STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shamsher Singh, Ex-Panch,

S/o Shri Hari Singh,

VPO: Chak Singha, 

Tehsil: Garhshankar, District: Hoshiarpur.



Complainant







Vs

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

Garhshankar, District: Hoshiarpur.




 Respondent

CC - 1204/2010

Present:
Shri  Shamsher Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Satinder Kumar, Gram Sewak-cum-SEPO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Shamsher Singh filed three applications for seeking certain information, one with the PIO of the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Chandigarh; second with the PIO of the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur and third with the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Garhshankar on 21.12.2009, 21.12.2009 and 04.12.2009 respectively. The Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh and District Development and Panchayat Officer Hoshiarpur transferred the applications of the Complainant to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Garhshankar under Section 6(3) of the RTI 
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Act, 2005 for supplying requisite information to the Complainant.  On getting no information, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received in the Commission on 12.03.2010 against Diary No. 4444. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant and he hands over the same to the Complainant in the Court in my presence. After going through  the information, the Complainant submits that the case may be closed as he is satisfied with information supplied to him. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh Brar,

S/o Late Shri Surjit Singh Brar,

Village: Reond Khurd, Tehsil: Budhlada,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Child  Development Project Officer,

Budhlada, District: Mansa.






 Respondent

CC - 1175/2010

Present:
Shri Jaspal Singh Brar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Naresh Kumar, CDPO Bhikhi having  additional charge of  Budhlada and Shri Jatinder  Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Jaspal Singh Brar filed an application with the PIO/APIO of the office of Child Development Project Officer, Budhlada, District: Mansa on 01.10.2009 for seeking certain information.  On getting no response from the PIO/APIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.02.2010,  which was received in the Commission on 12.03.2010 against Diary No. 4286. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Naresh Kumar, CDPO Bhikhi, having additional charge of Budhlada, states that he has taken over the additional charge of Budhlada on 19.04.2010 and has requested District Social Security Officer, Mansa vide letter 
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No. 213-214, dated 22.04.2010 to supply requisite information to the Complainant. He further states that some information regarding  list of pensioners from  01.07.2007 till date has been sent to the Complainant by post but the Complainant states that he has not received this information till date. The CDPO Budhlada hands over one copy of this information to the Complainant  in the Court today in my presence. The CDPO informs the Commission that the remaining information is available with District Social Security Officer Mansa.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Naresh Kumar, CDPO Budhlada will collect the remaining information from District Social Security Officer, Mansa at personal level and supply to the Complainant within 15 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parmod Chaudhary,

C/o M/S Harkrishan Theatre,

Jalalalbad – 152024,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Infrastructure Development Board,

SCO No. 89-90, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh – 160022.


 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education and 

Industrial Training Punjab, Sector:36, Chandigarh.


Respondent


CC - 1225/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Gagan Anand, Chief Legal Advisor-cum-PIO, Punjab Infrastructure Development Board, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Parmod Chaudhary filed two  applications for seeking certain information, one  with the PIO of the office of Punjab Infrastructure Development Board, SCO No. 89-90, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh and second with the PIO of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector:36, Chandigarh.  PIOs of both the Departments supplied information to the Complainant. Dissatisfied with the 
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information supplied to him, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.02.2010, which was received in the Commission on 12.03.2010 against Diary No. 4360. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to the parties for today.
2.

Shri Gagan Anand, Chief Legal Advisor-cum-PIO of the office of Punjab Infrastructure Development Board places on record a written submission alongwith an affidavit containing requisite information, which is taken on record. The PIO is directed to send one copy of the written submission to the Complainant by post. The information submitted by the PIO is discussed in detail and  I am satisfied with the submissions made by the  PIO. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Punjab Infrastructure Development Board is exempted from attending the further proceedings in the instant case.

3.

 However, the PIO of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, is directed to be present, alongwith the requisite information, on the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.






Complainant







Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC - 1167/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Sukhdeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings in the instant case due to his poor financial position  and has requested that he may be exempted from personal appearance in the instant case.
2.

The Respondent states that the concerned official dealing with the instant case is not able to attend the proceedings today due to his ill health. The Respondent requests that the case may be adjourned for 15 days. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                     


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Singh,

Sr. Branch Officer Markfed(Retd.)

Gali No. 3, Anand Nagar,

Kotkapura, District: Faridkot.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager Markfed, Faridkot.




 Respondent

CC – 1216 & CC-730/2010
Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Sukhpal Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a similar case CC-730/2010 has been fixed for hearing on 29.04.2010 in which same information has been asked by Shri Balbir Singh, Complainant. He requests that both the cases i.e. CC-1216/2010  and CC-730/2010 may be clubbed and adjourned for 15 days as it is not possible to supply the information by 29.04.2010 since  the entire staff is busy in the procurement of wheat crop. 
2.

Accordingly, both the cases CC-1216/2010 and CC-730/2010 are clubbed  together and are fixed for further hearing on  11.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh,

VPO:   Khilchian, 









Tehsil: Baba Bakala, District: Amritsar.




Complainant






Vs

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

Amritsar.








 Respondent
CC - 1163/2010

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Mandeep Singh, appearing on behalf of his father Shri Harbans Singh, Complainant, states that a letter No. 127-128, dated 19.04.2010, addressed to Shri Milkha Singh, Ex-Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Khilchian, Block: Rayya, has been received from Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Rayya, vide which they have been asked to be present in the Village on 29.04.2010 in connection with an inquiry to be conducted by S.D.M. Baba Bakala. He submits one copy of the letter, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 11.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dharminder Kumar s/o Sh. Balraj,

VPO: Mehta, Distt. Kapurthala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC No. 1192 /2010

Present:
Shri H.S.Rathee, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ram Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Dharminder Kumar filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara on 15.12.2008 along with the requisite fee of Rs.10/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order No. 55E-385461, dated 15.12.2008.  Block Development & Panchayat Officer vide letter No. 1523, dated 09.01.2009 supplied some information to the complainant running into 49 sheets duly attested by the competent authority which was received by the complainant on 16.01.2009 and deposited the fee of Rs. 98/- with the Panchayat Secretary. Dis-satisfied with the information supplied to him, he filed a complaint with the commission on 24.02.2010 which was received in the commission office on 12.03.2010 against diary No. 4334.  He pleads that the information in para No. 4 of his application that “ from the perusal of the report to annexure C-4, it is 

clear that the attested copy of document, annexure C-3, issued by the 
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respondent-PIO as given to the complainant under RTI Act, 2005 is a false 

document. The respondent-PIO, therefore, is liable for punishment under Section


20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005. He further prays that the commission may please take requisite action under Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the respondent-PIO, in the interest of justice.

2.

Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied and he insists that the signatures of Sarpanch are very much there on the resolution dated 03.10.2008. He states that the signatures of sarpanch might have been erased by the complainant.  In order to verify that whether the signatures of sarpanch are there on the resolution register or not, Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch, Gram Panchahayt, Mehta, Tehsil Phagwara, District Kapaurthala will bring the original record, i.e. resolution register in which the resolutions dated 03.10.2008 and 17.10.2008 have been written and passed.

4.

It is directed that Shri Neeraj Kumar, Block Development and Panchayt Officer, Phagwara, along with Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Mehta, will bring the original record on the next date of hearing on 06.05.2010 in SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and (i) Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara and (ii) Sarpanch, Gram 
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Panchayat, Mehta through REGISTERED POST. 






6.

BDPO is also directed to get the copies of orders of the commission from the web site of commission i.e.www.infocommpunjab.com










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Shri Neeraj Kumar, Block Development and Panchayat 


        Officer, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala; and

(ii) Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Mehta, Tehsil Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o sh.Sardara Singh,

House No. 2525/B, Sector 47C, Chandigarh.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer, Urban Estate,

Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No. 1172 /2010

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant, in person.



Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, Legal Assistant and Shri Gurmukh Singh, 


Clerk, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaswant Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Estate Officer, Urban Estate, Ludhiana on 05.02.2010 and asked information in para No. 2 on points a,b,c,d and e.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the commission on 12.03.2010 along with the affidavit which was received in commission office on 12.03.2010 against diary No. 4289. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

The complainant states that he received a copy of letter No. PIO-GLADA-Ldh-2010/3236, dated 22.04.2010 addressed to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information commission and one copy endorsed to him on 26th 
April, 2010 through registered post.  However, he has not received the letter dated 18.03.2010, attached with the above-said letter. He pleads that the GLADA 
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office may be directed to produce the proof that the letter dated 18.03.2010 has been dispatched to him through registered or UPC or courier, on the next date of hearing. He further states that the information supplied to him is not as per his demand and he places on record his written submission/ observations to the information supplied  to him in the court today and one copy of the response is also handed over to the respondent in my presence. 

3.

The respondent places on record a photocopy of the letter dated 22.04.2010 along with letter and its enclosures, dated 18.03.2010.

4.

The respondent states that the flat No. 919 which falls in the scheme of 168-MIG flats, Dhandari Kalan, information be supplied of this scheme only as there were seven schemes of different MIG housing in Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana.  As the total information will be voluminous, therefore, the commission orders that the information relating to the scheme in which his flat falls be supplied. 

5.

After deliberations and arguments, it is directed that the respondent will supply the information relating to scheme of 168-MIG flats, Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana, as below:-


(i)
Copy of  the advertisement  published in the newspapers.


(ii)
Copies of  the letter of the work  allotted to the contractor relating to 

above –said scheme.
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(iii) Copies of the completion certificate of the work, completed  in time and handing over / taking over report relating to the scheme of 168 MIG flats. 

(iv) Copies of the notice vide which the flats were offered to the allottees for taking  possession.

6.

Therefore, the respondent will supply the information to the complainant as directed above and  relating to para No.2 , sub paras a,b,c,d and e of his complaint dated 05.02.2010.

7.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh s/o Sh.Jaswinder Singh,

Village: Kamma, PO: Ishru,

Distt. Ludhiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 1209 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, on behalf of respondent, states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 4108, dated 25.02.2010 which has been received by him on 05.03.2010. In lieu of receipt of information, the complainant has signed on the office copy of the letter dated 25.02.2010.  Respondent places on record one copy of the information supplied to the complainant which is taken on record file.

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied to Shri Satnam Singh, it reveals that the information demanded by him is the same and the complainant is not present in the court. He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mehnga Ram,

VPO: Dholbaha, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Bhunga, Distt. Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

CC No. 1130 /2010

Present:
Shri Mehnga Ram, complaint in person.



Shri Gulshan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Mehnga Ram, filed an application with the SPIO of office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali along with the requisite fee of Rs. 10/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order. The office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats transferred the application to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhunga under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, vide letter No. DP/RTI/2967, dated 04.02.2010 with a copy to the complainant. Sarpanch/ Panchayat Secretary, Dholbaha supplied the information to the complainant on 25.02.2010.  Dissatisfied with the information supplied to him, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.03.2010 which was received in commission office on 11.03.2010 against diary No. 4111.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Heard both the parties. 

3.

After deliberations, it reveals that some part of the information relates to Revenue Department and some part of the information relates  to Gram Panchayat, Dholbaha as per the demand of the complainant.   It is directed that for the information relating to Revenue Department, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, will transfer the application under Section 6(3) to the Sub Divisional Magistrate or any other public authority to which the information relates. The information relating to gram panchayat, Dholbaha be sent through registered post. The Sarpanch Gram Panchayat, Dholbaha is also directed to  supply the requisite information as per demand of the complainant within a period of 15 days. 



4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2010 in Court No 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

 5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through  Registered post.  

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Raj Sharma,

House No. 2048, Verka Enclave,

Sector 49-C, Chandigarh.





     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Milkfed, Punjab, SCO No. 153-55,

Sector 34A, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 252 /2010

Present:
Shri Baldev Raj Sharma, appellant, in person.



Shri R.S.Parmar, PIO, Milkfed, Shri TPS Walia, Manager 



Personnel, Shri Pitamber Joshi and Shri Bhageshwar Sharma, 


Clerk of Shri Ashwani Prasher,Advocate, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that a similar  case -CC No. 1019/10 S.R.Saroya Versus Milkfed has been fixed for hearing on 29.04.2010 and requests that this case may also be heard with that case on 29.04.2010.  He places written submission in the court and one copy is handed over to the appellant in the court today. 

2.

On the request of respondent-PIO, the case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85 Sector 17C, Chandigarh along with CC No. 1019 of 2010. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner

