STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Talwinder Singh,

H.No.1281, Haibowal Khurd,

Ludhiana.








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.









    --------Respondent

CC No.1203 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Harpal Singh,Clerk, on behalf of PIO/Respondent.


Shri Talwinder Singh, Complainant sought information through his RTI application dated 20.10.2009 from the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. The PIO has failed to supply the information to the Complainant. He filed complaint with the Commission on 12.03.2010.


Today during the course of hearing, the Complainant was not present. Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO, stated that this information has been sought by the Complainant with his personal interest and not in public interest. He further stated that in some cases, the Department acquired land of some land-owners and the Improvement Trust has to make payments to them, some of the payments are withheld by the Trust on account of incomplete documents and on the ground of non-payment and delayed payments, they go to the Court and the request the Court for attachment of their Account s. I am of the opinion that the Representative of the PIO/Respondent could not explain the case as to how personal interest came in picture since the landowners are running here and there and they are not getting the due payments of the land.



Hence the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing. The case is adjourned to 3.5.2010 at 2.00 PM.
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Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

   
When the hearing in the case was over, Shri Talwinder Singh, Complainant came present. He stated that he has not received information till date. He has been directed to attend Court on 3.5.2010 at 2.00 PM in time.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

S/o Shri Pritam Dass,

Village-Kaliyan Pur,

PO: Kiratpur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.








   ----------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Kalyanpur,

C/o BDPO Anandpur Sahib.









    -----------Respondent

CC No.1174 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Surinder Kumar, Complainant in person.
Shri Surinder Singh and Shri Swaran Singh Panchayat Secretary & Shri  Surinder Singh, Sarpanch  on behalf of PIO/Respondent.



Shri Surinder Kumar, Complainant made a complaint with the Commission

On 12.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 23.11.2009 to the address of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Anandpur Sahib. He stated that no information has been supplied to him. BDPO forwarded the same to the Sarpanch Gram Panchayat, Kalyanpur.
2.  
 
The Complainant sought information regarding (1) names of the Scheduled Caste persons whom the plots have been allotted by the Gram Panchayat Kalyanpur out of the Panchayat land by passing resolution as per Government instructions, and second (2) on 1.12.2008, the residents of the village had given their house Maps to the BDPO Anandpur Sahib of which receipt has been taken from the O/o BDPO, in this regard the information sought was what action was taken by the BDPO Office on the original Maps? 3.

The Respondent stated that they have sent Chowkidar to deliver the information to the Complainant, but he refused to receive the same. The Complainant stated that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him. The Respondent stated that they have provided the Khasra Numbers of the land allotted to the Scheduled Castes 
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members of the village and no allotment has been made to the persons of whose khasra numbers the Complainant is asking for. Hence the information regarding these persons is not available in the record of the Gram Panchayat. On the other hand the Complainant states that this information is available with the Gram Panchayat. Hence the PIO is hereby directed to file an affidavit regarding points No.(2) and (3) of the RTI application dated 23.11.2009 that this information is not available in the record of the Gram Panchayat.

4.

In my view, whatever information is available with the Gram Panchayat, stands provided to the Complainant, the PIO is found guilty for supplying information late and showing ignorance in handling the RTI application. Hence the Complainant be compensated with Rs.2000/- by the Public Authority and it should be paid to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of the compliance.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Krishan Kumar Gupta,

H.No.79, Chotti Baradari,

Part-1, Jalandhar.







   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Agency,

(PUDA BHAWAN), Sector-62, 

Mohali.








    ----------------Respondent

CC No.1214 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Chet Ram and Shri Ganesh Kumar, APIO-cum-Administrative Officer,     on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Krishan Kumar, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 13.2.2010/ 

2.

During hearing, the Complainant was not present. The Respondent stated that information has already been supplied to the Complainant by registered post. Respondent stated that similar information has been sought by a member of Sarvsanjhi Welfare Society (Regd.) Chhoti Baradari, Jalandhar and this case was heard by  Hon’ble SIC Shri P.K.Grower, Lt Genl (Retd) and this information was delivered to Shri Karnail Singh and the case was disposed of. He further stated that Shri Krishan Kumar Gupta is also a member of that Society. 

3.   

I have observed that information sought pertains to illegal occupation of PUDA’s land. Action has been taken by Public Authorities and encroachment has been removed and the same was intimated to the Complainant vide letter dated 8.4.2010. 

4.        
Complainant is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.V.K.Gupta,

C/o Jalandhar Spunpipe Co.

VPO: Jhandu Singha,

District: Jalandhar.





                        ----------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.









   -----------Respondent

CC No.1141 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Prem Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of PIO/Respondent.


The complaint of Shri V.K.Gupta dated 15.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 27.11.2009 was taken up for hearing today in the absence of the Complainant. The PIO presented two letters dated 5.4.2010 and 16.4.2010. 

2.    

The partial information regarding 6 (Six) points, i.e. (i), (ii), (iii), (v to vii) has already been delivered to the Complainant on 5.4.2010 and the remaining information regarding point No.(iv) has been brought along with for providing the same to the Complainant, but he is not present today. PIO is hereby directed to send the information to him by registered post.

3.   

To ensure the compliance of the orders, one more opportunity is granted to the parties. With these directions, the case is adjourned to 03.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Karamjit Singh,

Village-Chomo,Block Adampur,

District: Jalandhar.





                          ---------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Block Adampur, District:

Jalandhar.






                           ---------Respondent

CC No.1219 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Chomo,on behalf of   Respondent.


Shri Karamjit Singh
made a complaint with the Commission on 12.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 2.1.2010. Today, Complainant was not present, Shri Bhupinder Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Chomo, presented a photo-copy of information dated 9.3.2010 on which the signatures of the Complainant Shri Karamjit Singh has been taken for receipt of information by him. 

2.   

It is seen that the Complainant has received the information, but he has not pointed out any deficiency to the Commission as well as to the PIO. Shri Karamjit Singh, Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 31.3.2010, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication. It is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the information. The case is hereby disposed of. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Chhanga Singh, Son of 

Shri Kishan Singh, R/o Bhoipur,

PO: Sandhawal,

Tehsil: Shahkot, Distt.

Jalandhar.






                      ----------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Develolpment & Panchayat

Officer, Shahkot.









     ---------Respondent

CC No.1215 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Shanga Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Ajmer Singh,Panchayat Officer, Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Sarpanch and Shri   Puneet Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of Respondent.


Shri Shanga Singh, Complainant made a complaint with the Commission on 12.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 31.8.2009. He sought information regarding all records/accounts of Gram Panchayat Village Bhoepur, Tehsil: Shahkot, District: Jalandhar.

2.   

Today, during hearing, the Complainant stated that he has not received the full information. The PIO stated that they had provided information as sought in the RTI application dated 31.8.2009 from 2002 to 2007, but now the Complainant is asking more information in addition to the information already supplied to him.

3.  

I have gone through the documents and facts of the case, the Complainant mentioned in the complaint that BDPO has not supplied him the Cash Book and Bank Pass Book. I have also gone through RTI application; the Complainant has not specified this information in his original RTI application. Therefore, the complaint against the PIO that he has not supplied information is not made out. However, the Complainant mentioned in his application, he wants to know
about all records of the Gram Panchayat
. So, the PIO delivered the information what he wants to disclose and he has withheld the
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the information what he wants to conceal. The PIO however offered to the Complainant to visit the office on any working day. The Complainant refused to visit the office of PIO as they are used to misbehave with him. Shri Puneet Kumar, Panchayat Secretary assured the Commission that he will himself visit the Complainant to provide the requisite information at his residence.

4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 19.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Mohinder Kataria,

S/o Shri Sohan Lal,

# 70-C, New Green Avenue,

Colony, Near Rose Garden,

Bathinda.








         --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o(1) Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Faridkot;

(2) FAA-Secretary –cum-Director Local Govt.

Sector, 17-C, Chandigarh.






    --------Respondent

AC No.278 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Mohinder Kataria, Complainant in person.


    

Shri Gurmel Singh, Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.


Shri Mohinder Kataria made a complaint with the Commission on 12.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 13.8.2009. He stated that he has been wrongfully ignored for promotion; therefore, he sought this information. The Respondent stated that information regarding point No.2 is not traceable in the record. 

2.    

I have gone through the facts of the case; the plea of the representative of the PIO is not submitted. The PIO is hereby directed to give explanation what efforts he has made to make the record available/traceable and on which count, he has declared the record untraceable. The PIO is also directed to fix the responsibility of the official/officer in whose custody this record is lying and to register FIR
regarding missing record and he is directed to be present on the next date of hearing. In case, the compliance is not made of the directions of the Commission, a coercive action should be taken against the PIO. 

3.

It is also made clarified by the Appellant that points 1, 3, 4, 5 and 6 relate to the Directorate and point No.2 relates to Municipal Committee, Faridkot. Regarding the points pertaining to Directorate, the PIO, O/o the Secretary-cum-Director Local Government is hereby directed to be present on the next date of hearing and information be sent to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission. 
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4.

The case is adjourned to 10.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.

  
-2-010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.be present on the next date of hearing with informationgainst the PIO. ster

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Vipin Gupta,

S/o Shri Latesh Grahm,

H.No.B-3/105, 

Mohall Shekhan Sujanpur,

Tehsil: Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur.




                                               --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

M.C.Sujanpur.  




  
                                                --------Respondent

CC-1226/10







ORDER
Present : None for the complainant 


      Shri Rama Kant, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the PIO


Shri Vipin Gupta’s complainant dated 12.03.2010 made to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 16.2.2010 made to the PIO/Municipal Council, Sujanpur was taken up today for hearing.  

2
During the course of hearing, the representative of the PIO stated that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied him to vide their letter No. 154 dated 17.2.2010. In his  complaint referred to above,  the complainant has stated that the information supplied to him is wrong and that correct information be got provided to him through   Shri Rama Kant, Assistant.
3
This case pertains to transfer of property between Grand-father and Grand-son. The complainant  had  been asked  by the PIO to submit some documents  relating to that case but he failed to do so.  According to the representative of the PIO, the complainant wants the Municipal Council to change the names in the Assessment Registers.  He has produced the original record on which basis the information has been supplied to the complainant.  
4
From the said records, it is observed that the information supplied to  the complainant is according to his RTI application.  

5
In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.
           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Amar Nath,

H.No.33159, Street No.01,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda-

151005.







   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam, Bathinda.





    ----------------Respondent

CC-1187/10
ORDER
Present: None for the complainant

               Shri Ramesh Chhabra, Assistant Town Planner/APIO

Shri Amar Nath had  made a complaint dated 24.02.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 17.01.2010 made to the PIO/Nagar Nigam, Bathinda that the information has not been supplied to him.

2          The APIO who appeared today stated the information has been supplied to the complainant vide their letter No.RTI/285/2010/657-B dated 23.02.2010 which has been duly received by him on 24.02.2010.  The complainant is not present.  He has sent a letter dated 9.04.2010 stating that the information supplied to him is wrong and vague.

3          I have gone through the facts of the case.  The main information relates to TP Scheme No.15 which has been provided to him.   By way of RTI application, he wants that the Nagar Nigam should remove the encroachment made by the Railway Department on his land.  This does not come under the purview of the Commission to give a direction to the Nagar Nigam to remove any encroachment.  The information available with the respondent has been supplied to him.  No further action is to be taken  by the Commission in this case. The complainant may approach an appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance, if he so likes.

4          Case stands disposed of with the above observations.

 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




               

(Mrs.Jaspal  Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            
State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Lakhwan Singh Khera,

President,

Sikh Danga Pirit Lok Bhalai,

Committee, Dhuri-148 024.








   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, 

Dhuri.






    ----------------Respondent

CC-1137/10
ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector on behalf of the PIO/Municipal Council, Dhuri

 

            The  Appeal  of Shri Lakhwant Singh dated 22.02.2010  made to the address of Deputy Commissioner-cum-Appellate Authority, Sangrur with a copy to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 18.02.2010 made to the address of Deputy Commissioner,Sangrur was taken up today for hearing when both the parties were present

2          During the course of hearing, the representative of the PIO produced a copy of letter No.799/EO dated 24.02.2010 addressed to Shri Lakhwant Singh whereby the information has been provided to him.  He has also enclosed therewith a copy of order dated 18.11.2009 passed by another Bench of this Commission in AC No. 673/2009 in a similar matter which was disposed of with the observations that the information has been provided to the complainant by the Municipal Council, Dhuri and in case he is dissatisfied with the information supplied to him, he may approach the competent authority or a civil court.  

3.     
 
I have gone through the facts of this case.  By way of RTI application, the complainant seeks a direction to the Nagar Council, Dhuri to get the sub let properties vacated.  Such a direction is not within the purview of the Commission.  Necessary information has been provided to him.  Moreover, similar controversy which arose in AC No.673/2009 filed by Shri
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Shri Lakhwant Singh who is a complainant in this case, has already been settled down by another Bench of this Commission in its order dated 18.11.2009.

4.      
 
In view of the foregoing discussion, this case is disposed of with similar observations as made in the order passed by another Bench of this Commission dated 18.11.2009  in `AC/673 of 2009.  









      Sd/-
 Chandigarh





             (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Panchayat Secretary (Retd),

Vill-Talwandi Malian,

District: Moga.







   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Panchayat Samiti,

Kot Ise Khan, Moga.








    ----------------Respondent

CC-1136/10
ORDER
  Present: Complainant in person

             Shri Arun Sharma, APIO

 

            The complaint dated 15.03.2010 made to the Commission with respect to the RTI application dated nil  made to the PIO/EO, Panchyat Samiti, Kot Ise Khan,Moga was taken up today for hearing when both the parties were present.

            During the course of hearing, the APIO stated that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  The complainant stated that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

            In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.
 







                      Sd/-         
 Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Jagdish Lal Monga,

President, Retired Municipal Pensioners

Sangharsh Union, Ferozepur, Tehsil Complex,

Ferozepur City.







   ----------------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Ferozepur.








    ----------------Respondent






         CC 1159/2010





             
ORDER 

Present: Complainant in person

             Shri Vikas Dhawan, Inspector on behalf of the PIO.
            Shri Jagdish Lal Monga’s complainant dated 18.02.2010 made to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 10.11.2009 made to the address of the PIO/EO, Nagar Coucnil, Ferozepur was taken up today for hearing when both the parties were present.

2          During the course of hearing, the representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant  vide their letter No. 3026 dated 16.12.2009.  On the other hand, the complainant stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him.

3          I have perused the documents on record. The complainant has given references of the instructions issued by  various authorities like  Deputy Chief Minister etc. regarding release of his pension on priority basis.  In his RTI application, he had sought the information about the expenditure incurred from  Municipal Funds from July 2009 till date which has been provided to him by the PIO.  It is seen that necessary information has been provided as per the records.  The PIO is not expected to create any information  or to give reply to the hypothetical questions.  
4.   
 In view of the above the case stands disposed of .

                                                                                                   Sd/-

Chandigarh





            (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham Singh,

R/o Balmiki Road,

Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur City.   




                 --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Ferozepur.









    --------Respondent

AC-265/10

ORDER

Present: None for the complainant

              Shri Arun Sharma, APIO

 

            Shri Bagga Singh’s complaint dated 25.02.2010 made to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 19.12.2009 made to the PIO/Nagar Council, Ferozepur was taken up today for hearing.

2          The APIO produced a copy of letter No. 45 dated 7.01.2010 written to the complainant  whereby he was asked to deposit a tentative amount  of Rs. 25000/- towards supply  of photo copies of the information.  It was further stated that the information being voluminous, it was likely to take some time in providing the same to the complainant.   The complainant has not deposited the requisite fee nor has appeared to explain the matter.

3
A perusal of the documents on record show that the information  demanded by the complainant pertains to the period  of  about 24 years.  He has sought photo copies of the Registrations  made in respect of the land sold  to the persons during that period.  The  approximate expenditure  towards costs of photo copies  of the information  intimated to the complainant  by the PIO Under section 7(3) of the RTI Act has not been deposited by the complainant.  Also, despite due and adequate notice had been sent to him, he has not appeared.  It seems that he is not interested in getting the information.
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4
The case is disposed of  with a direction to the PIO that in case the amount in question is deposited by the complainant, he should be provided the information..  
 








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




                         (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:19.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             
