in two parts, one part  authenticated/signed by Additional Deputy Commissioner(General), Mohali and other part duly authenticated by Superintendent, Zila Parishad, Moga, is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today and he is satisfied.
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: 19. 10. 2010



      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: 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri 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-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.09.2010, when Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, the then PIO(now Deputy Secretary Coordination, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh) was not present and consequently  last chance was given to her to make her written submission making it clear that in case of failure in making the written submission, the  case will be decided ex-parte on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 
2.

Today again,  none is present on behalf of the Respondent. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith written submission 
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CC - 1258/2009



-2-

from Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, the then PIO(now  Deputy Secretary Coordination, Punjab Civil Secretariat) so that the matter regarding  imposition  of penalty upon 
the PIO for the delay in the supply of the information could be decided as the case is pending since 25th March, 2009, the date of filing of application by the Complainant.  


3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.11.2010 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 and to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, to direct the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing so could long pending case could be decided without any further delay.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 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 Satwinder Singh,

Kothi No.  3, Rail Vihar,

Near Kot Ram Dass, P.O. Choggity,

Jalandhar City.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar,

Punjab Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar.



 Respondent

CC - 2096/2010

Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO and Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per  the directions given on the last date of hearing,  Shri Kulwnder Singh, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO is present today in the court  alongwith original record. The Complainant is directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. After the identification of the documents, the same are handed over to the Complainant in the court today. 
3.

The Complainant states that the Resolution passed on 31.03.2006 is not available in the record which is urgently required by him. The Respondent states that they have brought today only recent Resolution Register and thus the Resolution Register relating to the year 2006 is not available. 
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4.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply an authenticated copy of the Resolution passed in the meeting of the Full House/Executive Body on 31.03.2006 to the Complainant  by 28.10.2010.  Shri Kulwinder Singh, Deputy Registrar assures the Commission that a copy of the Resolution passed on 31.03.2006 will be supplied to the Complainant  by 28.10.2010. 

5.

On the assurance given by Shri Kulwinder Singh, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO to supply the remaining information to the Complainant by 28.10.2010,   the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again in case the remaining information is not supplied to him by the PIO by 28.10.2010.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)









REGISTERED
Shri Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Shri Saudagar Singh, 

Village: Lohgarh, P.O. Mithewal,

Tehsil and District: Barnala.





Appellant






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

Mahal Kalan, Tehsil & District: Barnala.
First Appellate Authority,

Office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent

AC – 505 & CC- 2794/2010 
Present:
Shri  Gurvinder Singh, Appellant,  in person and Shri Saudagar Singh, on behalf of the Appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

During hearing  on 20.09.2010,  Shri Gurchet Singh, Superintendent was present and he was directed to supply  the complete  information to the Appellant  by 27.09.2010 and the case was adjourned to 29.09.2010.   On  29.09.2010  none was present on behalf of the Respondent and accordingly, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mahal Kalan and Smt. Jarnail Kaur, Sarpanch, Grant Panchayat Lohgarh were issued show-cause notices to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them 
for the delay of more than 11 months in the supply of the information to the 
Contd…..p/2

AC – 505 & CC- 2794/2010 

-2-

Appellant  and the case was adjourned for today.
2.

Today again, none is present on behalf of the Respondent  and the complete information has not been supplied to the                                                                         Appellant so far.   Taking the absence of the Respondent during two consecutive hearings seriously, Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, Mahal Kalan and Smt. Jarnail Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Lohgarh are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith written submissions to explain reasons as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon them for the  delay in the supply of the information to the Appellant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. They are also directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant immediately.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.11.2010 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 all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Smt. Baljit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat  

                                 Officer, Mahal Kalan, Tehsil & District: Barnala – 148101.

2.
Smt.  Jarnail Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Lohgarh, Block Mahal Kalan, Tehsil and District: Barnala.                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilance Citizens Forum,

Gill Road Chapter,

3444, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana – 141003.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2731/2009
Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Complainant, in person.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant places on record his observations  vide letter dated 19.10.2010 on the  information supplied to him, which is taken on record. He is directed to send one copy of the observations to the PIO of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana by post.
2.

The Complainant  vide his letter dated nil, received in the Commission on 07.10.2010 against Diary No. 18758, has submitted that the Shri R.P. Gupta, SDO, B&R(A)-cum-Deemed PIO and Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO(Projects)  have furnished  false affidavits in the Commission and thus have committed offence u/ss 177, 181, 191 and 199 of the IPC for which they should be tried and punished. He has further requested that an action u/s 195 of CrPC 
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be taken and criminal complaint against the Respondents  be instituted in the court of Illaqa Judicial Magistrate for furnishing false documents on oath.
3.

Accordingly, Shri R.P. Gupta, SDO(B&R)-cum-Deemed PIO and Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO(Projects) are directed to make their written submissions in respect of false affidavits filed by them before the next date of hearing with reference to the observations submitted by the Complainant.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.11.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
6.

After the hearing is over, Shri R. P. Gupta, SDO(B&R) and Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO-cum-Legal Assistant appear before the Commission. They state that they have got late due to break down of the vehicle in which they were traveling.  They are informed about the proceedings held today in the court.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 10. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Shri R.P. Gupta, SDO(B&R)-cum-Deemed PIO, 
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

2. Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO(Projects)
 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla,

c/o Sh. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Panjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

SCO No. 131-32, Juneja Building,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2010

Present:
Dr. Rajinder K.Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent , Shri Jagdish Kumar, PIO 


and Shri Karanavir Singh, Accountant-cum-APIO on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On the last date of hearing, the complainant has prayed for the grant of compensation to him for delay in supplying the requisite information to him. The respondent-PIO was directed to make his written submission on the next date of hearing i.e. today.  Accordingly, the PIO has made his written submission vide letter No. 5275, dated 18.10.2010 which is taken on record file. 

3.

A penalty of Rs.25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) has already been imposed upon the Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide orders dated  08.06.2010. The complainant vide his application dated 21.09.2010 has stated that the information is late and he has attended the 
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court 13 times from Mansa.  He has suffered losses and detriment and has demanded compensation of Rs. 33,440/-( Rupees Thirty-three thousand four hundred forty only) .

4.

From the perusal of record file, it reveals that the complainant has attended the court 13 times from Mansa and has suffered losses and detriment and  by taking all the facts into consideration, the commission awards compensation of Rs. 13,000/- (Rupees Thirteen thousand only) to be paid by the public authority i.e. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana in the shape of demand draft within a period of 10 days. 

5.

On the perusal of case file it reveals that the application of the complainant was transferred to the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana after a period of 112 days under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. As per RTI Act, the application is to be transferred by one public authority to the other public authority within a period of 5 days.  However, the Department has taken 112 days in transferring the application to the PIO of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. It shows that the PIO/ officers/ officials at the Government level have not taken any interest in supplying the information and transferring the application to the concerned public authority within the stipulated time.  

6.

By taking all the facts into consideration, the commission comes to the conclusion that the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Government will get the enquiry conducted from some senior officer within a 
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period of two months for the delay in transferring the application under Section

6 (3) of RTI Act.  It is also directed that after the inquiry is competed, the amount of compensation to be paid by the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, be deducted from the salaries of officers/ officials who are found to be at fault for transferring the application after a period of 112 days.  



7.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders for payment of compensation by 28th of October, 2010.  The next date of hearing is fixed for final orders on 21st December, 2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




              Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


                State Information Commissioner





CC:  Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab



         Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt.



         Sector-9, Chandigarh.



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amrik singh,

J-26/100, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2022  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-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 containing 40 sheets who has received the same on 24-09-2010. Receipt is taken on the office copy of the letter in lieu of the information supplied.

3.

Shri Amrik Singh, complainant, was contacted on his mobile phone No. 98768-76611 during the proceedings who has confirmed that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further submits that the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Apar Singh Ghuman,

Village: Khera Kotli, PO:Panwan (Dasuya),

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



 Respondent

CC No. 1709 /2010

Present:
Shri Apar Singh Ghuman, complainant, in person.



Ms. Raminder Kaur Buttar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Ms. Raminder Kaur Buttar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO is present in the Court who states that the information relating to all the 20 districts of Punjab State has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 07/51/09/LDI/16004, dated 12.10.2010.  The complainant states that he has received the information. He further states that he has made some observations relating to information of 20 districts against column “Special Remarks”.  He pleads that the PIO may submit his written submission regarding the variation in the encroachment of Panchayat agricultural land. He has also brought to the notice of commission vide his letter dated 07.10.2010 that there is a difference in the supply of information at the 
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 level of District Development Officers relating to Gurdaspur and Muktsar districts. He has made his written observations relating to Gurdaspur, Ferozepur, Mohali and Kapurthala, one copy of which is handed over to the respondent in the court.

2.

A telephone message is received from Shri J.P.Singla, Deputy Director, Land Development-cum-PIO of office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, who states that he is busy in some other case in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana. He further stated on phone that the information has been supplied to the complainant. However, he will submit his written submission on the next date of hearing and the case may be adjourned for 15 days. 

3.

The complainant, Shri Apar Singh Ghuman submits that so far as the question of supplying information is concerned, he is satisfied and the case may be closed. However, he pleads that the reply to his observations, a copy of which is handed over to the respondent in the court today, be supplied to him at the earliest.  On the assurance of Ms. Raminder Kaur Buttar, Deputy Director-cum-Nodal PIO, the case is disposed of with the condition that the reply to observations made by the complainant be sent to him. 

 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner
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After the hearing is over,  Ms. Satya Devi, Branch Incharge and Ms. Poonam Thakur, office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, appear in the court and submit copy of information supplied to the complainant, which is taken on record file.  However, Shri J.P.Singla, Deputy Director, Land Development-cum-PIO is directed to send the reply to the observations made by the complainant at the earliest.

          
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         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, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


    
 Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



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

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant. Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab, places on record a letter dated 18.10.2010 signed by Shri J.S.Chanian on behalf of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests in which he has stated that the case is still lying with the office of Advocate General, Punjab. Moreover, the Hon’ble High Court is closed upto 24-10-2010 and pleads that the case may be adjourned and next date of hearing be given. 

2.
 As per letter dated 18.10.2010, the Hon’ble High Court will open on 25th October, 2010, the case is fixed for further hearing on  02.11.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, at 10.00 AM  and directions are given to Mr. M.P.Rai, Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forests-cum-PIO to make 
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sure that a copy of the stay orders is submitted to the  Court by 02.11.2010, otherwise the Department shall have to comply with the orders of the Commission passed earlier and no further adjournment will be granted to the department.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         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, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent
AC No. 306 and176 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent, Local Govt.II Branch-PIO 


and Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The information relating to Improvement Trusts of Nabha, Tarn Taran, Ferozepur, Kartarpur, Samana and Jalandhar is still pending. The PIO is directed to get the information from the respective Improvement Trusts as mentioned above and supply the same to the appellant with a copy to the commission within a period of 15 days. He is also directed to instruct the Executive Officers of the above mentioned Improvement Trusts to supply the information immediately, otherwise action will be taken as per RTI Act. 

2.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 11-11-2010 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:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

R/O Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankaya School, Fazilka-152123,

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3884 /2010

Present:
Shri Deepak Mudgil, complainant, in person.



Shri Rajesh Kumar, APIO on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information is ready with him and can be supplied to the complainant.  Accordingly, the information is supplied to the complainant in the court in my presence. The complainant states that he has sent a fax message which has been received in the Commission. The respondent states that Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka has since been transferred to M.C. Jalalabad and is not well and he has sent his authority letter along with medical certificate from Jassi Hospital in this regard. The respondent states that the information relates to the period of Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then Executive Officer. 

2.

The complainant is directed to make his written submission/ 
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observations, if any, within a period of 15 days to the Executive Officer-cum-PIO

with a copy to the commission.  A show cause notice has already been issued to Shri Tilak Raj Verma who has to submit his written statement before the next date of hearing.  Shri Tilak Raj Verma, E.O.  is also directed to be present in the court on the next date of hearing. The present Executive Offier, Municipal Committee, Fazilka, Shri Sukhdev Singh, will ensure the presence of Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then E.O. Municipal Council, Fazilka on  16.11.2010 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:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jeet Singh,

House No. 205, Patel Nagar

Near Bibi wala chowk, Bathinda-151001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 229 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Rajesh Kumar, legal Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the respondent submits a copy of orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana allowing the stay which is placed in the record file.

2.

In the light of orders of Hon’ble High Court, the case is adjourned sine die. However, the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda will supply the copy of  orders to the commission as and when the orders are passed by the Hon’ble High Court. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaspreet Singh s/o Sh.Gurcharan Singh Saini,

VPO: Laroya near Bhogpur,

Distt. Jalandhar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.






 Respondent

CC No. 1918 /2010

Present:
Shri Jaspreet Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sewa Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the request of complainant, Shri Jaspreet Singh Saini, the case was re-opened and fixed for hearing for today. Shri Sewa Singh Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhogpur, states that the SHO, Police Station, Kartarpur has been requested vide letter No. 553, dated 15.10.2010 to register an FIR against the Sarpanches/ officials Gram Panchayat, Laroya who had not handed over the record of Panchayat.

2.

The complainant states that village Laroya falls under the jurisdiction of Police Station, Bhogpur and not under the police station, Kartarpur. Accordingly, it is directed that the BDPO, Bhogpur will file an FIR with the Police Station, Bhogpur against the sarpanches/ officials in who’s tenure the record is missing.  The case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









                            Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner

