STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pargat Singh, 

S/o Shri Sangat Singh,

Village: Gaga, P.O. & Tehsil: Lehragaga,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Bhikhi, District: Mansa.




 Respondent

CC No. 3040/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that in this case the Complainant has asked information about one Shri Gurmail Singh S/o Shri Zora Singh. He clarifies that no official namely Shri Gurmail Singh S/o Shri Zora Singh has been working in the Nagar Council Bhikhi, District Mansa and the Complainant has been  informed accordingly. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

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. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kulwant Singh, Clerk,

Nagar Panchayat, Bhikhi,

District: Mansa.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Panchayat, Bhikhi,

District: Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No. 2587/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.1.2009, when it was directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO, Nagar Panchayat, Bhikhi on 2.2.2009 and will identify the documents required by him after the inspection of the record. The Respondent states that Shri Kulwant Singh, Complainant, visited the office on 2.2.2009 and the requisite information, as identified by the Complainant, has been supplied to him. 

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. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Sarn,

S/o Shri Attar Chand,

Mansoorwal Dona Near Gauri Shankar Cold Store,

Kapurthala.








Complainant







Vs

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

Kapurthala.








 Respondent
CC No. 2993/2008
Present:
Shri  Ram Sarn, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, BDPO, Kapurthala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into two sheets  including one sheet of covering letter has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 2854, dated 2.12.2008 and the same information has again been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 93 dated 10.2.2009. 

2.

The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him. On the perusal of the complaint dated 13.5.2008 filed by the Complainant and the reminder dated 1.10.2008 it is seen that the Complainant has asked information regarding grants under Indra Awas Yojna, grants for new houses,  grants  for maintenance of old houses ,  names of beneficiaries to whom the wheat has been distributed,  names of Blue Card Holders and auction amount of Shamlat Land.

3.

The Respondent states that some information has been supplied and the remaining information will be supplied within 15 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.03.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,

30, Banda Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  2603/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri   Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust Jalandhar, Shri Kulwant Singh, Deemed PIO-cum-Senior Law Assistant  and Shri Rajinder Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.1.2009, when  a show-cause  notice was issued  to Shri Kulwant Singh, Senior Law Assistant, Improvement Trust, Phagwara to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him  for the delay in supplying the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him and the case  was fixed for today to consider the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation.

2.

Accordingly, Shri Kulwant Singh appears in person and states that  legal advice was to be taken from Legal Advisor Shri D. K. Sharma, who is on the
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 penal of Local Government, with regard to supply of information to the Complainant, which caused delay and thus the delay is not intentional. He further states that  the requisite information had been supplied to the Complainant on 4.12.2008.  He tenders unconditional apology for the delay in the supply of information and assures the Commission that  in future RTI applications will be dealt with on priority and the information will be supplied within stipulated time frame as per RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

I am satisfied with the plea put forth by Shri  Kulwant Singh and am convinced that the delay was procedural  but  not intentional.   Therefore,  no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon him and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. 

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

# 641/3, Street Mangal Singh,

Chowk Prag Dass, Amritsar.





    Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.518/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Mukesh Chander Jaswal, Legal Advisor, office of Municipal Corporation,  Amritsar,   on behalf of the Respondent.


ORDER

1.

Shri Mukesh Chander Jaswal, who appears on behalf of the Respondent, states that Shri Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector, was to appear during today’s proceedings but he has met with an accident on his way to Chandigarh today in the morning and thus will not be able to attend the proceedings today. He further states that requisite information, including photo copy of the affidavit of Smt. Ranjit Kaur Chopra, has been supplied to the Appellant. 

2.

The Appellant is not present. His absence shows that he might have received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Since the information stands provided and nothing has been heard from the Appellant, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Panna Lal Chawla,

S/o Shri Mehar Chand Chawla,

# 1305, Namak Mandi, Amritsar-143 001



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District  Industries Centre, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No.2215/2008

Present:
Shri Panna Lal Chawla, Complainant, in person and Shri Jagir Singh Rattanpal,  on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The General Manager, District Industries Centre, Amritsar has intimated  the Commission,  vide Memo. No. 427, dated 27.1.2009, received in the Commission Office against Diary No. 1797 dated 11.2.2009, that APIO-cum-Project Manager is unable to attend the proceedings today due to some  unavoidable family circumstances and he himself is also not able to attend the proceedings as he is  busy in the Census Work . He has thus   requested the Commission  that the case may be adjourned and fixed after the end of February, 2009.

2.

It is directed that the PIO of the office of General Manager, District Industries Centre, Amritsar will appear in person alongwith requisite information, on the next date of hearing. 

3.

While accepting the request of the General Manager,  the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 24.03.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Singh Lamba,

# Gali No.3, Preet Nagar,

Near Adarsh Vidya Mandir, Tibba Road,

PP  Rajan Estate, PS  Basti, Jodhewal, Ludhiana-141 008.

Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2637/2008

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Lamba, Complainant, in person.
Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP, Zone-A and  Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 27.1.2009, when it was directed that the complete file, including notices issued to Shri Narinder Singh Lamba, Land-lord of the Building, House No. 1370(400 Sq. Yds.) Kashmir Nagar, Gowshala Road, Bye-Pass, Opposite Grewal Farm,  Near Tajpur Chowk, Division No. 6, Ludhiana, be brought in the Commission office for perusal,  on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

2.

Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP Zone-A, states that Shri Joginder Kapoor, Building Inspector was arrested by the Vigilance Department on 3.1.2009 from his office and the key of the Almirah , containing  the said record ,  
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is now  with  the Vigilance Department  and that is why the  requisite record could not be brought due to non-availability of the key of the Almirah. He further states that he  has submitted a request to S. P. Vigilance through Commissioner M. C. Ludhiana to hand over the key of the Almirah and  as and when the key becomes available,  the  requisite record will be produced before the Commission for perusal. 

3.

The Complainant makes a written submission dated 19.2.2009, which is taken on record and a copy  is handed over to the Respondent. The Respondent requests that a period of two months may be given for supply of information to the Complainant after getting key of the Almirah from the Vigilance Department. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21.04.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harish Bhagat,

# 3325, Sector:32-A, 

Chandigarh Road, Jamalpur,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

SCO; 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector:17-C,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 3095/2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary, Local Government  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that some information is available in his office. He requests that the case may be adjourned for 15 days so that complete information could be supplied.  The Respondent is directed to bring the information which is readily available in his office.

2.

After two hours, the Respondent brings information relating to Points No. 1, 2 and 3.  He assures the Commission that the information relating to Point No. 4 will be supplied  to the Complainant within 15 days. 

3.

The Respondent is directed to send the information relating to Points 1,2 and 3 to the Complainant by registered post. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.03.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





           
     Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

REGISTERED
Shri Rajesh Sharma,

S/o Shri Kans Raj Sharma,

# 249, Narotam Nagar, Extn.Samadhi

Road, Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

District: Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No.2589/2008

Present:
Shri Rajesh Sharma, Complainant, in person.


None is present, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 27.1.2009 when a show-cause notice was issued to the Respondent-PIO to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. He was directed to file an affidavit in this regard within 15 days. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent on second consecutive hearing. Taking a serious view of the absence of the Respondent-PIO on two consecutive hearings,  last chance is given to the Respondent-PIO to 
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explain his position and submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing otherwise necessary action will be taken as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of the order dated 27.1.2009 is attached herewith. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.03.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties,  Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat , Sector:9, Chandigarh and Director Local Government,  Punjab,  SCO: 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yas Pal, 

S/o Shri Revti Nandan,

Ward No.  15, Master Colony,

Maur Mandi, District: Bathinda-151509.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, 

Punjab, SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 3080/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Suresh Kumar, Clerk, Nagar Council, Maur Mandi, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that Shri Yas Pal S/o Shri Revti Nanadan has given in writing that he has not demanded any information under RTI Act, 2005 and has requested that the case may be closed.  A  photo copy of the request of the Complainant is placed in the case file. 

2.

Since the Complaint has been withdrawn,   the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 19. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Rachhpal Singh,

# 23, Kamaon Colony, near Charch,

Naya Gaon, Chandigarh.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Dorangla,

District: Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.3000/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Mela Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 22.10.2008. The Respondent states that the earlier information running into 4 (Four) sheets has been supplied, vide Memo No.1058, dated 12.11.2008 through registered post. He further states that the information supplied earlier is correct and as available on record of the Public Authority. 

2.

The Respondent further states that vide No.1484, dated 18.2.2009, it has been clarified by the previous Sarpanches that during the 2003 to 2008, no plot has been given to any person of the Village Niwan Dhakala, Block Dorangla, District: Gurdaspur.

3.

Shri Mela Singh, BDPO Dorangla states that since the requisite 
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information as available on record, has been supplied, 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: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Goyal,S/o Shri Jaswant Rai,

# 3120, Sector: 38-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO:112-113, Sector:17-C,Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.2992/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sat Pal, Superintendent and Mrs.Satya Devi, Senior Assistant,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 142(One Hundred Forty-two) sheets has been supplied to the Complainant, through special messenger, vide Memo No.15/88/08/LD-2/4662, dated 10.2.2009 with a copy to the Commission. As Mr. Goyal was not at home, the information was delivered to his wife Mrs. Meena Goyal.

2.

As the Complainant is not present, he might be satisfied with the information supplied him through his wife. The Respondent states that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed.

Cont..p/2

CC No.2992/2008

 
  -2-

3.

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









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

…

1.

After the hearing is over, Shri Vijay Goyal, Complainant appears and states that he may be heard as the information supplied on 10.2.2009 is not complete and is mis-leading. Accordingly, the request of the Complainant is accepted and he is allowed to argue the case in the absence of the Respondent.

2.

The Complainant further states that the information relating to village Chhajli, District: Sangrur is required by him in the instant case and the Respondent has not supplied the information of Village: Chhajli Block Sunam.

3.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the information relating to Village Chhajli, Block Sunam before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.03.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  







Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

# Plot No.39, New Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal,PO: Ramgarh,

District: Ludhiana.







   Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.634/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A Fax message is received from the Appellant that he has not received any information, action be taken against the PIO as per the Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent through registered post, vide Memo No.14/192/08-3SS-1/422, dated 18.2.2009, running into 11 (Eleven) sheets including two sheets of covering letter, with a copy to the Commission. Shri M.P.Arora, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO also made a submission of parawise reply of the information demanded by the Appellant, vide his application dated 26.6.2008 has been supplied. The Respondent pleads that 
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the case may be closed.

3.

The Appellant vide his fax message has requested that the action be taken against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act and compensation be given to him under Section 19(8)(b) for the detriment suffered by him.

4.

On the perusal of the information, supplied to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission that the requisite information and para wise reply has been sent by Shri M.P.Arora, PCS, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO Local Govt. as per the request made by the Appellant on 26.6.2008.

5.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the Respondent and no penalty is imposed on the PIO and no compensation is given to the Appellant.

6.
Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh S/o Shri Puran Singh,

# Vill: Ubhia, Tehsil: Sunam,District:Sangrur.



Complainant







Vs

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

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC No.2996/2008

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Parminder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Hardeep Singh, Gram Sewak, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Gram Sewak states that the Complainant was informed vide letter dated 29.7.2008 to deposit Rs.400/- towards the cost of the information/documents. Accordingly, the requisite fee of Rs.200/- was deposited with the Panchayat Secretary on 5.8.2008.

3.

It is directed that Shri Hardeep Singh, Gram Sewak will supply the information to Shri Gurmeet Skingh, Complainant in the presence of Shri Parminder Singh, Superintendent on 20.2.2009 at 1100 hrs, duly authenticated by the competent authority.  As the remaining information has been delayed, the same will be supplied free of cost.
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4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 27-02-2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh S/o 

Late Shri Surinder Singh,

Vill-Chauhat Dera,

Tehsil: Samana, Distt.Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

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

Samana, District: Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No.2984/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Pushpinder Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 3 (Three) sheets as per the demand of the Complainant, has been supplied to him, vide letter No.Spl-1, dated 27.11.2008. 

2.

Shri Pushpinder Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chauhat states that the requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant dated 7.11.2008, stands supplied, the case may be closed.

3.

The Complainant is not present. He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dharam Vir Khosla,

C/o Dharamshala Thakur Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

CC No.3133/2008

Present:
Shri Dharam Vir Khosla, Complainant in person.    
Shri Arjan Dev, SDE Construction Sub-Division No.1, Hoshiarpur on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

The case may be placed before Chief Information Commissioner  for allocation to another Bench.

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nachhatar Singh, S/o

Lehna Singh,Vill-Bhadal Thua, PO: Amloh,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

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

Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC No3009/2008

Present:
Shri Nachhatar Singh, Complainant in person.
Mrs. Ravinder Kaur,BDPO and Shri Gurmeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant duly authenticated by the Sarpanch as well as by the Panchayat Secretary of Village Bhadal Thua. 

3.

Since the information has not been supplied within the stipulated period of 30 days, the same will be supplied free of cost to the Complainant.

4.

The Complainant further states that in the Register maintained by the Panchayat Secretary, no page-marking has been made on the documents, he may be directed to keep proper record in his office.

5.

The Complainant pleads that since the information has been 
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delayed, penalty be imposed on the PIO as per the RTI Act, 2005.

6.

Since the information has been supplied, duly authenticated by the competent authority, the Respondent 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: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Sharma,

# 362, Sector-17,

Panchkula-134109.







    Appellant







Vs

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

Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.





 Respondent

AC No.646/2008

Present:
Shri Narinder Sharma, Appellant–in-person.


Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO and Mrs.Ritu, Superintendent



on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Narinder Sharma, Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 22.7.2008, received in the office of BDPO Dera Bassi on 30.7.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed first Appeal with the First Appellate Aauthority on 15.9.2008 and after getting no response/order from the first Appellate Authority, he filed second Appeal with the Commission on 16.12.2008.

2.

The Respondent states that the Appellant has been informed, vide Memo No.1032, dated 29.8.2008 to deposit Rs.37/- as registered post charges and charges of the information/documents. The Respondent further pleads that however, the information running into 10 (Ten) sheets has been supplied to the Appellant, vide Memo No.1241, dated 19.2.2009. 

3.

The Respondent further states that the information as available on
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record has been supplied to the Appellant. He, however, further ensures the Commission that the information relating to the Col. Nos. 4 & 5 as and when received, will be supplied to the Appellant. 

4.

The Respondent pleads that since the information stands supplied, free of cost, to the Appellant, the case may be closed.

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

