STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

P.O. Threeke Via Baddowal, Ludhiana – 142021.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 1-2-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 1399/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant has intimated the Commission vide letter dated nil, received in the Commission on 22.09.2008, that he is unable to attend the proceedings on 23.09.2009 as he is going abroad to attend  marriage ceremony of  his relative.  He has requested for the adjournment of the case to some other date.          
2.

The Respondent states that a meeting of Finance Committee and Board of Management of Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana was held on 27.07.2009 in which some observations were made,  regarding which  some information is being sought from Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar and on  receipt of this information, a decision will be taken.
3.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 17.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
  
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Joginder Nath,

W. No. 12, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Basti,

Lehragaga – 148031, District: Sangrur.




     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Regional  Deputy Director Local Govt.,

Patiala.








 Respondent

AC - 406/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 


Smt. Pushpa Rani, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a revised/authenticated copy of  information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 2 vv;;-09/8828, dated 18.08.2009,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.07.2009. She 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: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri R. S. Sidhu, Advocate,

H. No. 36, Sector: 11-A(Top Floor),

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

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

 Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent
CC - 899/2009
Present:
Shri R. S. Sidhu, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.07.2009, when a compensation of Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information. The Public Authority was directed to pay the amount of compensation to the Complainant through Bank Draft within a period of 15 days from the receipt of this order and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

The Respondent pleads that the case may be closed as the  orders of the Commission dated 16.07.2009  have been complied with. 
3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

  
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Rajinder Kaur,

W/o Shri Jagdip Singh Sandhu,

Kothi No. 142, Azimgarh,

Tehsil: Abohar, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs

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

 Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 897/2009

Present:
Shri R. S. Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 21.7.2009, when Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cm-PIO was directed to submit an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was also directed to attend the proceedings, in person,  on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
3.

Accordingly, Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO is present today and he has submitted an affidavit dated 20.08.2009 in which he has submitted that he was appointed as PIO on 02.07.2009 and after collecting information from different Branches, the same has been supplied to the 
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Complainant on 05.08.2009. He has further submitted that before his appointment as PIO, Smt. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-1(Assistant Director School Administration-1) was the PIO. He has tendered unconditional apology for not attending the proceedings  in the instant case earlier. He informs the Commission that since he has taken over as PIO, information in most of the cases has been supplied. He pleads that case may be closed and no penalty may be imposed upon him.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that penalty may be imposed upon Smt. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-1 during whose  tenure information has been delayed. 

5.

Accordingly, Smt. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-1 is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon her for the delay in the supply of information.
6.

The case is fixed for deciding the matter regarding imposition of penalty upon Smt. Surjit Kaur, the then  PIO for the delay in the supply of information  on 20.10.2009 at 10.0 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Smt. Surjit Kaur, ADSA-1, office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh by Registered post. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.





Complainant







Vs

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

Sidhwan Bet, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 1620/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

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

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant, has intimated the Commission vide his letter dated 15.09.2009 that PIO of the office of BDPO has supplied requisite information to him on 14.09.2009.  He has pleaded that the case may be closed. 
2.

The Respondent also pleads that the case may be closed as the information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Abdul Hannan,

S/o Shri Abdul Sattar,

Mohalla: Chor Maran,

Sunami Gate, Malerkotla – 148023.




Complainant







Vs

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

District: Sangrur.







 Respondent

CC - 1714 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh , Accountant-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information, running into 114 pages, has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 2161, 
dated 17. 8. 2009. He submits a copy of the receipt taken from the Complainant,  which is taken on record. 
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: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shingara Singh,

S/o Shri Kehar Singh, 

Village: Jattiwal,  P.O.: Panj Garaiyan,

Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhilana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2061/2009

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

1.

The  B. D. P. O. Machhiwara informed the Commission telephonically on 22.09.2009 that the Complainant has not visited his office to collect the Plan as per the directions of the Commission given on the last date of hearing i.e. 14.9.2009.
2.

Since  some information has already  been supplied to the Complainant and the remaining information is readily available with the BDPO, Machhiwara,  the Complainant can collect the same from the office of BDPO, Machhiwara on any working day.
3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

Member Panchayat,

Village: Lang, 

Tehsil & District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC -1871 /2009

Present:
Shri Shri Harminder Singh,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he has received the requisite information and 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: 23. 09. 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 Narang Singh, 

Village: Harchand Pur,

Tehsil: Dhuri, District: Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

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

Dhuri, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC - 1872/2009

Present:
Shri  Harminder Singh, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Tarsem Singh, BDPO Dhuri,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Tarsem Singh, BDPO Dhuri states that the Complainant may be directed to visit his office on 29.09.2009, when requisite information as per the deliberations held today in the court, will be supplied to him personally. 
3.

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to collect the information from the office of  BDPO, Dhuri on 29.09.2009.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 30.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Jasbir Kaur,

W/o Shri Gurcharan Singh Kapoor,

A-180, Ranjeet Avenue, Ajnala Road, Amritsar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 1881/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Pushkar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 8 sheets was sent to the Complainant at the address given in her application through special messenger. The messenger has reported that Smt. Jasbir Kaur has sold her house and no one knows her present address. The Respondent states that the information is readily available with him and a copy has been sent to the Commission on 03.09.2009. The Respondent further states that the Complainant can collect the information from the office of PIO on any working day.  He pleads that the case may be closed. 
2.

A perusal of the file reveals that the Complainant has not mentioned her contact number in her application dated 22.4.2009. However, she has given her telephone number in the complaint  filed with the Commission on 19.06.2009 as 0183-2503123.  Accordingly,  she is contacted on phone. She
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 states that she wants information about her land which has been acquired by Improvement Trust Amritsar and as per the orders of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, the cost of land has been enhanced and  some land holders have received the enhanced amount from the Improvement Trust but she has not received any enhanced amount of her land of  1300 Sq. Yards, which had been acquired by Improvement Trust, Amritsar.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply the information to the Complainant regarding payment of enhanced  amount of her land, which has been acquired by Improvement Trust , Amritsar.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.10.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjt Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, Ludhiana – 141008.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA/GMADA, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.




 Respondent

AC - 78/2009
Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Appellant,  in person.
Shri H. S. Sodhi, PIO-cum-SE  and  Smt. Kusum Bhatia, Senior Assistant, office of GMADA, Mohali;  Ms. Jaswinder Nafra, Establishment Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer Coordination and Shri Karam Chand, Senior Assistant Accounts, office of PUDA, Mohali,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 17.09.2009, Shri H. S. Sodhi, PIO-cum-SE(C-2) GMADA is present in the court today and states that instant case relates to PUDA and he has already transferred the case to Additional Chief Administrator, PUDA-cum-PIO vide Memo. No. GMADA/SE(C-2)/08/502, dated 19.01.2009 for supplying the requisite information to the Appellant. He makes a written submission in the court today, which is taken on record. In the written submission he has explained that due to mis-understanding orders of the Commission  did not reach their office and consequently no one could attend  the proceedings. He has tendered unconditional apology  for the same and assured that they will attend the proceedings of the Commission as and when Notice is received. 
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2.

Ms. Jaswinder Nafra, Establishment Officer-cum-APIO, PUDA states that original record of PCA is  with CBI and they have approached the CBI Authorities to get the copies  of the record but they have refused. She further states that utilization certificate in respect of Rs. 85.00 lac is to be supplied  and this amount includes Rs. 40.00  lac, which was given as grant by Director Small Savings, Punjab in two instalments of Rs. 25.00 and Rs. 15.00 lac on 15.9.1994 and 28.11.1994 respectively. She assures the Commission that utilization certificate will be supplied as and when the record is received back from the CBI. She pleads that the case may be closed. 
3.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by both the Departments i.e. PUDA and GMADA and therefore no action is taken against them.

4.

Accordingly, the  case is disposed of with the directions that Utilization Certificate for the remaining amount  be supplied to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission as and when  the relevant record is received back from the CBI Authorities. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh,

S/o Shri Sarwan Singh,

Village: Rattowal, District: Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 07/2009

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh, Appellant in person. 
Shri Balbir Singh, Assistant Kanungo and Shri Kuldip Singh, Assistant Kanungo,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.07.2009 when a Show-Cause Notice was issued to Ms. Pinki Devi, DRO-cum-PIO to file an affidavit, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, explaining  reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon her for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant.  
2.

 Ms. Pinki Devi is not present today. The Respondent states that she has been transferred and in her place Smt. Balraj Kaur has joined as DRO-cum-PIO.  He further states that Ms. Pinki Devi remained as DRO-cum-PIO for about three months. 
3.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.09.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.11.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 
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09.01.2009. The case was disposed of on 03.03.2009 with the directions  that the
 Appellant is free to approach the Commission again in case information is not supplied to him within a week. Accordingly, on the receipt of a representation from the Appellant, the case was re-opened.  

4.

During hearing on 18.06.2009, it was directed that the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana will appear in person and file an affidavit to the effect that no such Masavi of Village: Noor Bhaini is available on record of the Public Authority. An affidavit by Shri Jaswinder Kumar, Office Kanungo, D. C. Office, Ludhiana, dated nil,  duly attested by Executive Magistrate on 16.07.2009  was placed on record of the instant case and directions were issued to the PIO-cum-DRO to get the Masavi of Village: Noor Bhaini from the office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar and supply the same to the Appellant. However, neither the PIO is present nor any information has been supplied to  the Appellant. 
5.

Since Ms. Pinki Devi, DRO-cum-PIO, has been transferred, it is directed that the present  PIO will supply a  list of PIOs , remained posted during the period from the date of filing application by the Appellant i.e. 20.9.2008 till date,  so  that show-cause notice could be issued to the concerned PIO for taking necessary action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information. It is also directed that a copy of Masavi of Village: Noor Bhaini, District: Ludjhiana  be obtained from the office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar and supplied to the Complainant.
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6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.10.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to issue instructions to the concerned PIO to attend the proceedings, in the instant case, on the next date of hearing. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 23. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
    

