STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jagir Singh,

S/o Dagar Singh, Village Aasa Buttar,

District Muktsar.


     


                     …..Complainant
.




        
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Muktsar.






                      …. Respondent

CC No. 986 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Jagir Singh, in person.



BDPO, Mr. Sarabjeet Singh, for the Respondent.
-----

The Complainant had sought information on 04 points vide his RTI application dated 01.04.2008.  The same has been given to him. The Respondent also hands over to the Complainant copies of 02 letters: one from the Tehsildar, Gidarbaha to the BDPO, and the other from BDPO, Gidarbaha to Sadar Kanungo, Ferozepur.
The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yashwant Rai Puri, Adv.,

Civil Court Complex,

Fazilka, District Ferozepur.

     


                     …..Complainant
.




        
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority, Bathinda.

                      …. Respondent

CC No. 971 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Laxman Singh, J.E., for the Respondent.
-----

The Complainant had sought information vide his application dated 01.12.2007.  A reply was sent to him by the Respondent on 04.04.2008.  There upon the Complainant on 22.04.2008 pointed out certain deficiencies.  A copy of which is on record of the Commission.  
2.

Mr. Laxman Singh, J.E., PUDA, states that these deficiencies have been addressed and a reply sent to the Complainant on 10.07.2008.  A copy of this is taken on record.

The case is adjourned to 18.08.2008 for confirmation.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajesh Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Madan Lal Garg,

Gali No. 20, Ajeet Road,

House No. 19857, Bathinda.          

                                            …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Panjab Urban Development Authority,

Bathinda.
               




                 ……. Respondent

CC No. 970 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Laxman Singh, J.E., for the Respondent.
-----

The Respondent has sent the information to the Complainant on 05.05.2008.  The Complainant, however, wanted the information in the Performa he had appended with his RTI application, dated 24.03.2008.  The Respondent says that requisite information has again been sent in the form requested by the Complainant on 30.05.2008.  
The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
D.C. Gupta,

778, Urban Estate, Phase-I, 

Patiala.


          

                                            …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development & Authority,

Phase-II, Patiala.               




                 ……. Respondent

CC No. 990 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Jagdish Bhatia, State Officer, for the Respondent.
-----

The Respondent says that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant.  The Complainant, vide his letter to the Commission, dated 04.07.2008, acknowledges the receipt of the information and seeks to withdraw his complaint, dated 05.05.2008.

The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Suman Lata, W/o Sh. Parmeshwar,
Village- Chakphala, Salorha,

P.O. Bodla, Tehsil Dasuya,

District Hoshiarpur.
          

                                                             …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dasuya,

District Hoshiarpur.               




                 ……. Respondent

AC No. 72 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Kuldip Raj Kaila, for the Appellant.



BDPO, Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, for the Respondent.
-----

The Respondent hands over the information to the Appellant on the 07 points.  This information should have been given to the Appellant by 11.07.2008.  The Appellant can go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing and submit the same to the BDPO within 02 weeks from today with a copy to the Commission 
The case is adjourned to 08.08.208.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajwinder Singh,

R/o Village Barnala,

P.O. Dhagran, Tehsil Mukerian,

District Hoshiarpur.
          

                                                      …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Tehsil Talwara,

District Hoshiarpur.               


                         ……. Respondent

AC No. 77 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Kuldip Raj Kaila, for the Appellant.



BDPO, Mr. Kuldeep Singh, for the Respondent.

-----

The case was heard on 14.07.2008 and the order was reserved.
2.

In the order dated 09.06.2008, the Respondent was directed to give to the Appellant information on 03 points, viz., utilization certificates with all columns, therein, filled in alongwith bills/vouchers in respect of pavement of village streets/lanes; development of village pond; and link road.

3.

The BDPO, Hajipur has supplied certified copies of the information in respect of 03 points mentioned in para 02 above to the Appellant on 24.06.2008.  The Appellant, however, has pointed out several deficiencies/discrepancies in the information given to him.

4.

Consequently, the information on each point was gone over one by one.  Insofar as supply of “information”, as per the definition Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act, 2005, is concerned, the same has been substantially given.

5.

   The Appellant has expressed his dissatisfaction with the correctness/justifications for the actions taken by the Public Authority as coming 

…2

-2-

to light on account of the supply of information.  However, it is beyond the purview of the Commission to redress the same.  The remedy lies with appropriate authority in the Government, which the Appellant may approach if he so wishes.


The case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
                       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, July 14, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
G.S. Sikka, Advocate,

43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram,

Ludhiana-141002.
                              

                   
         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.



                 
           

      ……. Respondent
CC No. 729 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
 None for the Complainant.



 None for the Respondent.

-----



The Respondent had handed over information, running into 23 sheets, dated 05.06.2008, to a representative of the Complainant in my presence on 09.06.2008.
2.

The Complainant was asked to file deficiencies, if any, with the PIO not later then 30.06.2008.



Nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant.  It is presumed, he would be satisfied with the information given to him.



The case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
          (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,


                               State Information Commissioner.
Dated, July 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sham Kumar Kohli,

S/o Sh. Sansar Chand Kohli,

R/o 85-D, Kichlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.






 …. Applicant-Complainant










Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







      ….. Respondent




                 MR No.54 of 2008






         IN


CC No. 1340 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Applicant-Complainant, Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, in person.

 Mr. Harinder Singh, PIO, for the  Respondent.

-----  



This case was disposed of on 19.05.2008.  However, following a representation from Mr. Kohli, vide his letter dated 12.06.2008, it was re-opened as MR.
2.

The Respondent has not complied with the orders of the Commission dated 19.05.2008, wherein, he was directed to file an Affidavit on 03 points listed in the order in paragraph 13 as under :-
(i) That no  “No due  certificate” and “allotment letter” was issued in the name of Mr. Ravinder Kumar and there is nothing on these issues in the record of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana;

(ii) That file notings for the highest bid form based on the copy of the statement of Mr. Paramjeet Singh, to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, is not in the record;  and

        (iii)
That a copy of the agreement of sale of the said property is not         

available in the record, and only copy of the schedule of payment of  
…2        
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six installments payable by Complainant and approved by the 


Chairman, is available on record.
3.

The Affidavit was to be sent to the Complainant within 15 working days from 19.05.2008 with a copy to the Commission.  
4.

The Respondent today says that he will personally hand over the same to the Complainant within 07 working days from today with a compliance report and receipt of acknowledgement to the Commission.  The applicant says that he will accept the Affidavit.

5.

It is directed that the PIO shall hand over the Affidavit to the Complainant at his residence on Friday, 18.07.2008 at 10 O’ clock and take a receipt.


The case is adjourned to 18.08.2008 for confirmation.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
          (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,


                               State Information Commissioner.
Dated, July 14, 2008.

