                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran Dass,

# 2849, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(SE),

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 178/2007
Present:
Smt. Anu Sharma wife of Shri Ram Saran Dass on behalf of the  Appellant. 
Shri Charanjit Singh Basra, Superintendent-cum-AIO and Shri Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Smt. Anu Sharma places on record a letter from Shri Ram Saran Dass vide which he has intimated that due to unavoidable circumstances, he cannot attend the proceedings today and has requested to adjourn the case for another date. 

2.

A letter No. AD-7(  )2011/746-1242-43, dated 18.03.2011 has been received from Circle Education Officer, Patiala Circle, Nabha vide which he has sent 5 annexure including photo copy of page No. 316 of Punjab Government Grant-in-aid Rules and photo copy of affidavit from Shri Janinder Kumar, President M.D. Girls High School, Nabha, which has been taken on record. 
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3.

After detailed arguments, it is directed that the Respondent will submit affidavit from Shri Janinder Kumar, in original,  and a complete copy of Punjab Government Grand-in-aid Rules, on the next date of hearing.

4.

On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 29.03.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the 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: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector: 5, Chandigarh.




Complainant







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

Dhilwan, District: Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC - 3551/2010
Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Bhupinder Singh, B.D.P.O. Dhilwan; Shri Surjit Singh, Superintendent and Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on  the last date of hearing, copies of utilization certifications and some information has been supplied to the Complainant. The B.D.P.O. states that due to Punjab Vidhan Sabha Sesssion and training of Panchayat Secretaries and other staff, complete information could not be prepared and  supplied to the Complainant.  He requests that the case may be adjourned for at least 10 days.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the remaining information be supplied to the Complainant by 04.04.2011.
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4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on the 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: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector: 5, Chandigarh.




Complainant







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

Nadala, District: Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC - 3613/2010

Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Mohinder Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on  the last date of hearing, copies of utilization certifications and some information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Respondent  states that due to Punjab Vidhan Sabha Sesssion and training of Panchayat Secretaries and other staff, complete information could not be prepared and  supplied to the Complainant.  He requests that the case may be adjourned for at least 10 days.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the remaining information be supplied to the Complainant by 04.04.2011.
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4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on the 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: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Neetu Rani,

W/o Shri Tanesh Sehgal,

R/o # B-1/3883, Mohinder Ganj,

Old Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Rajpura, District: Patiala.






 Respondent

CC -  219/2011

Present:
Smt. Neetu Rani, Complainant, in person.


Shri Baljinder Singh Chatha, A.S.I., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent hands over requisite information relating to Sr. No. 2 to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The Complainant, after studying the information, states that she is satisfied with the information.
2.

Shri Manmohan Kumar Sharma, DSP-cum-PIO,  was  issued Show-Cause Notice on the last date of hearing to make written submission explaining reasons 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 loss and detriment suffered by her but neither he is  present nor his  written submission has been received. 
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3.

The Respondent states that Shri Manmohan Kumar Sharma, DSP, has been deputed on official duty at Khatkar Kalan in connection with the visit of Hon’ble Chief Minister Punjab.

4.

Accordingly, Shri Manmohan Kumar Sharma, DSP-cum-PIO, is directed to make his written submission, in person,  on the next date of hearing in response to the Show-cause Notice issued to him on 15.03.2011.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.03.2011 at 11.00 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 both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Manmohan Sharma, Deputy Superintendent of Police, 


Rajpura.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Shri Puran Singh,

Village: Hakim Baig,

P.O. Samra Via Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil: Dera Baba Nanak, District: Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(E),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 3569/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Jarnail Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(E), Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As none was present on behalf of the Respondent during three hearings held so far in the instant case, a  Show-cause Notice was issued to Shri Jarnail Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(E), Patiala on the last date of hearing i.e. 22.02.2011  to make his written submission explaining reasons 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 loss and detriment suffered by him.
2.

Shri Janail Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(E) Patiala is present today alongwith his written submission.  He states that orders of the Commission dated 
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14.01.2011 and 25.01.2011 have not been received in the office of District Education Officer(E), Patiala. He further states that  the orders dated 22.02.2011 have been received only yesterday. He explains that the Complainant asked certain information vide his application dated 16.12.2010 and the information was supplied to him vide letter No. G-1(  )2011/3273, dated 29.01.2011. He  submits one copy of the information, which is taken on record. 

3.

In the instant case the Complainant has filed his application on 25.10.2010. A perusal of both the applications reveals that the Complainant has sought same information vide both the applications.
4.

The Respondent explains in detail the reasons for not attending the court proceedings on three occasions. I am fully convinced that there is no delay in the supply of information to the Complainant.  Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is ordered to be awarded to the Complainant.   
5.

Since the requisite  information as per the demand of the Complainant,  stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shamsher Singh, 

S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

V.P.O. Otalan, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







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

Samrala, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 3752/2011

Present:
Shri Shamsher Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Navtej Sharma, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Navtej Sharma, VDO-cum-PIO, has brought photo copy of one page of the  Cash Book. The Complainant states that this information is not as per his demand. He wants copy of MB and detail of expenditure incurred for the laying of floor(70’ x 35’)  in  front of Main Darwaza(Khera) .

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Avtar Singh, SDO, of the office of Panchayati Raj, Samrala will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith copy of the estimate,  bills, design etc. of the laying of the said floor  alongwith original record.  
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4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.03.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the 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: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Avtar Singh, S.D.O.



Panchayati Raj, Samrala.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pala Singh, Nambardar,

S/o S. Ujjagar Singh,

R/o Village: Jhanda Bagga Nawan,

P.O.: Fatehgarh Panjtoor,

Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.





Complainant







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

Makhu, District: Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC - 3699/2010
Present:
Shri  Pala Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 25.01.2011 and 22.02.2011 when none was present. 
2.

Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the B.D.P.O. Makhu had written a letter to the Complainant to deposit Rs. 975/- towards cost of the documents so that information could be supplied to him. The Complainant states that he has not received any letter from the BDPO, Makhu.

3.

The Complainant states that he had been requesting the then Panchayat Secretary Shri Sucha  Singh to supply the requisite information but he refused to supply the information on one pretext or the other. 
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4.

Since the application for information  has been addressed to the PIO of the office of B.D.P.O., Makhu and the B.D.P.O. has not transferred the application to the concerned Public Authority, he is directed supply the information to the Complainant free of cost within 15 days. Besides, Shri Baldev Raj, B.D.P.O., Makhu and Smt. Baljeet Kaur, Sarpanch are directed to make their written submissions on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:
1.
Shri Baldev Raj, Block Development and Panchayat  

                                Officer, Makhu, District: Ferozepur.   
2. Smt. Baljeet Kaur, Sarpanch, 

Village: Jhanda Bagga Nawan,

P.O.: Fatehgarh Panjtoor,




District: Ferozepur. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sudesh Kamal Sharma,

House No. 7/165, near Gurdwara Sahib,

Dodan Street, Faridkot- 151203.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Revenue Officer,

Faridkot.








 Respondent

CC No. 3908 /2011

Present:
Shri sudesh Kamal Sharma, complainant, in person.



Shri Gursewak Singh Sidhu, EO, Shri Amarjit Singh, Junior 


Assistant, MC, Faridkot and Shri Karam Jain, Clerk, DC office, 


on behalf of 
respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Gursewak Singh Sidhu, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Faridkot is present in the court and has submitted his written submission dated 21-03-2011, in which he has stated that no doubt, file was received in the Council office on 16-08-1996, but, he further states that as per the remarks noted down by Rent Clerk of the Council, the file had been handed over to the then Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot by the then President of the Municipal Council, Faridkot on 24/25-09-1996. 

3.

The complainant states that he has filed a civil suit in the Court and 
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he wants information to pursue his case in the Court. However, the file is not traceable, as reported by the Executive Officer. It is directed that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Faridkot will take immediate steps to trace out the file and will himself conduct an enquiry in the matter and , if necessary, will lodge an FIR with the police for the loss of the file. It is directed that as and when the file is traced, the respondent will supply the information to the complainant and the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjeet Singh,

11.Rose Avenue, near Officers Colony,

FErozepur City- 152002.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur.






 Respondent

CC No. 110 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Gurdial Singh, Office Kanugo, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent, Shri Gurdial Singh, office Kanugo,  on behalf of PIO places on record a letter No. 760, dated 18-03-2011 along with a receipt from Shri Charanjeet Singh, complainant, who states that he has received the information and does not want to proceed the complaint and the same may kindly be  dismissed as withdrawn.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply and Sanitation Division,

Faridkot. 







 Respondent

AC No. 875 /2011

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Shri Surjit Singh, SDO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Surjit Singh, Sub Divisional Officer, Water Supply and Sanitation Sub-division No. III, Faridkot states that the information relating to financial statements has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 1997, dated 01.03-2011.  The appellant states that he has not received the same. However, one copy of the information is available with the respondent.  The respondent is directed to supply the same to the appellant today.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply and Sanitation Division,

Sangrur.. 







 Respondent

AC No. 876 /2011

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Shri Pawan Kumar, SDE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Pawan Kumar, Sub Divisional Engineer states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant also confirms in the court that he has received the information and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply and Sanitation Division,

Moga 







 Respondent

AC No. 878 /2011

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, appellant, in person. 



Shri Manjeet Kumar Saini, SDE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Manjeet Kumar Saini, Sub Divisional Engineer, Baghapurana states that the information has been supplied to the appellant.  But the appellant states that he has not received the financial statement as being prepared in the department.

3.

The respondent is directed to supply the copies of the financial statement to the appellant.  The appellant pleads that case may be closed. On the assurance of respondent, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Sant Singh,

105, Walia Enclave, opp. Punjabi University,

Patiala.







      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.







 Respondent

AC No. 1133 /2011

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, appellant in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

The appellant, Shri Avtar Singh, states that he has not received the information as yet. However, a copy of the information  available in the record file running into five sheets, from page No. 14 to 18, is supplied to the appellant, Shri Avtar Singh, in the court.  In the list attached with the letter, some cases have been shown as disposed of and in some cases the hearing is shown as going on. The remaining information will be supplied to the appellant as and when the hearings are completed and the cases are decided.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road, Opp.Chankya School,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commisioner, Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC No. 178 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of both the parties.
ORDER

1.

None is present from complainant and respondent side.

2.

A fax message No. 1904/Suvidha, dated 21.03.2011 is received in the commission from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, in which it has been stated that  a State level function is being organized at Hussainiwala in the memory of great martyrs.  Therefore, all the officials will be busy in organizing the function and it has been requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 29-03-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 22-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner

