 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village: Jalal Khera, P.O.: sullar,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintendent of Police(D),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 450/2011

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Two hearings have been held so far in the instant case,  one on 17.03.2011 and second today and none is present on behalf of the Respondent PIO. 
2.

 Presuming that the Respondent Department may be busy with the visit of the Prime Minister of India in the State, one last opportunity is given to the PIO to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith original file relating to Kalandran No. 287 dated 27.09.2010 for perusal by the Commission as directions were issued in this regard on 17.03.2011.  It is also directed that the requisite information be supplied to  the Complainant before the next date of 
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hearing. 

3.

Accordingly, 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.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties  and to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala to give directions to the S.P.(D), Patiala to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite record and information. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:


Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

P.O.: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case a compensation of Rs. 4500/-(Four thousand five hundred only)  was awarded to the Complainant on 15.03.2011 for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the requisite information and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent and nothing has been heard from the Respondent whether the orders of the Commission have been complied with or not. 

3.

While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission, the case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders of the Commission dated 15.03.2011 on
Contd……p/2

CC - 1258/2009



-2-
 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.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab to direct the PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission.  

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:


Principal Secretary Local Government, 




Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Gupta,

Devki Complex,  1-G,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana – 141001.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC - 191/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Bahadur Singh,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a Memo. No. PIO/GLADA/Ludhiana/2011/4558, dated 28.03.2011 addressed to the Commission vide which it has been informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by hand on 28.03.2011  vide letter No. 3468, dated 25.03.2011 and due receipt has been taken  from him. The Respondent submits a copy of the receipt, 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: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ramesh Chander Khanna,

H.I.G. – 173, Housing Board Colony,

Urban Estate-1, Jalandhar.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

PUDA, Jalandhar.







 Respondent

AC – 58 & 59 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Rajesh Mehta, Advocate and Shri Sumittar Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Sumittar Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO was issued a show-cause notice on 24.02.2011 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 Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.
2.

Accordingly, Shri Sumittar Singh is present today and makes his written submission dated 29.03.2011  in which he has stated that he has been recently appointed as PIO and the reply was sent to the Appellant  within stipulated period. 
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3.

 He verbally informs that the Appellant was asked on 19.10.2010 to deposit Rs. 12/- as cost of the documents and on receiving no response from the Appellant, the  information was  supplied to the Appellant free of cost.  Then after some time he  proceeded on ex-India leave  due to which he could not make written submission in response to the show-cause notice issued to him by the Commission.  
4.

He submits letter No. 937, dated 15.03.2011 vide which some more information running into 8 sheets is to be supplied to the Appellant and submits another letter  No. 938 vide which remaining information running into 6 sheets is to be supplied to the Appellant. These letters are taken on record and it is directed that this additional/remaining  information be sent to the Appellant by registered post. 

5.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent submits that an identical case CC-93/2011 was heard and  disposed of by the Commission on 10.03.2011 in which the same/similar  information was supplied to the Appellant. 
6.

After going through the written submission and in view of the reasons/facts  explained verbally by Shri Sumittar Singh, I am convinced that the information has not been delayed intentionally or with any malafide attention. The delay caused is  only  procedural. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon Shri Sumittar Singh and no compensation is ordered to be awarded to the 
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Appellant. 
7.

Since the  requisite information has already been supplied to the Appellant free of cost and some additional/remaining information is being supplied,  the cases are  disposed of.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hari Mitra,

R/o House No. 566, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 

Jalandhar.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer,

Jalandhar Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC - 351/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Sham Lal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent submits a photo copy of Memo. No. RTI/JDA/174/173, dated 15.03.2011 vide which duly authenticated   information running into 12 sheets has been supplied to the Complainant, which is taken on record.  This information has been received by the Complainant personally and he 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: 29. 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,

VPO: Otalan, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







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

Samrala, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 3752/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Sikandar Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a receipt taken from the Complainant after supplying requisite information to him,  in which the Complainant has stated that he has received complete information.
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: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Mohinder Kaur,

W/o Shri Bohar Singh,

VPO: Bangala,

Tehsil: Patti, District: Tarn Taran.





Complainant







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

Valtoha, District: Tarn-Taran.





 Respondent

CC - 3087/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant as well as  the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In  this case  a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant on 11.03.2011 for the loss and detriment suffered by him and the case was fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 18.03.2011,  which was further postponed to 29.03.2011 i.e. today due to some administrative reasons. 
2.

The B.D.P.O. Valtoha has informed the Commission vide letter No. 720, dated 14.03.2011 that compensation amount of Rs. 5000/-(five thousand only) has been paid to the Complainant and the remaining information has been supplied to him. 
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3.

Since the requisite information stands provided and the orders of the Commission dated 11.03.2011 have been complied with, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Mudgill,

Military Station Road,

Opposite Chankya School,

Fazilka, District: Ferozepur.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC - 78/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Sethi, Junior Assistant, office of S.D.M. Jalalabad, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a letter No. 253/PIC/Suvidha, dated 25.03.2011 from the P.I.O. of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, addressed to the Commission, with a copy to the Complainant, in which he has submitted as under:-
“ e/; ;pzXh ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe ôqh ;shô uzdok, nkJhHJ/Hn?;H ;kpek fibQk e[b?eNo, fco'÷g[o tb'A fwsh 26-11F1996 d/ j[ew ;pzXh fJ; dcso dhnK tZy tZy ;pzXs ôkyktK, fit/A fe f;tb fvc?A; ôkyk, c[Neb ôkyk, vhHnkoHJ/H ôkyk ns/ d{;o/ dcso, ;hBhno g[fb; egskB fco'÷g[o, fibQk b'e ;zgoe nc;o fco'÷g[o, n?;HvhHn?wH ckfibek, ;N/ôB j?v e[nkNo ckf÷bek ns/
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 ekoi;kXe nc;o, Bro e"A;b ckf÷bek s'A fog'oN bJh rJh, go fe;/ th ôkyk$dcso tb'A fJ; j[ew d/, fJ; dcso tb'A ikoh j'J/ pko/ e'Jh t/otk Bk fwfbnk j?. fi; eoe/ fôekfJs eosk tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk fJ; dcso tAb'A w[jZJhnk Bk eotkJh ik ;edh j? ih. fco th GftZy ftu i/eo fJ; ;pzXh e/; ckfJb fwb iKdh j? sK gqkoEh Bz{ b'AVhAdh ;{uBk s[ozs jh w[jZJhnk eotk fdZsh ikt/rh ih.”
2.

Since the requisite  information is not  available/traceable  in the record of the Public Authority,  the case is closed. However, the Complainant can approach the competent court of law for the redressal of his grievances, if any. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Santokh Raj,ex Senior Clerk,

c/o Dr. Rajneesh, HE-129,

Phase-5, SAS Nagar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Employment Generation &

Training, Punjab,SCO Nio. 46-47, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 222 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Balbir Singh, Employment Officer, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Balbir Singh, Employment Officer places on record a receipt from Shri Santokh Raj, dated 28-03-2011 in which it has been stated that the amount of compensation of Rs. 500/- (rupees Five hundred only) has been deposited in the  Savings Bank Account No. 008700110842591 of Shri Satokh Raj in the Punjab National Bank Branch Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

2.

Since the orders of the commission dated 17-03-2011 have been complied with, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 29-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shri Ram Sharan Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.



Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Public Instruction (Schools),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 178 /2011

Present:
Shri Ram Sharan Dass, appellant, in person.



Ms. Gurmeet Kaur, Deputy CEO, Shri Naresh Kumar, Senior 


Assistant and Shri Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant,o/o DPI(SE), 


on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The appellant, Shri Ram Sharan Dass, places on record a letter dated 29-03-2011 in which he has stated that keeping in view the compromise deed executed with Smt. Kamlesh Bhardwaj in Mediation Centre of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh, he does not want to pursue his application dated 22.01.2007 moved under Right to Information Act and the same be treated as withdrawn.

3.

Since the appellant has withdrawn his application and the information has also been supplied to him by the Department, the case is closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 29-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o sh. Labh Singh,

Village: Siao, PO; Manoli, Distt. SAS Nagar.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.








 Respondent

CC No. 321 /2011

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, ASI and Shri Lal Mohammed, HC, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the copy of requisite enquiry report along with copy of FIR has been supplied to the complainant, Shri Avtar Singh. Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Sub Inspector,  further states that the challan has not yet been filed in the Court. Moreover, some  investigations are being carried out by the Station House Officer of Police Station, Sohana in the matter, therefore, the copies of statements cannot be supplied at this point of time.  He further pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied the case may be closed. Shri Avtar Singh, complainant, also pleads that the case may be closed. 
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3.
It is directed that as and when the investigations are completed, copies of the statements be supplied to the complainant..
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: 29-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet,  Ludhiana- 141008.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.








 Respondent

CC No. 293 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Darshan Singh, ASI and Shri Lal Mohd. HC, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. 

2.

However, a fax message dated 27-03-2011, is received from Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, in which he has stated that he has received the information with regard to one query that remained on the last date of hearing on 18-03-2011.  He further pleads that the matter be verified from the dispatch register relating to letter dated 05-01-2011 which is said to be dispatched to him and which has not been received by him as yet. 

3.

The respondent places on record dispatch register starting from 01-01-2011 and the letter at serial No. 688-G/RTI, dated 05-01-2011 has been dispatched to Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon at his address- Kahlon Villa, opp. Telephone exchange, village and post office, Bhatiian Bet, Ludhiana. One 
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photocopy of the letter dated 31-01-2011, addressed to the Chairman, Punjab

Cricket Association, PCA Stadium, Mohali,  is retained in the record file in which the Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar has claimed the amount of Rs. 10, 16, 10,442/- ( Rupees Ten crores, sixteen lacs, ten thousand and four hundred forty two only) as outstanding against Punjab Cricket Association to be deposited by the Punjab Cricket Association in lieu of the force deployed for the cricket matches at PCA Stadium, Mohali. He further places on record one more photocopy of letter dated 31.12.2010 addressed to the Chairman, Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali.  One photocopy of dispatch register, duly authenticated by Shri Darshan Singh, ASI, dated 29-03-2011 is also placed in the record file.

3.

On the perusal of the dispatch register, it reveals that no page numbering has been made in the register and no certificate has been entered by the concerned competent authority about the starting of the dispatch register.  It is directed that, in future,  all the dispatch and  diary registers should be duly certified along with the page marking so that the work be carried out transparently by the department.   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: 29-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri- Malwinder Singh,

3-Ranjit Bagh near State College of

Education, Patiala.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No. 2091 /2008 (re-opened)

Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Naresh Kumar, APIO-cum-Planning Officer, on behalf of 


respondent.


ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Malwinder Singh, approached the commission vide his application dated 08-11-2010 in which he has brought to the notice of the commission that, as per orders of the commission dated 06-07-2009, no action has been taken by the PIO, who has assured in the court during hearing, that efforts will be made to get the stay vacated and thereafter necessary action will be taken.  The PIO has not sent an interim reply to the commission as per directions given. The case was re-opened and notice of hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.

2.

Shri Naresh Kumar, APIO places on record a letter No. 810-RTI, dated 28-03-2011 explaining the reasons as to why the action cannot be taken in 
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the matter. He pleads that the necessary efforts have been made by the department to get the stay vacated and to remove the violations made by the owner of house No. 2,  Shri Mohit Bansal.  During arguments on 06-07-2009, the complainant has made a written submission in the court, the original version of which, was handed over to Shri Adarsh Singla, SE-cum-PIO to deal the case accordingly.  However, nothing has been heard from the PIO till date.

3.

The complainant states that the notices under section 269(1) and 270(1), dated 17-06-2008 were issued and as per the rules of notices, the department is to take action within three days. No action has been initiated by the department and the court of Additional District Judge, Patiala, has granted stay on 03-12-2008 after a period of more than five months. 

4.

Now it is directed that the PIO will explain the reasons as to why the necessary action has not been taken within three days of the notices issued under Sections 269(1) and 270(1) on 18-06-2008.  The complainant further pleads that the action taken report against the officers/ officials who are at fault in not taking action from 17-06-2008 to 03-12-2008 be supplied within 15 days. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, is directed to get the enquiry conducted to ascertain as to why the action to stop the construction and demolishing the violations have not been taken by the competent authority. The respondent states that no enquiry has been conducted till date. 

5.

 Now it is directed that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 
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Patiala, as per my orders dated 27-11-2008, will get an enquiry conducted from a 

senior officer of the Corporation and send the report to the commission within a period of 15 days.  However, the complainant states that an enquiry has already been conducted but no action has been initiated against the defaulting officers/ officials of the Corporation.  If the  enquiry has already been got conducted in the matter, the copy of enquiry report be sent to the commission along with the  action taken report against the officers/ officials found guilty in the enquiry . 

6.

The case is, therefore, adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 19-04-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 29-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



