STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Flt. Lt. Anand Prakash Bhatia,

House No. 217, Sector: 10, 

Panchkula-134113.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2393/2008
Present:
Flt. Lt. Anand Prakash Bhatia, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 11.8.2008 seeking certain Information. On getting no response,  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.10.2008 which was received in the Commission office on the same day against Diary No. 13820.  On getting no reply, he sent two reminders to the Commission on 8.1.2009 and 22.1.2009. Accordingly, hearing notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Complainant states that a period of four months has passed but he has received no information from the PIO so far. The Respondent states that he has recently  been appointed as APIO and assures the Commission that he will try his level best to supply the requisite information on 13 points to the Complainant as per his  demand at the earliest possible and requests that the case may be adjourned for at least one month.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 09.04.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 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-141105



Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 07/2009

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh, Appellant, in person. 

Shri  Ramesh Kapoor, Assistant Project Officer-cum-APIO, office of Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development), Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.9.2008 for seeking certain information.  On getting no information, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.11.2008. Again on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority, he  filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 9.1.2009,  which was received in the Commission office on the same day against Diary No. 227.  Accordingly, Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The APIO states that the information demanded by the Appellant

Contd…..p/2

AC No. 07/2009



-2-
 relates to the Revenue Department which is under Additional Deputy

 Commissioner(General)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana.  He further states that Additional 

Deputy Commissioner(General)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana informed the Appellant vide letter No. 5772/4225-ADC)D)/PIO/RTI, dated 27.2.2009 that he can collect the information regarding Village: Noorbhaini, Hadbast No. 169 from the Copy Branch  after depositing necessary  fee.

3.

The  Appellant is accordingly directed to visit the office of PIO on 4.3.2009 and Shri Ramesh Kappor, Assistant Project Officer, will help him in obtaining the requisite information from the Copy Branch. The APIO pleads that since the requisite information will be  got supplied to the Appellant on 4.3.2009, the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of. However, the Appellant is free to approach the Commission again,  in case the requisite information is not supplied to him within a week.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 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-141105.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.





 Respondent
AC No. 08/2009
Present:
Shri  Mandeep Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Narinder Mohan, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Mulakh Raj, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 15.9.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.11.2008 and again on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 9.1.2009. Accordingly, Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that a similar case titled CC-539/2008 seeking same information has been disposed of by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj on 4.6.2008. He hands over requisite information running into 18 sheets to the Appellant in the court today in my presence. The Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.   The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied, 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: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kulwarn Singh,

S/o  Shri Lal Singh,

VPO: NARUR, Tehsil: Phagwara,

District: Kapurthala-144405.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer, PSEB,

Hoshiarpur Circle, Hoshiarpur. 





 Respondent

CC No. 2213/2008

Present:
Shri Kulwarn Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Hemant Kumar, LDC,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information has been provided, the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vipin Grover, Journalist,

H. No. 167, Gali No. 6-B, 

Dashmesh Nagar, Moga.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No. 74 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Faqir Chand, DFWO, Ferozepur and Shri Sanjay Kumar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur on 15.10.2008 for seeking certain information, which was transferred to District Programme Manager on 21.10.2008. Accordingly, requisite information, running into one sheet,  was supplied to him vide letter No. 1678, dated 5.11.2008. The Complainant informed the Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur vide letter dated 21.11.2008 that the information supplied to him vide letter dated 5.11.2008 is incomplete and requested that the complete information may be supplied to him. 

2.

The Respondent states that complete information as per the demand of the Complainant is ready with him for supply to the Complainant. He 

Contd…..p/2

CC No. 74 /2008



-2-

submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

Since the Complainant is not present today, the Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. The Respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 

4.

As the requisite information, as per the observations/comments submitted by the Complainant, will be sent to him by registered post and one copy of information has been submitted to the Commission, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

M/S Total Infotech,

Opposite: State Bank of India,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Bathinda.





 Respondent

CC No. 67/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri  Rashpal Singh, Deputy MEIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Vijay Kumar, Complainant, filed an application with the PIO on 29.4.2008 for seeking certain information,  which was received in the office of Civil Surgeon Bathinda on 5.5.2008 against Diary No. 4263. On getting no response, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 15.1.2009, which was received in the Commission office on the same day against Diary No. 429.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant was asked vide letter dated 6.6.2008 to collect the information after depositing  Rs. 94/- as documents  and postal charges and he was again asked on 26.6.2008 and 6.10.2008 to collect the information after depositing necessary charges. The Respondent 
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further states that the Complainant requested the PIO to supply the information free of cost as it has not been supplied within 30 days as per RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

Since  the application of the Complainant has been actually received in the office of Civil Surgeon, Bathinda, on 2.5.2008 and the reply has not been supplied within 30 days, it is directed that the information be supplied  to the Complainant  free of cost and be sent  by registered post within a week. 

4.

A fax message has been received from Shri Rupinder Garg, Counsel for the Complainant,  intimating the Commission that due to some urgent work he cannot attend the hearing today  and has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 24.3.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajender Singh,

WP-22 C, Maurya Enclave,

Pritampura, Delhi – 110034.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub-Registrar of Properties,

Tarn Taran.








 Respondent

AC No. 09/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Naib Tehsildar and Shri Deepak Kumar, Registry Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 29.9.2008 for seeking certain information. The PIO supplied information, running into one sheet,   to the Appellant on 1.10.2008.  The Appellant submitted  some observations to the PIO stating that the information supplied is incomplete and requested that complete information since January, 2005 till 5.2.2008 may be supplied to him. On getting no response, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 7.11.2008 and again on getting on reply, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 7.1.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 12.1.2009 against Diary No. 290. 

2.

The Appellant submitted a representation to the PIO on
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 13.12.2008 requesting that the information may be supplied free of cost as the same has been delayed for more than 30 days.

3.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, running into six sheets, excluding one sheet of covering letter,  as per observations made by the Appellant,  has been supplied to him vide letter No. 78, dated 15.1.2009 with a copy to the Deputy Commissioner and to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. The Respondent submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 

4.

The Respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that the same information has been asked in CC No. 2818/2008, which has been fixed for hearing before the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj on 1.4.2009. Since the information has been supplied to the Appellant in the instant case, Registry may cancel CC No. 2818/2008 while treating it as withdrawn and inform the Hon’ble Commissioner accordingly.

5.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Harjinder Kaur,

A-84, First Floor,

Anand Vihar, New Delhi – 110092.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Education (School), Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 70 /2009

Present:
Shri  J. P. Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.



None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri J. P. Singh, on behalf of the Complainant, states that no information has been received from the PIO, though the application, for seeking information, had been filed in the month of October, 2008. 

2.

The PIO is directed to bring status report of the application submitted by the Complainant regarding payment of medical reimbursement amounting to Rs. 81,233/- and the sanction has been accorded by Director Health and Family Welfare vide Memo. No. PMH(2)PB/08/12274 dated 2.4.2008.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.3.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

S/o Shri Amar Singh, 

H. No. 130, Farid Nagar, 

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 06 /2009

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

ORDER

1.

Being the first hearing, one more opportunity is given to both the parties to pursue their case. 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.4.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 03. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri C.L.Premy, Advocate,

# 244, Sector: 71,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Baba Farid University,

Faridkot.








 Respondent

CC No.75/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Vivek Aggarwal, Advocate on behalf of Advocate Shri Tejinder Singh Dhindsa, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 2nd March, 2009 brought to the notice of the Commission that he has not received the notice of the hearing. In the complaint made by  the Complainant in AC -306/2008, CC-75/2009 and CC-72/2009, as he has shifted his residence from House No.1616, Sector:38-B, Chandigarh to House N o.244, Sector: 71, S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).

2.

The learned Counsel on behalf of the Respondent-PIO states that the case may be adjourned and he will submit his written reply on the next date of hearing. He further pleads that he may be given a period of 15 (Fifteen) days
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to file reply on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.

3.

Accordingly, on the request of the learned Counsel, the case is fixed for filing reply and for further hearing on 24.3.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmail Singh, Chief Editor,

Insaniyat, Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No.275,

Main Post Office, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporaion,Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.52/2009

Present:
Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ranjiv Kumar,Superintendent Zone-B and Shri Harjinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, filed an application with the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 21.10.2008 and asked information on 6 (Six) points. After getting no response from the PIO, he sent a reminder to the Commissioner, M.C.Ludhiana on 21.11.2008 with the request that the Department is not supplying information in spite of their personal requests and written reminders sent to the Corporation from time to time.

2.

After receiving no information, he filed complaint with the Commission on 9.1.2009 which is received in the Commission Office on 13.1.2009 against Diary No.341.
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3.

Notices for hearing were issued on 13.2.2009 and the case was fixed for hearing for today, i.e. 3.3.2009.

4.

Shri Harjinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent states that due to the transfer of the Superintendent-cum-APIO and the PIO, office has deputed him to attend the proceedings of the Court today. The Respondent made a submission of letter No.420/APIO/RTI/D, dated 27.2.2009, addressed to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission states that the information has been supplied relating to 6 (Six) points raised by the Complainant.

5.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it is seen that the information relating to Para Nos.1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 has been supplied, but the information relating to Para No.5 is not proper and it needs to be looked into by the Respondent and information relating to Para No.6, the Complainant may be directed to supply orders of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court so that the proper information be supplied relating to Point No.6.

6.

The Complainant further states that he has  proof with him that Shri Pawan Sood, Clerk of the M.C.Ludhiana has engaged private persons to assist him to perform Govt. duties. He further states that he is ready to file an affidavit in this connection that Shri Pawan Sood is charging Rs.200/- per Rehri per day from the Rehriwalas. The Complainant states that he can file an affidavit against the allegations made by him against Shri Pawan Sood, otherwise the Commission can take any action against him.
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7.

It is directed that Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant will file an affidavit as per the allegation made by him duly attested by Executive Magistrate Ist Class, Ludhiana within a period of 15 (Fifteen) days. If the Complainant fails to file an affidavit within a period of 15 (Fifteen) days, action will be taken against him as per law.

8.

The Complainant further states that the information has been delayed, action be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30(Thirty) days and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.

9.

The Respondent further states that Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, M.C.Ludhiana has been transferred and posted as ADC(D) Ludhiana and the Govt. has not yet appointed any PIO in his place. It is directed that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana may appoint some suitable Officer as PIO so that the notice for penalty be issued.

10.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24-03-2009.

11.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Patarkar,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

# Plot No.40, Vill-Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, PO: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana-141123.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.04/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ranjiv Kumar, Superintendent-Zone ‘B’ and Shri Harjinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Tejinder Singh, Patarkar filed an application with the PIO on 2nd July, 2008 and sent two reminders on 20th August, 2008 and 17th Sept., 2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission,  which was received in the office of Commission on Ist January, 2009.

2.

The Respondent pleads that as the information is be collected from all the Zones of the M.C.Ludhiana, so, it will take time and the case be adjourned at least for one month.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21.4.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab-Da-Shisha Newspaper,

Anandpuri Noorwala Road,

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana-141008.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.05/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ranjiv Kumar, Superintendent-Zone ‘B’ and Shri Harjinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri M.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor filed an application with the PIO on 10.11.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 29.12.2008 which is received in the Commission Office on Ist January, 2009 against Diary No.21.

2.

Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the hearing fixed for today, i.e. 3.3.2009.

3.

The Respondent states that the information relating to Sr.Nos.1 and 2, has been supplied to the Complainant, vide letter No.508/RTI/B, dated 5.1.2009, addressed to Shri K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor, Punjab-Da-Shisha
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Newspaper, Anandpuri Noorwala Road, Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana through spped-post. He further states that no communication has been received from the Complainant after information is sent to him.

4.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more chance is given to him to attend the proceedings and to give his observations/comments on the information supplied to him by the Respondent.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sudesh,

# 134, Sector: 44-A,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Sector: 62,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).






 Respondent

CC No.63/2009
Present:
Shri Amar Nath Bansal on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO-cum-AEO, GMADA, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Sudesh filed an application with the PIO on 7.3.2008 which is received in the office of PIO on the same day, i.e. 7.3.2008. Subsequently, the Complainant sent 8 (Eight) reminders starting from 8.4.2008, 16.4.2008, 14.5.2008, 29.5.2008, 12.6.2008, 16.7.2008, 7.8.2008 and 2.10.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, she filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.1.2009 which is received in the office of Commission on 15.1.2009 against Diary No.445. The Complainant asked information on two points, relating to the year 1982.

2.

Notices were issued to both the parties and the case is fixed for hearing for today, i.e. 3.3.2009. Smt. Sudesh has authorized her husband Shri 
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Amar Nath Bansal to attend the Court proceedings on her behalf.

3.

The Superintendent informed Smt. Sudesh, Complainant vide Memo No.GMADA- - 2009/5039-5040, dated 19.2.2009 and the Policy File relating to the year 1982 is missing and the information will be supplied as and when the file is traced. 

4.

Shri Amar Nath Bansal on behalf of the Complainant states that the PIO of GMADA has not supplied the information in spite of the reminders issued from time to time. He further states that though the application is filed on 7.3.2008, the information is late by nine months.

5.

The Respondent states that the oldest policy after 1982 whichever is available in the Department, be supplied.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Promod Kumar and Shri N.K.Uppal,

# 1-A, Jarnail Enclave, Bhabat Road,

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, 

Tehsil: Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur.





 Respondent

CC No.24/2009

Present:
Shri Promod Kumar and Shri N.K.Uppal, Complainants, in person.
Shri Bhopal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Shri Major Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Promod Kumar and Shri N.K.Uppal filed application with the PIO on 12.11.2008 which is received in the office of PIO on 14.11.2009. They filed  reminder on 26.11.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, they filed complainant with the Commission on 7.1.2009 which is received in the Commission Office on 8.1.2009 against Diary No.217.

2.

Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings for today, i.e. 3.3.2009.

3.

The Complainant states that EO M.C. Zirakpur issued a notice to Shri Gagan Deep C/o City Enclave, Bhabat Road, Zirakpur, vide letter No.1840,
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dated 4.8.2008 to remove the Gates which has been erected on both sides of the Street. Although the Street is public Street as stated in the letter. Again, the EO MC Zirakpur issued another letter No.3228, dated 17.11.2008, addressed to Shri Anuj Jain,R/o Flat No.102, Shri Amarjit Singh, R/o Flat No.105, Shri V.K.Sharma, R/o Flat No.104, Shri Sunil Jain, R/o Flat No.109 and 
Shri Gagan Deep, C/o City Enclave, Bhabat Road, Zirakpur with strict directions to remove the Gates immediately, otherwise the Gates will be broken by the Municipal Council and the residents of the Flat Nos.101 to 109 will be held  responsible for the expenses occurred.

4.

The Complainant further states that water pipes and street light has been provided in the street in front of Flat Nos.101 to 109. The Complainant further states that the electricity Poles for the street light have been removed by the Municipal Council.

5.

The Respondent states that the electricity Bill for the Street light is paid by the Municipal Council. The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission, vide letter No.802, dated 2.3.2009 today in the Court. In the letter, at Serial No.1, it is written that :-

(1)
“Bro e”A;b tZb’A  wekB BzL 101 s’A 109 sZe f;Nh  fJBeb/t, iahoego d/ Be;a/ gk; ehs/ jB, fJBQK wekBK d/ ;kjwD/ I’ rbh j?, Tj ni/ sZe gpfbe ;NohN fveb/no BjhA j’Jh j?.  gpfbe ;NohN fveb/no eoB dh ekotkJh ub ojh j?.” “

5.

The Respondent has supplied information relating to Flat  File Nos. 201, 202, 527, 529 and 530. The Respondent states that the remaining

Cont..p/3

CC No.24/2009



-3-
information relating to other Flats will be supplied within a period of 15 days.

6.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the information relating to installation of street light in the street in front of Flat Nos. 101 to 109 after getting the information from PSEB and will produce the Bills from the Contractor from whom the work of street light has been got done. It is also directed that the PIO will produce the original record in the Court on the next date of hearing. 

It is also directed that  the EO has sent notice to M/s Gagan Deep and others, vide letter No.1840, dated 4.8.2008 and 17.11.2008, in this connection, action taken  report be submitted for removing the Gates to the Commission on the next date of hearing.

7.

It is also directed that Zoning line, size of the plot and the plinth level approved by the M.C.Zirakpur while passing the plan be given to the Complainant free of cost instead of plan of the whole House.

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24-03-2009.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh,

S/o Shri Pritpal Singh,

VPO: Jarg, Block Khanna,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Khanna.





 Respondent

CC No.2931/2009

Present:
Shri Liaqat Ali, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Lachhman Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Labh Singh, VDO (Gram Sewak) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.2.2009 when it was directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within a period of 15 days and the PIO will send his response to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission further within a period of one week. 

2.

Accordingly, the Complainant has sent his comments to the Commission which is received in the Commission Office on 26.2.2009 against Diary No.2682 and no copy has been made to the PIO. One copy of the
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observations/comments is handed over to the Respondent today in the Court. The PIO will go through the observations/comments and will supply information duly authenticated to the Complainant within a week’s time.

3.

Shri Lachhman Singh, Panchayat Secretary assured the Commission that the information as per the observations/comments will be supplied within a period of one week and he pleads that the case may be closed.

The learned Counsel on behalf of the Complainant also states that he will get the information, the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

