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- 141 001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2499/2008
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant, in person.
Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Shri Mohinder Partap Bhatia, Supdt-cum-APIO, Zone-C and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

It is brought to the notice of the Commission that in the order dated 5.3.2009, the name of Shri Mohinder Partap  Bhatia, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Zone-C, has been written as Shri Mohinder Pal Bhatia. It is directed that after making necessary correction, revised order be issued. 

2.

The case was last heard on 5.3.2009, when it was directed that Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will file an affidavit  and will attend the proceedings in person along with Shri Mohinder Partap Bhatia, Superintendent -cum-APIO (Zone-C) on the next date of hearing i.e. today.

3.

Accordingly,  Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor submits  an affidavit dated 18.3.2009 in the Court today and one copy is handed over to the 
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Complainant. Shri Mohinder Partap Bhatia states that he has not received order dated 5.3.2009 and, moreover, he had been working as Superintendent in the three offices of  Assistant Returning Officer, Zone-C and Zone-D of  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Now he has actually started  working as full  time Superintendent Election in the office of  Deputy Commissioner on regular basis with effect from 4.3.2009 and he is not attending duties of Superintendent of  Zone-C  and Zone- D of Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana.  It is directed that Shri Mohinder Partap Bhatia will file an affidavit  by 24.3.2009 , with a copy to the Complainant, giving dates and detail of correspondence made by him with the Executive Engineer, Complainant, Contractor and the Head Office since 25.8.2008, the date of filing of application by the Complainant. 

4.

It is also directed that Shri H. S. Khosa, Executive Engineer, Zone-C, Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Advisor and Shri Mohinder Partap Bhatia. Superintendent-cum-APIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing.

5.

The case is fixed for 27.3.2009 at 11.30 AM in the Chamber of the Commissioner (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh) to ascertain the responsibility of the officer concerned  for the delay in the supply of information . 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          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- 141 001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2500/2008

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant, in person.
Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Shri C. R. Nagpal, Superintendent RTI Cell and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO(HQ), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 5.3.2009, when it was directed that Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana will attend  the proceedings in person along with Shri C. R. Nagpal, Superintendent RTI Celll, Municipal Corporation, .Ludhiana, on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri C. R. Nagpal, Superintendent RTI Cell, is present today and  submits  an affidavit dated 18.3.2009 to the Commission, which is taken on record.  Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Advisor submits an affidavit dated 20.1.2009 from  Shri Hartej Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO (Zone-D) Municipal
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 Corporation, Ludhiana  which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to 

the Complainant. 

 3.

The Complainant states that the requisite  information is available in the Head Office and should  have been easily supplied within stipulated period of thirty days. The Complainant makes a written submission containing his observations/comments,  which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent.

4.

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor,  states that as per the directions of the Commission,  as and when the decision to appoint PIO(s)/First Appellate Authority of different Section(s)/Zone(s), is  taken by the competent authority, the same  will be issued immediately. 

5.

It is directed that Shri C. R. Nagpal, Superintendent,  RTI Cell,  will file an affidavit giving detail of correspondence made by him with the different offices relating to instant case since 28.8.2008, the date of filing of application by the Complainant,  till  the  first reply  sent to the Complainant on 22.12.2008.  

6.

The Complainant states that a letter written by him to the PIO of Municipal Corporation , Zone-D, Ludhiana has been received back by him with the following remarks by the Postal Authorities:

“No such State Public Information Officer in Zone-D, Sarabha Nagar .  Returned to sender”. 
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It is directed that Shri Hartej Singh, Superintendent will also attend the  proceedings , in the instant case, on the next date of hearing.

7.

The case is fixed for 27.3.2009 at 11.30 AM in the Chamber of the Commissioner (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh) to fix the responsibility of the officer concerned,  for the delay in the supply of information . 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh,S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC No.2331/2008

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rabinder Singh filed an application with the PIO on 24.6.2008. After getting no information from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.10.2008.

2.

 Notice was served to both the parties to attend the hearing for today, i.e. 19.3.2009.

3.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that the Respondent has refused to supply the information demanded under RTI Act, vide letters No.102, 103, 104, 105 & 106-RTI from Sh.Rabinder Singh, S/o Gurbax Singh, cannot be supplied. The Complainant states that Shri Bakshi Ram, S/o Shri Relu Ram and his sons have encroached upon the Government land of 166
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Kanals 9 Marlas. He further states that the Water and Sewerage Connections are given to the un-authorized occupants of the Govt. land in the year 2008 and 2009 in spite of the Stay granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will bring the original record of the property, i.e. 7-A, Jyoti Nagar, Jalandhar including application submitted by Shri Bakshi Ram for getting water connection and sewerage connection, along with the affidavit, in the Court on 26.3.2009. Principal Secretary, Local Government may get an enquiry conducted from a Senior Officer that why Water and Sewerage Connections have been given to the un-authorized occupants in spite of the Stay of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. 

5.

The Complainant made a written submission which is taken on record file. It is directed that the Complainant will send one copy to the Respondent through registered post. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26-03-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.







Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

CC:
The Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab (Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9 Chandigarh) for getting an enquiry conducted by a Senior Officer.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charan Singh Panch, &

Shri Naresh Singh Panch,

Vill- Majri, PO: Sailaba,

Tehsil: Kharar, Distt. Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No.112-13, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2225/2008
Present:
Shri Charan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Gurminder Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO Block Majri and Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary RTI Branch, O/o DRDP on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Charan Singh filed an application with the BDPO dated 8.7.2008 against Receipt No.4478 and he filed second application with the PIO, O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab on 13.8.2008 against Receipt No.2859, dated 14.8.2008. After getting no response from the both Public Authorities, he filed complaint with the Commission on 19.9.2008 which is received in the Commission Office on 22.9.2008 against Diary No.12774.

2.

Accordingly, notice was sent to both the parties to attend the hearing on 19.3.2009.

3.

Letter received from the BDPO Majri that the Case No.CC-2681 of 

2008 which was heard by Lt. Gen.(Retd) P.K.Grover on 3.3.2009 was disposed of ordering that “ the Complainant states that he has received information as had 
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been demanded and he is satisfied with the same”.

4.

During today’s hearing, the Complainant states that he has not received complete information in case No.CC-2681/2008, that is why he wants to pursue the instant case in the Court today. The Complainant made a written submission in the Court today in my presence with a copy to the Respondent.

5.

From the perusal made by the Complainant, the photographs show that the street (laying of Bricks) has been removed in front of his house on 14.2.2008 and the same has not been re-laid. He further states that the Sarpanch and Punches of the Gram Panchayat are harassing him and threatening him to withdraw the application from the Commission.

6.

It is directed that the PIOs of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, BDPO, Majri, District: S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing in person along with the original record  relating to the demand of the Complainant dated 8.7.2008 and 13.8.2008. 

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28-04-2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

CC:
Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, SCO No.112-13, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Lal Saini,Admn.Officer(Retd),

# 50/30A, Ram Gali, N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Personnel, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No.2195/2008

Present:
ShriSham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Kumar, Superintendent, PP-1 Br and Shri Kuldip Singh, Superintendent, PP-II Br, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sham Lal Saini filed an application with the PIO,O/o the Secretary Personnel on 14.7.2008 which is received in the office of PIO on 16.7.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.8.2008, which is received in the Commission Office on 1.9.2008. Notice was issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings for today, i.e. 19.3.2009.

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 85 (Eighty-Five) sheets, including one sheet of covering letter,  has been sent  to the Complainant by registered post vide letter No.19/17/08-PP-2/4009, dated10.3.2009.
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3.

It is directed that the Complainant will submit his observations/comments, if any,  on the information supplied to him, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission,  within a period of two weeks and the Respondent will send his response to the observations  of the Complainant within a further period of two weeks. The Respondent will supply the information,  if available with them,  before the next date of hearing as per the observations to be made by the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-04-2009 at 11.30 AM in the Chamber (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: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vinod Kumar Goyal, Advocate,

Chamber Opp. Sessions Court,Bathinda.



Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No.132-33, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2231/2008

Present:
Shri D.D.Bansal, Advocate on behalf of Shri Vinod Kumar Goyal,Advocate, Complainant.
Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, O/o Director Local Government, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vinod Kumar Goyal filed an application with the PIO, O/o Director Local Government on 2.7.2008 through registered post. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 24.9.2008 received in the Commission Office on the same date against Diary No.12906.Notice was issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings for 19.3.2009.

2.

The Respondent states that the application of the Complainant dated 2.7.2008 has not been received in his office. The Department came to know when notice for hearing was received from the Commission. He further
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states that the Complainant be directed to send a photo-copy of the IPO of Rs.50/- sent with the application. He further states that the information/clarification as per the demand of the Complainant has been sent to him at his address given in the application through registered post vide letter No. b/ykeko-6-Tetb-v;;-09/12649 dated 17.3.2009 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The Respondent states that since the requisite information as well as the clarification has been supplied, the case may be closed.

4.

Shri D D. Bansal, Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jit Singh,

General Secretary,Shiromani Akali Dal,

Vill-Ramgarh, Tehsil: Bholath,

District: Kapurthala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o BDPO Nadala Block,

District: Kapurthala.







 Respondent

CC No.2162/2008

Present:
Shri Jit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Amrik Singh, BDPO Nadala and Shri Amarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jit Singh filed application with the PIO on18.1.2009. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 17.9.2008. Notices of hearing were issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

Shri Amrik Singh, BDPO Nadala states that the information has been supplied earlier on 13.12.2008. The Complainant reports back to him that no information has been supplied. After getting notice from the Commission, one more copy of information has been supplied to the Complainant. However, one more copy of information is supplied to Complainant in the Court today in my presence.
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3.

The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information, but

 the DDPO and BDPO has not taken any action, as no money has been spent in 

the Village Ramgarh. He further states that huge grants have been given by the Government to the Village Ramgarh. The Complainant states that he has filed  a complaint with  DDPO Kapurthala, to conduct an inquiry where the funds/grants are utilized.   Director Rural Development and Panchayat may get the enquiry conducted from a Senior Officer about the grants received and the work done by the Panchayat in the Village Ramgarh, Tehsil: Bholath, District: Kapurthala. Enquiry be completed within a period of two months and a copy of the enquiry report be sent to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant.

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and the Complainant is free to approach the Commission, if enquiry report is not supplied to him by July, 2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,(SCO No.112-113, Sector:17-C) Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

CC:
The Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, (SCO No.112-113, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Aya Singh, S/o

Late Shri Sardara Singh,

VPO: Payal-141 416,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

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

District: Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No.2166/2008

Present:
Shri Aya Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Gurpreet Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO and Shri Harbhajan Singh, JE-um-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Aya Singh filed three applications with the PIO on 22.2.2008, 8.3.2008 and 18.3.2008. The PIO-Respondent replied back on 5.3.2008 and 12.3.2008 accordingly and they have refused to supply information being the third party. After getting refusal being the third party, he filed complaint with the Commission on 16.9.2008 which is received in the Commission Office on 18.9.2008 against Diary No.12620. Notice was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The Respondent states that the information demanded by the Complainant relates to third party, that is why, they have not supplied the information. Since the information is available with the Public Authority, i.e. TS-1
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and the papers submitted by the owner of the Property bearing No.B-2/315 is with the PIO, O/o Municipal Council, Samrala.

3.

The Complainant states that the owner of the House: B-2/315, earlier it was Shri Ram Murti and later on it was transferred in the name of Mrs. Sita Goyal. It is directed that the papers relating to transfer of the said Property 

from Shri Ram Murti to the name of Mrs.Sita Goyal be supplied to the Complainant immediately.

4.

The Respondent states that papers are available with him and will be supplied to the Complainant on 20th March, 2009.

5.

The Respondent further states that the information will be supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

6.

Accordingly, Shri Gurpreet Singh, PIO-cum-Accountant assures the Commission that the information will be supplied to the Complainant relating to the instant case on 20.3.2009.

7.

On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is disposed of.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balwinder Kumar, ETT Teacher,

Ward No.11, Khana Patti,

Bhikhi, District: Mansa.






   Appellant







Vs

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

Bhikhi, District: Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No.669/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Darshan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephonic message received from Shri Balwinder Kumar, Appellant that he cannot attend the Court today due to exam duty. He further states that he has received the due payment from the Respondent.

2.

Shri Darshan Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt on behalf of the Respondent states that the payment of Rs.75069/- (Rupees Seventy Five Thousand and Sixty Nine only) has been made to the Appellant and further pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjiv Sharma, S/o Shri B.D.Sharma,

# LIG-92, Model Town, Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Public Relation Officer,

Bathinda.








 Respondent

CC No.3123/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Waheguru Pal Singh, PIO-cum-DPRO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Waheguru Pal Singh, PIO-cum-DPRO, on behalf of the Respondent states that as per the directions given  on the last date of hearing,  Shri Sanjiv Sharma  visited the office of DPRO, Bathinda on 5th March, 2009 at 1100 hrs. He inspected the record including  Diary and Dispatch Registers.

2.

The Complainant is not present today and nothing has been heard from him,  which shows  that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjay Bansal,

# 357, Patel Nagar, 

Near Mata Vaishno Devi Mandir,

Bathinda.








Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2347/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Mohinder Kataria, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Sanjay Bansal filed an application with the PIO on 1.9.2008,  which was  received in the office of PIO on the same day. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 2.10.2008,  which was received in the Commission on 21.10.2008 against Receipt No.13631.

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 5 (Five) sheets,  including one sheet of  covering letter,  had been supplied to the Complainant, vide Memo No.2420, dated 17.9.2008 through special messenger, which was  received by the Complainant on 7.10.2008.  

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: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Mohinder Kaur, Wd/o 

Shri Chuhar Singh,

# 16473/A, Street No.4, Baba Farid Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk, Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bhagu Road, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No.2394/2008

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

1.

As none is present on behalf of both the parties, one more chance is given to them to pursue their case.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28-04-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh, Numberdar, S/o

Shri Ajaib Singh, Vill-Thikriwal,

District- Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No.2179/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Wazir Singh, Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Wazir Singh filed an application with the PIO, O/o the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur on 28.2.2008 which was transferred to the PIO, office of DDPO Gurdaspur, vide letter No.436/Steno dated 4.6.2008.

2.

After getting no response from the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 11.7.2008 which is received in the Commission Office against Diary No.12591.

3.

Shri Wazir Singh, Panchayat Officer, Kahnuwan states that the information has been supplied to Shri Satnam Singh, Complainant on 16.3.2009 and the Complainant has given in writing that he has received Utilization
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Certificate of Rs.two lakh only.

4.

 It is directed that the remaining UCs, if available, be also supplied to the Complainant.

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurpritpal Singh,

Company Commander,

# 214, Nirankari Colony,

Fatehgarh Churian Road,Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.3122/2008

Present:
Shri Shri Gurpritpal Singh,Company Commander, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 24.2.2009 when it was directed that the PIO will supply action taken report on the representation of the Complainant along with the photo-copies of the noting portion, duly authenticated within a period of 15 days.

2.

The Complainant states that they have supplied the information vide letter No.2141, dated 16.3.2009 in which they have not supplied the noting portion of the file and no information regarding the construction of 3rd Floor without getting the plan sanctioned by the competent authority. As per the arguments on the last date of hearing, the un-authorized construction still exists at the site and no action has been taken by the Municipal Corporation as per the
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Building Bye Laws to demolish the unauthorized construction.

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO will appear in person along with the original record file relating to the action taken on the representation made by the Complainant to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar will direct the concerned Officer to supply the information, i.e. action taken report on the representation, within a period of fifteen days.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-04-2009 at 12.30 PM in the Chamber of the Commissioner (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: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasmeet,

# 541, Sector: 18-B, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No.2185/2008

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

1.

As none is present on behalf of both the parties, one more chance is given to them.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-04-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Labh Singh, S/o

Shri Chand Singh,

VPO: Bambiha, PO:Jangirana,

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No.2186/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant (Accounts) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post vide letter No.511, dated 2.3.2009 with a copy to the Commission. 

2.

The Complainant is not present; he might have received the information supplied to him.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sandeep Goyal,

# 229, Sector: 35-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl Secretary Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO: 132-33, Juneja Building,

Sector-17B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2210/2008

Present:
Shri Amrit Goyal on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As none is present on behalf of the Respondent, Shri Amrit Goyal on behalf of the Complainant pleads that the case may be adjourned.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02-04-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 19.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

