STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Ajaib Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

R/o Vill: Bisanpura,

Tehsil: Samana, Distt. Patiala.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.





…… Respondent





  CC – 2787 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ajaib Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secy., Vill: Bisanpura, Tehsil:: Samana, Distt. Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding individuals in the BPL list in Vill: Bisanpura.  Initial request was sent on 03.10.2008 and it had four items.  On not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.11.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, it transpires that unauthenticated information had been sent.  The respondent certifies all documents in my presence and hands over information to the complainant.

3.

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

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Bhagwan Singh Khalsa,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Vill & P.O. Harpalpur,

Block: Ghanaur, Tehsil: Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Ghanaur, Tehsil: Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.







…… Respondent





  AC – 319 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bhagwan Singh Khalsa, Appellant in person.
Sh. Rupinder Kumar, Clerk O/o BDPO, Ghanaur, Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking status of the letter dated 29.1.2008 sent by the appellant regarding various welfare measures pertaining to irrigation, health and agriculture.  In his letter, the appellant had highlighted various welfare measures those should be instituted but had not sought any specific information.  On not being satisfied with the response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 8.7.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent has provided response vide letter No. DPG-4/07/10632 dated 1.4.2008 and letter No. 4043 dated 13.3.2009.  Copies of these letters are handed over to the appellant in my presence.
3.

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

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Om Parkash Bairagi,
S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

R/o 88 –A, Nirmla Avenue,

Chheharta,

Amritsar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 2994 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash Bairagi, Complainant in person alongwith Sh. Rajinder Kumar.


Sh. Parduman Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to a contract given by the respondent.  Initial request was sent on 19.7.2008 and it had nine items.  On not receiving any information, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 3.10.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that so far no information has been supplied to the complainant.  The respondent states that information had been sent through a registered letter dated 1.9.2008 but does not have any supporting  document  to justify the dispatch of the said letter.
3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-
(a)   The information as had been demanded be sent to the complainant by 31.3.2009 by registered post free of cost with a copy to the Commission.
(b)  The respondent PIO, on the next date of hearing, will provide evidence – a copy of the dispatch register justifying/confirming dispatch of his letter dated 1.9.2008, to the complainant.
(c)  The respondent will make a written submission justifying reasons for the delay in providing information to the complainant.  This will be submitted by 31.3.2009.
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4.   

Adjourned to 09.04.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o S. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh and Sons,

Majitha Mandi,

Amritsar – 143 006.






…… Appellant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  AC – 304 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash Bairagi and Sh. Rajinder Kumar on behalf of Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant.
Sh. Mukesh Jaiswal, Legal Adviser, O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
1.

The case relates to seeking attested copies of budget of Law Department for the years 1994 to 2007.  A part of information was sent to the appellant vide Respondent’s letter No. DCFA/8 dated 4.4.2008.  On not receiving complete information, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 4.7.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, the respondent hands over a part of information that was deficient.  The appellant requests that the fee deposited for supply of information be refunded since the information was provided after a period of seven months.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it emerges that information stands supplied.  However, there has been a delay of approximately seventeen months in supply of information.   The respondent will submit an affidavit by 31.03.2009 as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and why compensation not be paid to the appellant for the detriment suffered by him in seeking information. 
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4.

To come up on 09.04.2009 at 2.00 PM.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o S. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh and Sons,

Majitha Mandi,

Amritsar – 143 006.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of Local Govt.,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 303 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash Bairagi and Sh. Rajinder Kumar on behalf of Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant.

Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Sr. Asstt. L.G. I Br., Pb., Civil Sectt., Deptt. of Local Govt., Pb., Sector 17, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of documents wherein the initial request was sent on 24.12.2007.  On not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 25.1.2008 and subsequently with the Commission received in Commission’s office on 28.5.2008.
2.

During the proceedings today, it emerges that no response has been provided to the appellant so far.  In fact the respondent present is not prepared to provide any information.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to :
(a)  Provide information, if not exempted, to the appellant by registered post free of cost by 31.3.2009.

(b)  Make a written submission explaining reasons for non-supply of information to the appellant by 31.3.2009.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present along with a copy of the respondent sent to the appellant.

5.

To come up on 9.4.2009 at 2.00 PM.
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6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Govt., for ensuring presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. C.L.Premy,

Deputy Director (Retd._ cum –

Controller Panchayati Raj (F),

H. No. 1616, Sector 38 – B,

Chandigarh.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb.,

Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 306 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. C.L.Premy, Appellant in person.

Sh. Bal Krishan, Sr. Assistant O/o Director, Rur. Dev. & Panchayats, Pb., Sector – 17, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to vehicles purchased with the contribution by Panchayats/Panchayat Samitis from August, 1984 till December, 2007.  Initial request was sent on 11.1.2008.  The appellant filed first appeal with the first Appellant Authority on 28.2.2008 and not being satisfied with the response, he filed an appeal with the Commission received in Commission’s office on 9.7.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent hands over a part of information vide letter No.1/12/2009/T.3/995 dated 17.3.2009.  The appellant is free to go over the information supplied and submit his observations/comments including deficiencies in information, if any, by 31.3.2009 to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the respondent will come prepared with his response to the observations that may be submitted by the appellant.

3.

Adjourned to 30.4.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Er. Ram Gopal Bhagat,

H. No. 206, Ward No. 13,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Jail Road,

Gurdaspur.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Superintending Engineer (HQ),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1990 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Mahavir Punia, Under Secretary, O/o Chief Engineer/DS, Border Zone, Amritsar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.2.2009, the complainant had been given an opportunity to justify the delivery of his letter dated 29.05.2008.
2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant is not present.  He has neither made any submission to the respondent nor the Commission.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed for non-prosecution by the complainant.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Vinod Kumar Soni,

17, Lawrence Road,

Amritsar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 3042 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Dr. Radhe Shyam on behalf of Sh. Vinod Kumar Soni, Complainant.



Sh. Sharanjit Singh, S.O. (D), O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to an encroachment adjoining a building ( House No. 2 A, Phase V, Gali No. B, T.P.Scheme 22, Beauty Avenue, Amritsar ). There are two separate requests for information dated 3.9.2007 and 13/15.5.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that :- 

(a)  The case relates to encroachment on public road.  The complainant states that public using this road find it extremely difficult to turn  their  vehicles due to this encroachment.

(b)  Only a part of information pertaining to application dated 3.9.2007 was provided on 23.10.2007.  The complainant had pointed out deficiencies vide his letter dated 26.11.2007.

(c)  With regard to information pertaining to application dated 13/15.5.2008, there has been a protracted correspondence.  The last response was sent by the respondent vide letter No. MTP/2038 dated 3.3.2009.

3.

The complainant submits his observations dated 17.03.2009.  
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4.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide specific response to the information sought by the complainant by registered post free of cost by 31.3.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  Exemptions, if sought, will be justified.  If any part of information is not available on record then the respondent will submit an affidavit explaining non-availability of such information.  The complainant is free to submit his observations/comments on the information  that may be supplied.  The respondent will submit reasons for the delay in providing information by 31.03.2009.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO will be personally present along with a copy of the response provided to the complainant.

5.

The complainant will send a copy of his submission dated 17.3.2009 to the Respondent by 25.3.2009.

6.

To come up on 09.04.2009 at 2.00 PM.

7.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar for necessary cognizance and for ensuring presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Randhawa Singh,

S/o S. Jeet Singh,

# 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk,

Bathinda.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 3011 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chamkaur Singh on behalf of Sh. Randhawa Singh, Complainant.

Sh. Mahinder Kataria, PIO – cum – Accountant, Improvement Trust, Bathinda.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to works undertaken by the respondent.  Initial request was sent on 5.11.2008 and on not receiving  a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission received in Commission’s office on 18.12.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, it transpires that information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 3268 dated 12.12.2008.  Information pertaining to Items No. 9 and 10 can only be supplied after the date of Court hearing has been fixed and as such as at present this information is not available.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Krishan Kumar,

President, Bharashtachar Ujagar Manch,

Shop No. 266, Dana Mandi,

Rama – 151301,

Distt. Bathinda.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Rama 151301,

Distt. Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Respondent





  CC – 2995 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Ravi Kumar, Inspector, Nagar Council, Rama, Distt. Bathinda.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to resolutions passed.  Initial request was sent on 26.9.2008 and on not getting any response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.12.2008.

2.

During the proceedings, the respondent states that information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 76 dated 4.3.2009.  He also makes a written submission vide letter No. 77 dated 16.3.2009.  The complainant has confirmed receipt of  the information.  
3. 

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

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Madho Ram

S/o Sh. Rakha Ram,

Mohalla Islamabad,

Near Janj Ghar,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





  AC – 259 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Tilak Raj Sharma, Superintendent – cum – PIO, Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding track in Village Islamabad.  Initial request was sent on 11.10.2007.  The request was responded to by the respondent vide letter No. 435 dated 8.1.2008.  Thereafter, there has been  a protracted correspondence with the appellant.

2.

During the proceedings, the appellant was not present.  The respondent highlights that a similar case with identical requirements No. CC – 1237/08 has been heard and disposed  by the bench of Sh. P.P.S.Gill,SIC.    Also the first Appellate Authority has passed a detailed Order dated 13.6.2008 wherein the Appellant Authority  has quoted judgment passed by three lower Courts, Session Court and Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.  The respondent also makes a written submission vide letter No. 90 dated 3.3.2009.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Dr.Gurdial Singh Gill,

13, Sant Avenue,

G.T.Road,

Amriotsar – 143 010.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Chief Town Planner, Pb.,

Old Estate Building, Sector 18 – A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 280 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Dr. Gurdial Singh Gill, Appellant in person.

Sh. Harinder Singh Bajwa, Distt. Town Planner ( Hq.), O/o Chief Town Planner, Sector – 18, Chandigarh and Sh. Sandip Kumar, Asstt. Engineer, O/o Distt. Town Planner, Sector 18, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding scheduled roads and bypasses.  Initial request was sent on 26.12.2006 and it had two items.  He filed a complaint on 17.6.2008 stating that information supplied was incomplete and incorrect.
2.

During the proceedings, it transpires that information as it existed on record, stands supplied alongwith Notifications dated 5.10.1995 and 22.11.1995.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex. District Commandant, Pb.,

Home Guards, H. No. 201 – 204/100,

Block – J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director General of Police – cum – 

Commandant General, Home Guards and

Director, Civil Defence, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 32 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Iqbal Singh on behalf of Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant.

Sh. Ashok Kumar Khanna, Junior Staff  Officer, O/o Director General of Police – cum – Commandant General, Home Guards and Director, Civil Defence, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

During the proceedings today, representative of the appellant makes a written submission seeking an adjournment on behalf of the appellant.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 28.4.2009 at 2.00 PM.

2.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex. District Commandant, Pb.,

Home Guards, H. No. 201 – 204/100,

Block – J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director General of Police – cum – 

Commandant General, Home Guards and

Director, Civil Defence, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 86 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Iqbal Singh on behalf of Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant.

Sh. Ashok Kumar Khanna, Junior Staff  Officer, O/o Director General of Police – cum – Commandant General, Home Guards and Director, Civil Defence, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

During the proceedings today, representative of the appellant makes a written submission seeking an adjournment on behalf of the appellant.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 28.4.2009 at 2.00 PM.

2.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





                        State Information Commissioner

