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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jagdish Singh s/o sh.Jagir Singh

Village Naglia, Block Majri,

Distt: SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                 



       --Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Majri, Distt: SAS Nagar.




               -----Respondent

CC No.3509 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagdish Singh, Complainant in person.

Shri Rajwinder Singh,   SEPO, on behalf of Respondent.



This case was adjourned for the clarification of the stand taken by the complainant regarding report submitted by Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE in the presence of the complainant and the present BDPO Mrs. Sarabjit Kaur. BDPO was directed to be present personally to clarify the matter about the report.

2.

Today, during hearing, complainant stated that no information has been received by him till date. Respondent submitted that BDPO is unable to attend the hearing today as he has to attend some important meeting in Mohali. He has further submitted that one adjournment may be given.

3.

In view of above, the case is adjourned to 9.2.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.



4.  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sadhu Singh Galwatti s/o S.Bachan Singh

Lali Niwas, Gali No.1, Ajit Nagar,

Nabha, Distt: Patiala.                                                                          --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, Distt: Patiala.





                 ----Respondent
CC No.3485 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sadhu Singh Galwatti, Complainant in person.



Shri Narbhinder Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO on behalf of Respondent.



In compliance of the order dated 22.12.2010, Respondent has brought information with respect to second RTI application dated 19.12.2009, it has been supplied to the complainant in the Court. As the complainant has pleaded that he has filed RTI application on 19.12.2009 and information has been provided to him after one year. He further submitted that he has to approach the Commission and has to face harassment and financial losses; and he has to higher the taxi every time to attend the hearing and for this, he should be compensated. He has also pleaded that information has been delayed and for this, respondent should be penalized under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.

Respondent is hereby directed to file reply by way of an affidavit why the delay of one year has been occurred and why the compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, should not be provided to the complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

3.

The case is adjourned to 14.2.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.


4.  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Er.Amarjit Singh,

SDE (Retd),

168, Charan Bagh,

Patiala.



 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary PWD & B&R,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.                                                                    -------Respondent

CC No.3721 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Er. Amarjit Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Amarjit Singh, Superintendent, Shri Inderjit Singh, APIO-cum- Superintendent, Shri Sanjay Kumar and Shri Malkiat Singh, Senior Assistants, on behalf of Respondent.

 
  
Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 2.12.2010, with respect to his RTI application dated dated 13.7.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o Secretary PWD & B&R, Punjab, Chandigarh, seeking information regarding selection/seniroty vide (i) Punjab Govt. Order No.16/29/95-BR-I(5)/763, dated Ist February, 1999 and (ii) Punjab Govt. Order No.16/8/99-BR-I(5)/239-83,dated 23.1.2007 as to which is authenticated one.
2.

PIO filed his reply vide Memo No.19/26/10-J;1(4)$3119, dated 19.8.2010 and complainant pointed out deficiency vide letter dated 7.10.2010. After having received no information, complainant filed complaint in the Commission on 2.12.2010.
3.

From the submissions made by the complainant, it transpires that seniority list according to which his pay fixation has been made or his service benefits like annual increment, promotion and his retiral benefits were to be given, has been sought by the complainant. There are two selection lists which create confusion while giving service benefits, e.g. increment, higher pay-scale ( after 4-9-14 years), promotion to the post of Executive Engineer as well as pension and other retirement benefits. The first list was released vide Punjab Govt. Gazette Notification dated 19.2.1999 and he was given the
cont…p/2





                 -2-

place/ position w.e.f. 1.1.1997. His pay fixation was done accordingly. However, this list was quashed later on by the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.  After that the PPSC Patiala conducted the fresh screening and selection list was released vide endst. No.16/8/99-BR1(5)/239-83, dated 23.1.2007 in supercession of previous list dated 1.2.1999. Hence his pay and higher scale of 4-9-14 was revised accordingly and he was assigned seniority position as 624 w.e.f. 1.1.1995. 
His pension and other benefits have been released vide latest seniority list dated 23.1.2007 by the Chief Engineer, Punjab, PWD B&R Patiala, but he was denied/ not considered for promotion to the post of XEN before Shri Sohan Lal Gupta much junior to him. In the backdrop of this, he sought information that out of these two selections lists    (dated 1.2.1999 and 23.01.2007) which one is authenticated or applicable for giving service benefits linked with seniority. 

4.

The Respondent (Shri Inderjit Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent) confirmed in the Court that both the seniority/selection lists Punjab Govt. Order No.16/29/95-BR-I(5)/763, dated Ist February, 1999 and No.16/8/99-BR1(5)/239-83, 23.01.2007, are not authenticated. 
5.

With this, information stands supplied to the complainant, therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.  
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Lakha Singh,

22/122, Kishan Nagar,

Nabha Gate, Patiala.


 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Patiala.


                                                                    -------Respondent

CC No.3736 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Lakha Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Jagdip Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.

  
 
Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 30.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 22.10.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala, seeking information regarding sewerage and water connections in the new Colonies. Information is sought as to how many connections ere issued colony wise, how many bills issued aganst those connections, how many house holders are making regular payments against those bills, how many are the defaulters colony wise, how much amount stands due colony wise, name of the person under whose authority and the Improvement Trust as a whole to recover the due amount from the defaulters, the total amount that stands due colony wise is required to be furnished. What are the Government rules in this connection? A copy of these rules be also supplied duly attested. 

2.

Today, during hearing, respondent submitted that information is very much voluminous and this information relates to the whole Improvement Trust, Patiala. He has not mentioned the period of information. From the RTI application, it transpires that the information relates to the colonies 20 to 30 years old and relates to sundry items. He further submitted that the information sought by him is not in public interest and that he is seeking information for his personal grouses. Respondent further added that complainant has some personal conflict with a lady employee, named as Mrs. Rajwinder Kaur, clerk
Cont…p/2





    
    -2-

working now in Head Office, Patiala. In fact, the information seeker is a citizen of India and he is entitled to receive the information under the RTI Act, 2005. This Act was enacted to bring transparency in the administrative system of public authority, but one should not make a mockery of such a beneficial piece of legislation by using as a vindictive tool to set the personal grouse against the public authority or employee of any institution or organization. 

3.

I heard the parties at length. The complainant failed to justify that he is seeking the information in public interest and not for any personal grouse. The Commission finds that the complainant has no motive for seeking the information and such intention of the complainant should be curbed so that real motive of the Act may not be defeated.

4.

In view of the above, the case is closed and disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Kanika,

Qtr No.46/Type-V, RTP, PSEB,

PO: Ghanauli-140113,

District: Ropar.



 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Town Planner,

Sector-18A, Madhya Marg,

Chandigarh.


                                                                    -------Respondent

CC No.3715 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri R.L.Garg on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Pankaj Bawa, District Town Planner and Shri Sandeep Kumar,   Assistant Engineer, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 8.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 22.9.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o Chief Town Planner, Sector-18A, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh, seeking information in seven points. 

2.

Today, during hearing, complainant has received information to his entire satisfaction. Respondent also stated that information has been supplied to the complainant as per his RTI application.


3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Santokh Singh,

President,

The Kewal Vihar Coop. Housing

Maintenance Society Ltd.

Jalandhar, 5 Kewal Vihar Society,

PO: Model Town Jalandhar.
 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.

                                                                    -------Respondent
CC No.3720 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Santokh Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 10.12.2010, with respect to his RTI application dated 8.6.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o Chairman, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar seeking information regarding encroachments in the Kewal Vihar Coop. Housing Maintenance Society Ltd. Jalandhar and the action taken in  respect of the 3 letters addressed to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.
2.

Complainant submitted that no information has been supplied to him. The Respondent is directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing, failing which action may be taken against him as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.                    

3.

The case is adjourned to 14.2.2011 for compliance.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ram Sharan Pal,

488-B, Basant Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.
 
                                             --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

                                                                     -------Respondent

CC No.3717 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ram Sharan Pal, Complainant in person.


Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate, counsel on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 3.12.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 9.2.2010 made to the address of PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar seeking information on two points regarding allotment of plot under LDP Scheme to Smt. Basant Kaur. 

2.

PIO filed reply vide letter No.8446, dated 1.10.2010, but the complainant was not satisfied. He stated that information is deficient. Now the Counsel for the Respondent stated that complainant has pointed out the deficiency and he will make up the deficiency and regarding other point Respondent submitted that file is not available and may be misplaced. Respondent sought adjournment to make search for the file.
3.

Complainant submitted that he will like to inspect the record. Respondent assured that complainant can inspect the record on any working day from 9.00 AM to 5.00 PM. He further submitted that the complainant will be provided the information/ documents to be sought at the spot.

4.

The case is adjourned to 23.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


      Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Raj Pal Madan,

91, Krishana Square-I,

Shivala Road,

Amritsar, Punjab.

                                                          --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.                                                        -------Respondent

CC No.2385 of 2010

ORDER
Present: -
Complainant in person.
Shri S.K.Sharma, Adv. Counsel for the Respondent/Trust. 




Respondent assured that information will be provided personally to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
2.

The case is adjourned to 23.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kumari Nilu Wadhwa,

D/o Shri Om Parkash,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum 

S.R.Sharma and Associates,

T-17/693, Main Bazar,

Chowk Katra Khazana,

Amritsar- 143001.


                                                      --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.
                                                        -------Respondent

CC No.3568 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Rakesh Saini on behalf of the complainant.



Shri S.K.Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Complainant submitted that period of one year has elapsed, but the Respondent has not attended to her RTI application. On the other hand, Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent submitted that if he is granted one more opportunity, information will surely be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
2.

The case is adjourned to 23.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kumari Ritu Wadhwa,

D/o Sh.Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

T-17/693, Main Bazar Chowk

Kartar Khazana, Amritsar-143 001.                                                          --------Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,8

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.                                                                     -------Respondent

CC No. 2537 of  2010

ORDER
Present: - 
 Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate for the complainant   


Shri Sukhdev Singh,Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.                                                                                                                               


In compliance of the earlier order dated 20.12.2010, a compensation of Rs.5000/- was paid to the Complainant vide Cheque No.874127, dated 17.1.2011 of Punjab National Bank. PIO is warned to be careful in future.  
2.

The case is closed and disposed of.

   


3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kumari Ritu Wadhwa,

D/o Sh.Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

T-17/693, Main Bazar Chowk

Kartar Khazana, Amritsar-143 001.
                                                             --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.                                                                              -----Respondent

CC No.2547 of 2010

ORDER

Present: - 
 Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate for the complainant   


Shri Sukhdev Singh,Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.                                                                                                                               

 
In compliance of the earlier order dated 20.12.2010, information has been provided to the complainant to her entire satisfaction and no further action is required. 
2.

The case is closed and disposed of.

   


3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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



                   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manager, The Amritsar Coop.

Labour & Construction Union,

Ltd. Albert Road, Amritsar.


                                                   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) XEN, Const. Division-2,

PWD (B&R) Amritsar.

(ii) Superintending Engineer,

Const. Division-2,

PWD (B&R) Amritsar.



                                    -------Respondent

AC-1132/2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Tilak Raj, Appellant in person.
Shri Sucha Singh,Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 26.11.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 9.7.2010 to the PIO, O/o the XEN, Const. Division-2,

PWD (B&R) Amritsar, seeking information on 4 (Four) points.

2.

Today, during hearing, Respondent submitted that information has been supplied to the appellant. However, appellant was not satisfied with the information supplied to him. He has received information with regard to point 4, but no information has been supplied regarding points 1, 2 and 3. Respondent assured that information will be provided to the appellant after making up the deficiency in the information before the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is adjourned to 21.02.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms Monica Arora,

D/o Shri Amar Nath Arora,

C/o Shri S.R.Sharma & Associats,

51-Hide Market, Opp: Sabzi Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries,

Amritsar-143001.


                                                               -------Complainant

Vs.  
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.                                                                              ----- Respondent

CC No.2519 of 2010

ORDER
Present: -
Shri Rakesh Saini on behalf of the complainant.



Shri S.K.Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


In compliance of the earlier order dated 20.12.2010, copy of the affidavit regarding non-availability of the information has been filed by the Respondent and one copy of the same has been provided to the complainant. No further action is required in this connection.

2.

Hence, the case is closed and disposed of.

   


3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


     Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Smita Pawar,

# 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai- 400 020.



 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.


                                                                    -------Respondent

CC No.3714 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent. 



Mrs. Samita Pawar filed complaint with the Commission on 9.12.2010 against the PIO with the grievance that his RTI application dated 13.4.2010 has not been attended to by the respondent.  However, the RTI  application is not on the file of the Commission.

2.

Respondent submitted that he is not able to find any document pertaining to this complaint in his Secretariat office. He has also submitted and shown report which the Respondent has made in the office according to which he has written to all the concerned Branches of the Local Govt. Department if they have any record regarding this complaint.
3.

On the perusal of the record, it has been seen that this complaint case has been remanded back by the Deputy Registrar of the Commission on 22.9.2010. When Complainant filed complaint dated 13.4.2010 and again, on second time, complainant failed to submit her RTI application in the Commission. However, Respondent has also mentioned nil date on the postal order. Even Respondent has also made effort to supply information and searched for the record, but nothing is found existed in the record. There is not merit in the present complaint.

4.

Hence the complaint is dismissed. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



               Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. KULDEEP Khan,

S/o Shri Asgar Khan,

R/o Lachkani tehsil and District

Patiala.                                                                                                         --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Patiala.





                 -----Respondent

CC No.3476 of 2010

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.



This case was fixed for today for supplying authenticated information to the Complainant.

2.

None has appeared on behalf of the parties today. The complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing for today but he has not appeared nor has sent any communication. It is presumed that he has received the   information and he is satisfied with the same.

3.

The case is closed and disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 24.01.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

