      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ forum,

 Gill Road Chapter, 3344, 
Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141003.



            Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 336 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri 



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 17.11.2009 when it was directed that the PIO will supply the copy of the fiscal reports of the years as mentioned in the application within a period of 10 days through special messenger. The PIO will supply the complete information as per observations made by the appellant on 17.11.2009 within a period of 15 days with a copy to the commission and PIO will submit his written submission that the total information has been supplied and nothing has been left in the instant case filed by the appellant. 

2.

As per the directions, Shri Jaswant Singh, AR-cum-PIO states that the information as per directions has been supplied on 27.11.2009, which was 
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received by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira and his signatures have been taken on the office copy.  The respondent states that the complete information as per the arguments held on 17.11.2009 has been supplied.

2.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate on behalf of appellant states that the information received is not complete and after scrutiny it has been seen that enclosure no. 3 i.e. list of 168 persons punished during the period from 2002 to 2007 is not correct according to RTI application format.

3.

Respondent states that some more information has been supplied vide memo No. PIO/RTI/2009/29698-99, dated 14.12.2009 addressed to the appellant with a copy to the commission which has been received by the appellant, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, on 14.12.2009 at 5.00 pm with the remarks that the received information contains names of 158 persons is subject to scrutiny of the information (deficiencies) and audit reports have not been supplied.

4.

During arguments ld. Counsel on behalf of appellant makes written submission dated 15.12.2009 along with letter written by Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana range to the Deputy Inspector General, Police, Vigilance Bureau, Jalandhar Range and one copy is handed over to the PIO in the Court today. The appellant further states that in the letter written by SSP, Vigilance, he has mentioned that out of total amount of embezzlement,   Rs.14,65,202-32 paise is that of permanent nature and Rs. 72,45,966.45 paise
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Is that of temporary nature.

5.

The respondent states that they have only one case relating to permanent embezzlement of Rs. 14,65,202-32 paise and there is no record of temporary embezzlement of Rs. 72,45,966.55 paise.  However, the ld. Counsel on behalf of appellant handed over one copy of the list of temporary embezzlement including the names of the employees to the PIO who have made temporary embezzlements, in the Court.  The Assistant Registrar-cum- PIO will verify the facts of the temporary embezzlement and will intimate before the next date of hearing.

6.

Ld. Counsel brings to the notice of the commission that the audit reports of the University have not been supplied by the respondent.  Respondent states that the complete printed book-let of the expenditure and income of the University, along with the audit reports and fiscal reports starting from the year 1988 to 2007 of the financial years have been supplied. The information so supplied could not be verified in the court as neither the appellant nor the PIO had the copy of the information supplied. The University has not supplied the information/ documents to the Commission. They have sent only the covering letter to the commission about the information supplied. Now it is directed that on the next date of hearing;-


(i)
 the PIO will supply the audit reports along with the fiscal reports of 


the University from the years 1988 to 2007 duly authenticated by 


the competent authority.
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(ii)
The PIO will maintain the record of University employees on the



web site as per section 4 (a) (b) of the RTI Act; and 


(iii)
the Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO will clarify and submit documents 


relating to the temporary embezzlement of Rs. 72,45,966.55 paise 


before the next date of hearing with a copy to the commission.

7.

The case is fixed for final arguments and decision on 28.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Vice Chancellor, PAU, Ludhiana for information and necessary actiobn.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner





CC:  Copy to Vice Chancellor, Panjab Agricultural University, 


Ludhiana, for information and necessary action.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar,

Director, Students’ Welfare,

Panjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Panjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No. 1680 /2009

Present:
Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar, the complainant, in person and Shri 


S.P.Sharma, Accounts Officer (Retd) on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri 



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 17.11.2009 when Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO had filed an affidavit dated 12/13.10.2009 along with enclosures. The case was fixed for finalizing the question of imposing penalty on the PIO after getting the report from the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.

The case sent to the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory is received back with the remarks that :-
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          “nkg ih B{z p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? . fe nkg i/ B/ fijV / d;skt/i G/i/ jB. fJBQK 


ftu fijVk d;sys gq;Btkue j?. T[; B{z Q 1   wkoe ehsk ikt/ ih. fJ; 


s'A fJbktk jofdnkb f;zx d/ 5 s'A 7 wzB/ j'J/ d;sys r[ow[yh ftu fijV/ fe 


gfjbK d/ fe;/ foekov ftu w"i{d j'D ns/ gq;Btkue d;sysK d/ B/V/ d/ ;w/A 


d/ j'D th n;b o{g ftu fJeZm/ eoe/ G/i/ ikD ih. sK i' T[BQK dk gq;Btkue 


d;sysK Bkb Gbh GKsh fBohyD eoB T[gozs ;jh fog'N fdZsh ik ;e/ ih.”


3.

During hearing, Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, is directed to supply the file where Shri Hardayal Singh Gajnipur, Member, Board of Management has signed in Punjabi. He assured commission that the files relating to the signatures of Shri Hardayal Singh will be supplied within a week.  4.

During arguments, Shri Dulcha Singh Brar brings to the notice of the commission that the affidavit filed by Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO is relating to his all applications filed by him under RTI with the PIO, Punjab Agricultural University.  He further states that it includes the information demanded by him vide his application filed on 15.12.2008 with the PIO of Panjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. 

5.

During arguments, Shri Dulcha Singh Brar states that the information has been denied by the PIO relating to para No. XVII of his application dated 14.05.2009. The complainant further states that the information 
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has been supplied against his applications dated 11.05.2009, 14.05.2009 and 14.05.2009 is late by 63 days, 54 to 102 days and 39 to 64 days to 120 days respectively.  The action be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

5.

After arguments and deliberations it is decided that :-




(i)
PIO of PAU, Ludhiana will supply the file/ documents where Shri 


Hardayal Singh Gajnipur has signed in Punjabi. 


(ii)
Deputy Registrar/ PSIC will send the case to Director, Forensic 


Science Laboratory, Chandigarh for verification and to submit his 


report.

(iii) PIO –cum-AR will submit his written submission as per the deliberations held in the Court today within 15 days with a copy to the complainant and to the Commission.

(iv) The matter regarding imposing of penalty will be decided on the next date of hearing. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.01.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner




CC: Deputy Registrar, PSIC, for sending the case to Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

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

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, complainant, in person.



Shri Rajinder Rai, Vigilance Officer and Shri Sunil Sharma, 


Joint Vigilance Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is decided that the latest progress report up to 15.12.2009 will be supplied by the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt./ PIO-Chief Vigilance Officer office of Director Local Govt. to the complainant within a period of 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.

Case is fixed for deciding the matter of imposing penalty on 28.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Raj s/o Sh. Darshan Kataria,

r/o Mukandpur, Distt. Nawanshehr-144507.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Consumer Rerdressal Forum,

Nawanshehr (S.B.S.Nagar).





 Respondent

CC No. 2894 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Satinderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 02.12.2009 and  fixed for confirmation of orders for today.  The respondent states that the complainant has not attended the office for taking the delivery of information which is readily available with him.  2.

During the arguments on 02.12.2009, the information was shown to ;the complainant in the court. However, he desired to take the delivery from the office of PIO.  The PIO-cum- Superintendent states that the information is with him today to be supplied to the complainant in the court.  As  the complainant  is not present in the court today, it is directed that the information will be sent through registered post.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh s/o sh.Gurbax Singh,

Gen.Secy. Human Service Mission,

Waheguru Computers, Jhabewal Chowk,

PO: Shahbana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.


         Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3338 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf 

of respondent.

ORDER

1.

 A fax message dated 15.12.2009 from Shri Tejinder Singh  is received in the Commission office on 15.12.2009 against diary No. 20060 in which the complainant has stated that he has met with an accident and is unable to attend the court today.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide memo No. 398-MO, dated 01.12.2009 running into six sheets.  The complainant stated in the fax that he wants to go through the information as there are some deficiencies in the information supplied.  As he is not present in the court due to some accident, he pleads that the case may be adjourned.  On 
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the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 14.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Anti corruption & Crime

Investigation Cell, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

      Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 870 /2009

Present:
Shri Deepak Khullar, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri 


Vinayak Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that due to some excess payments made to the contractors, an inquiry is being conducted by Ms. Kanwal Preet Brar, Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, therefore, the information could not be supplied.  He, however, states that the information regarding para 2 and 3 relates to the Engineering Branch.

2.

Shri Deepak Khullar on behalf of appellant states that the first appellate authority has not heard the case and no information has been given by 
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PIO as well as the first appellate authority. 

3.

During deliberations/ arguments, Shri Vinayak Kumar, Accountant on behalf of DCFA states that they came to know about the application only on 25.11.2009 after getting the notice of hearing from the Commission. 

4.

The commission wants to peruse the original record relating to the RTI Cell in the instant case.  The Superintendent, RTI Cell will bring the receipt register and other correspondence made with other offices/ branches of the Corporation including movement register, on the next date of hearing.  It is also directed that the information as per the demand of the appellant dated 27.08.2009 with regard to para 1, 2 and 3 be supplied immediately. 

.4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Anti corruption & Crime

Investigation Cell, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.




             Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  (i) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(iii) First Appellate Authority,

      Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



 
Respondent





AC No. 871 /2009

Present:
Shri Deepak Khullar on behalf of appellant.



Shri Nirmalpreet Singh, ATP –cum-APIO and Shri Harish 


Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information with regard to application of appellant, dated 26.08.2009 has been supplied to the appellant. Shri Deepak Khullar, on behalf of appellant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied. However, he adds to say that the information is late by more that 45 days.  Action be taken against the PIO under RTI Act for imposing penalty for supplying information late.

3.

The respondent, Shri Nirmalpreet Singh, ATP-cum-APIO, states that the information is late due to the fact that the information has to be collected from all the four Zones of the Municipal Corporation and he submits his 
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unconditional  apology, in writing, for the delay. However, he assures the Commission that, in future, proper attention will be paid to deal with the RTI applications and every effort will be made to supply the requisite information within the stipulated time period of 30 days. 

4.

Keeping in view the explanation made by the APIO and his unconditional apology, the commission is satisfied with his submission and the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Anti corruption & Crime

Investigation Cell, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.




              Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  (i) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

                 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



 Respondent

AC No. 872 /2009

Present:
Shri Deepak Khullar on behalf of appellant.



Shri V.B.Khanna, SDE –cum-APIO, Shri Harish 




Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri Gurcharan 


Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information relating to application dated 24.08.2009 has been supplied.  Shri Deepak Khullar, on behalf of appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied.  However, he states that the information is late by 65 days. Action be taken against the PIO as per RTI Act for imposing penalty for supplying the information late.

3.

Shri V.B.Khanna, SDE-cum-APIO states that the information is late due to the fact that the information has to be collected from all the four Zones of the Municipal Corporation and he submits his unconditional apology, in writing, 
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for the delay. However, he assures the Commission that, in future, proper attention will be paid to deal with the RTI applications and every effort will be made to supply the requisite information within the stipulated time period of 30 days.

4.

Keeping in view the explanation given by the APIO and his unconditional apology for the delay, the commission is satisfied with his explanation and the case is, accordingly, disposed of.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Shukla Kohli w/o Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

R/o 85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  1525 /2009

Present:
Shri Sham Kumar Kohli on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karamvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 17.11.2009 when the respondent has supplied the information to the complainant and the case was fixed for confirmation of orders.

2.

During hearing today, Shri Sham Kumar Kohli on behalf of complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him on 17.11.2009.  Shri Karamvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO is present in the court and states that the noting portion of the file relating to his application vide job No. 15449, dated 20/24.04.2007 and application bearing job No. 16699, dated 21.07.2009 has been supplied and action taken has also been supplied.  The case was decided on 17.11.2009 when a penalty of Rs.5,000/- was imposed on
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on Shri Subhash Gupta, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO and compensation amounting to Rs. 4500/- was awarded to the complainant.  Moreover, one more copy of the information duly authenticated by PIO has been supplied to the complainant. 

3.

The PIO, Shri Karamvir Singh, assured the commission that the penalty of Rs.5,000/- imposed on Shri Subhash Gupta will be deducted from his salary for the month of December, 2009 to be paid in January, 2010 and the compensation amount of Rs.4500/- will be sent to the complainant in the shape of draft.  As the information has been supplied, the complainant can approach the Court of law to get his grievance redressed.

4.

The case is fixed for compliance of orders dated 17.11.2009 on  12.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev K.Behal s/o sh. Nand Kishore Behal,

G-4, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2826 /2009

Present:
Nonen is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karamvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on 02.12.2009, the PIO has made a submission of affidavit dated 14.12.2009 in which he has stated that no such register is maintained for LDPs.  As the complainant is not present, PIO will send the original affidavit to the complainant through registered post.

2.

On the last date of hearing the complainant was not present.  As the PIO has assured the commission that the original affidavit will be sent through special messenger, and pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri G.S.Bawa,

295, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2365 /2009

Present:
Shri G.S.Bawa, complainant, in person.



Shri Karmvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 17.11.2009 when a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) was imposed on the PIO, Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE and case was fixed for compliance of orders on 15.12.2009.

2.

Shri Karamvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO is directed to deduct the amount of penalty of Rs. 5,000/- from the pay of Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE, for the month of December, 2009.  The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 12.01.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr.G.S.Gill,

13-Sant Avenue, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.







    
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,
          Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



 Respondent

AC No. 864 /2009

Present:
Dr.G.S.Gill, the appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the file it transpires that the information has been supplied vide letter No. 6102/ATP/A/D, dated 21.08.2009 to the appellant.

2.

The appellant states that no doubt he has received the information but it is not according to his application in which he has demanded copy of the orders of Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana passed in PIL No. 4559 of 2007. None is present on behalf of respondent in the court today. The appellant further states that he may be supplied with the survey report of the buildings which has been conducted by the Municipal Corporation till today and the copy of the orders of Hon’ble High Court in PIL No. 4559 of 2007.
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3.

It is directed that the information be supplied within a period of 15 days and the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 14.01.2010 in Court No.1 , SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 A.M.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr.G.S.Gill,

13-Sant Avenue, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  (i) Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,
            Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



 Respondent

AC No. 865 /2009

Present:
Dr.G.S.Gill, the appellant, in person.



Shri Maneesh Duggal, Inspector Buildings, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is directed that the list of survey report conducted by the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar,  till today be supplied to the appellant through registered post within a period of 15 days. 

3.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 14-01-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigah at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the first appellate authority, Jalandhar.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner




CC: First appellate authority, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Lal s/o Sh. Hans Raj,

R/o Village: Sialba, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





              Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.                





 Respondent

AC No. 382 /2009

Present:
Shri Mohan Lal, the appellant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate and Shri Jaspal Singh, Senior 


Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is directed that the instant case be brought to the Commission on 21.12.2009 at 11.30 AM in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34.  It is also directed that as per the plea of respondent that the cases already decided in  AC-217/08, AC-218/08, AC-219/08, AC-220/08, AC-236/08 and  AC-468/09 be perused along with the case in AC-53.  The respondent states that the file is with the senior Advocate who has filed a case in the Lower Court at Ropar and the case is fixed for hearing on 02.01.2010.  It is directed that the ld.counsel be requested to supply the file for one day on 21.12.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village: Burj, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.






              Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Malerkotla-II, Distt. Sangrur.





 Respondent

AC No. 359 /2009

Present:
Shri Ujagar Singh, the appellant, in person.



Shri Gurinder Singh Tung,  BDPO, Malerkotla-II, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.
2.

As directed on last date of hearing on 17.11.2009, Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, BDPO, Malerkotla-II is present in the Court and submits his written submission along with affidavit filed by the villagers who are partners in Khewat No. 192.   Written submission along with the affidavit is handed over to Shri Ujagar Singh in the Court today in my presence.  Since the requisite information stands supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 


3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmukh Singh s/o Sh. Hakam Singh,

Village: Chak Kande Shah, Block Mamdot,

PO: Pindi, Distt. Ferozerpur.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mamdot, Distt. Ferozerpur.






 Respondent

CC No. 2025 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmukh Singh, the complainant, in person.



Shri Ravinderpal Singh, BDPO, Fazilka and Shri Dilbagh Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. However, the complainant had attended four hearings at Chandigarh from Ferozerpur.  The commission awards compensation amounting to Rs. 4,000/- (Rupees Four thousand only) to the complainant to be paid from the Panchayat funds in the shape of draft within a week. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 29.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO N o. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through Registered post. 
Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Anil Vashisht,

President, Uprala Society,

12, Bhai Ditt Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

     Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC No. 851 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Gurcharan Singh, XEN, M.C.Jalandhar, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Anil Vashisht filed an application with the PIO on 19.08.2009. Superintending Engineer-cum-APIO, Municipal Coporation, Jalandhar replied to the appellant vide letter No. 484/SE/B&R (K), dated 10.09.2009 in which he has stated that most of the estimates prepared by Municipal Corporation are for repairing the old./ existing metalled roads for which provision is made for “laying 50 mm BM & 20 mm mix seal” on average basis and the payment to the contractor agency is made as per actual weight received at site.  The information sought by you regarding “any roads” cannot be given as per provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 
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2.

Not satisfied with the reply of APIO, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 16.09.2009 and then filed a complainant against the Municipal Corporation for not allowing inspection of outgoing works on 13.10.2009 to Shri R.I.Singh, Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.

Not satisfied with the reply of PIO/APIO, he filed a second appeal with the Commission on 29.10.2009.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

An e-mail is received from the appellant in which he has stated that due to unavoidable reasons he is unable to join the proceedings. However, he is firmly behind his appeal.  He further states that the information has not been received yet.

5.

Shri Gurcharan Singh, XEN on behalf of respondent states that Shri Anil Vashisht had filed an appeal with the first appellate authority which has been fixed for hearing on 18.12.2009.  He further states that the case was earlier fixed for  hearings on 27.10.2009 and 23.11.2009, but due to urgent meetings of the Commissioner-cum-first appellate authority, the case could not be heard by the first appellate authority and again the case was fixed for hearing on 02..12.2009. On 02.12.2009 again the case was fixed for hearing on 18.12.2009. He pleads that since the appellant has approached the first appellate authority and the case is under process and yet not decided by the first appellate authority, the case may be remanded to the first appellate authority for deciding the matter in the instant case.

6.

As the appellant has filed an appeal with the first appellate authority and the case is under process, so it is pre-mature and the case is remanded to the first appellate authority to decide the matter and the instant case is, therefore, dismissed and the appellant is directed to approach the first appellate authority for decision.
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7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and first appellate authority and to the Commissioner-cum-First appellate authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:15.12.2009



State Information Commissioner





CC:    Copy to Commissioner-cum-first appellate authority, 



Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

