STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Sham Kumar Kohli,

S/o Sh. Sansar Chand Kohli,

R/o 85-D, Kichlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.
.

      




 ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1340 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Complainant, Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, in person.
None for the Respondent.
----



Today is the 4th hearing in the instant case, when the Complainant is present in person but there is no appearance by or on behalf of the Respondent.  In fact, the Respondent has not appeared in all the three hearings held on 03.12.2007, 17.12.2007 and 14.01.2008.   

2.

The Complainant states that he has not received the information that he had asked for in his application dated 07.06.2007.  

3.

However, a perusal of the file shows that he has received some documents from the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, which were sent to him vide Information Cell, letter no. 9875 dated 28.12.2007.  The Complainant says, this information is not of much use to him.  The Complainant pointed out that he had sought specific information on the following five points:-


(i)

The names of persons/employees who had filled the Tender Peshkash Form, Bid Form, Letter No. 3466, dated 14.11.1975; Sale Agreement Form dated 14.01.1976, Letter No. 4309 dated 24.02.1976, schedule of payment for six half yearly installments for the payments of Rs. 1,24,300/-.
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(ii)

What action was taken on the recommendation of Resident Auditing Officer, IIT, Letter No. 760 dated 03.09.1976.


(iii)
Certified copies of No Dues Certificate, Allotment Letter issued in the name of Ravinder Kumar individually, which was referred to enquiry conducted by Sh. A.S.Gulati and the name of the employee who had filled the same.


(iv)
Copy of Noting Sheet, Report submitted by Paramjit Singh about the auction to the Chairman. List of Earnest Money deposited on 21.10.1975 regarding SCF 33, Bhadhour House, Ludhiana, and the name of successful highest bidder.


(v)
Copy of Advertisement published in the Newspaper through which the LIT invited the general public to participate in the open auction dated 21.10.1975 for the auction of SCF situated in Bhadhour House, including SCF No. 33.

4.

Another opportunity is given to the Respondent to supply the correct and specific information as demanded by the Complainant in his application dated 07.06.2007 within two weeks from today.

5.

I direct the PIO to be present personally at the next date of hearing and submit an Affidavit as to why  the information has not been given to the Complainant and also why a penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for delaying giving of the information.  

6.

The Complainant is a senior citizen.  He has also demanded that he should be compensated as he had attended all the four hearings while Respondent had failed to turn up.  The issue of compensation will also be decided at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 10.03.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Jasbir Kaur,

W/O Sh. Sat Pal Singh,

R/o Doomwali,

District Bathinda.






   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development Panchayat Officer,

Sangat, District Bathinda.

      



      …...Respondent



           








CC No. 2142 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
None for the Respondent.

                                          ----


   The case was posted for confirmation today.  Though neither party is present, there is a letter dated 30.01.2008 from the Complainant addressed to the Commission that she has received the requisite information and the case be closed.


  As such, 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, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Shanti Sawroop,

#1899/2, Outside Maha Singh Gate,

Near Batti Hatta Market,

Amrtisar.







        …….Appellant





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

.

      



      …...Respondent



           








AC No. 370 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Appellant, Mr. Shanti Sawroop, in person
None for the Respondent.

----



In compliance with the order dated 28.01.2008, the Appellant was to visit the office of Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 04.02.2008. However, he says on request of PIO, he visited the office on 30.01.2008, when he was given photo copies of his Service Book without any attestation.  Second, he has not been given the details of Chapter-26 of 3rd Pay Commission as he had demanded in his application dated 14.09.2007.  

2.

I direct the PIO to attest the photo copies of the Service Book of the Appellant provided to him on 30.01.2008, and also give him complete details stating how his case was processed while implementing Chapter 26 of 3rd Pay Commission.  These documents should be duly attested and certified. 

3.

I direct the PIO to do the same within two weeks from today and submit a compliance report to the Commission.


4.

I also direct that the Appellant may visit the office of PIO on any working day within next two weeks to get the photo copies of Service Book attested.



The case is adjourned for confirmation, to 10.03.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Jagat Singh,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk, P.O,

Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.







   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.



      



      …...Respondent



           








CC No. 2141 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Satpal, Superintendent, for the Respondent.

----



The Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Satpal, Superintendent, says that information from almost all the Districts has been sent to the Complainant and the remaining information from three Districts (SAS Nagar, Mansa and Kapurthala) will be sent within one week from today. 

2.

I direct that since the information has been already delayed beyond the stipulated time period of 30 days, the information of remaining three Districts  be sent to the Complainant free of cost. 


the case is adjourned for confirmation to 10.03.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Kuldip Singh,

M/s. Raghunath Dass & Sons (Regd.),

Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur.







   …….Complainant         






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Officer, Panchayat Samiti,

Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur.
      



      …...Respondent



           








CC No. 2261 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Pardeep Kumar, Block Project Co-ordinator, for the Respondent.
----


The Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Pardeep Kumar says that requested information has been sent to the Complainant in response to his application under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 01.10.2007.  This information was sent on 11.10.2007.  The perusal of the file shows that the Complainant vide his letter No. 30/2007, dated 03.12.2007, addressed to State Information Commission, Punjab, states that he has not received any information from office of Panchayat Samiti, Mukerian.  There is a considerable lapse of time between the supply of information on 11.10.2007 and complainant’s letter dated 03.12.2007.

2.

The Respondent has shown a letter dated 11.10.2007, signed by BDPO, Mukerian, wherein, it is stated that no purchases were made between 01.04.2007 and 30.09.2007.  The Respondent further says that a copy of the same information has again been sent to the Complainant on 11.02.2008. 



Since, nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh






    (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, February 18, 2008   

             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Lakhbir Singh,

Village Bagial, P.O. Gharota, 

Tehsil Pathankot, 

District Gurdaspur.






   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Pathankot.



      



      …...Respondent



           








CC No. 2290 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Yashpal, Gram Sewak, for the Respondent.
----


The Complainant is not present.  The BDPO, Pathankot has sent a letter, No. 71, dated 15.02.2008, addressed to State Information Commission, Punjab.  Inter alia it states that the Panchayat Secretary has informed that the demanded information has been given to the Complainant, Mr. Lakhbir Singh at his doorstep but, he has not deposited the cost of information amounting to Rs. 340/-.

2.

This information was sought under the Right to Information Act, 2005, on 31.10.2007.  As per the provisions of the Act, the information should have been supplied within 30 days.  Mr. Yashpal has shown me the acknowledgement signed by Mr. Lakhbir Singh, who has received the complete information that he had demanded.



Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh






    (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, February 18, 2008   

             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Kuldip Singh,

M/s. Raghunath Dass & Sons (Regd.),

Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur.







   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Officer, Panchayat Samiti,

Dasuya.
      



      …...Respondent


           








CC No. 2260 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Ram Lal Bhagat, Block Project, Coordinator, for the Respondent.

----



The Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Ram Lal Bhagat says that they have not received letter dated 02.10.2007, in the office.  He has shown a letter No. 820, dated 14.02.2008, which has been sent to the Complainant stating that the office of BPO, Dasuya had not received any of the complaints either dated 01.04.2007 or 30.09.2007.  The letter inter alia also says that no stationery items were purchased.  There is a considerable gap between the date when information was sought by the Complainant (02.10.2007) and his subsequent letter to the State Information Commission, Punjab, dated 03.12.2007 that no information has been received by him. 

 

Since, a reply has already been sent, therefore, 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, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Vikrant Kumar,

# B-III-277, St. No. 03,

Nai Abadi, Abohar,

District Ferozepur.






   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.



      



      …...Respondent


           








CC No. 1476 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Mr. Vikrant Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Representative, Mr. Hakam Singh, APIO, for the Respondent.

----

The representative of the Respondent says that the required  information has been sent to the Complainant on 13.02.2008 through Registered post. The Complainant, however, denies having received any information as alleged by the Respondent.
2.
Since the information, as per the Respondent, has been sent through Registered Post on 13.02.2008, it is quite possible that the same has not reached  the Complainant by today.


The case is adjourned for further proceedings to 10.03.2008, in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Ram Asra,

S/o S. Harnam Singh,

R/o Vill.Birarwal, Block Nabha,
Tehsil Nabha, District Patiala.
     
                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha.
                      



                
                 ….. Respondent

CC No. 2130 of 2007

ORDER
Present:  
Mr. Ram Asra, Complainant, in person.
Representative, (Mr. Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary) 
for the Respondent.







----


Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, has handed over photo copies of the complete  information demanded by the Complainant.  The information runs  into approximately 297 pages.



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, February 18, 2008.
saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Joginder Singh,

H. No. 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.
     
                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.
                                                
                 ….. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Representative (Mr. Bakhshish Singh, Brother) of the Complainant. 

      
None for the Respondent.
----


The complainant is not present.  His brother Mr. Bakhshish Singh is present who  does not have any authority letter.  

2.

There is no appearance on behalf of the  Respondent,
 P.I.O., B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib.  The Respondent was not present even  on  the  last date of hearing  that is 14.01.2008. 
3.            In the interest of justice, another opportunity is given  to the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant demanded vide his application dated 30.07.2007, addressed to B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib.       
              The case is adjourned to 10.03.2008.

        Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 18, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Sampuran Singh,

H. No. 1158, Sector 21-B,

Chandigarh.
     
             …..Appellant.
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab,Sector17-C,Chandigarh.                 

….. Respondent.                                                





AC No.  372  of  2007

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sampuran Singh, Appellant, in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.





-----



The Appellant is present  in person and says that he has not  received any information in response to his application dated 30.07.2007.

2.
           There was no appearance by the Respondent on the last date  of hearing also, despite a notice  of hearing sent by the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab, to the P.I.O. O/O Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide memo. No. PSIC /Llegal/2007/200,  dated  04.01.2008.
3.
          I direct the P.I.O. O/O Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within two weeks from today with a compliance report to the Commission.  For further proceedings, the case is adjourned to  10.03.2008.
                      Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 18, 2008.
saini



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Parkash Kaur,   
W/O  Late Sh. Kuldip Singh,

R/O Vill. Parjian Kalan

Via Mehatpur, Tehsil Shahkot,

District Jalandhar.


  
                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Education Officer,

Shahkot-II, Jalandhar.
                                                   ….. Respondent

CC No. 2146 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Representative (Mr. D. P. Tiwari)  for the Complainant. 

      
Representative (Mrs. Parjinder Kaur, BPEO)  for the Respondent.





-----


The Complainant is represented by Mr. D.P. Tiwari.  The Representative of the Respondent, Mrs.  Parjinder Kaur, BPEO, has submitted an Affidavit stating that no nomination by the deceased teacher is available on record.
2.
           The Complainant and the Respondent can settle the issue of dues in the manner  stipulated  under the Service Rules.  The Commission cannot go beyond its jurisdiction regarding the same.  The  Complainant is handed over  a copy of the Affidavit signed by the B.P.E.O. in my presence. Since the primary information sought by the Complainant, vide her letter dated  28.9.2007, has been given to the Complainant, 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, February 18, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghbir Singh Dhillon,   
President, Sutlej Coop. Joint

Family Society Ltd.,

# 2984, Phase VII, Mohali.


  
                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &  Panchayat Officer,

Ropar Block, Ropar.

                                                   ….. Respondent





     CC No. 1780 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Raghbir Singh Dhillon, Complainant, in person.



Mr. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O., of the Respondent.




    ----



The Complainant says that  the requisite information has been received except on one point i.e. certified copy of the jamabandi.  

2.
            The Respondent, B.D.P.O., Mr. Ranjit Singh, says that he will trace out  the same and supply a certified copy to the Complainant.  Since request for this information was made on 15.10.2007,  there has been inordinate delay in supplying of the demanded information/ document. 

3.
            I direct the Respondent to get hold of the requisite  jamabandi and supply a certified copy of the same to the Complainant within 20 days from  today.
The case is adjourned to 10.03.2008 for confirmation.
                           Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 18, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Baba Dharamvir Sharma,

Near Govt. Primary School,

Bhogpur, W. No. 10,

P.O. Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.
                  

  
                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.

                                                   ….. Respondent





     CC No. 2277 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
 None  for the  Complainant.



 Representative (Mr. Raj Kumar, Accountant ) of the Respondent.






----



The Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Raj Kumar, says that there is nothing on record to show that property No.17/106 belongs to Baba Dharamvir Sharma.  In his application to the P.I.O., Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur, dated 8.10.2007, the Complainant had also desired to “inspect” the assessment register of the above said property.  
2.

The Respondent says that the Complainant Baba Dharamvir Sharma may visit the office of Nagar Panchayat to inspect the assessment register in respect of property No.17/106, on 25.02.2008 at 11.00 a.m.
3.
           The Complainant may visit the office of Nagar Panchayat, Bhogpur, and inspect the assessment register in respect of the said property – 17/106.  In case the Complainant demands any document, a certified photo copy of the same be provided to him. In case he draws a blank, the P.I.O. should give him in writing that there is nothing on record and that the Complainant had inspected the assessment register.
The case will come up for confirmation on 10.03.2008 for confirmation.


    Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, February 18, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
        Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Ujjagar Singh,

Village Paproudi,

P.S. Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana.
   



         …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.


            
….. Respondent

CC No. 2159 of 2007

  ORDER

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

Representative, (Mr. Sarteg Singh, Panchayat Officer) for 

the Respondent.






----


Complainant, Ujjagar Singh, says that he has not received any information in response to his application under the R.T.I. Act, dated 14.9.2007. At the time of last hearing on 18.01.2008, Panchayat Officer, Mr. Sarteg Singh, stated that  there is no B.D.P.O. posted for the last two months and also that the Sarpanch concerned has not responded to the letters written to him to furnish the requisite information.

2.
          In my order dated 18.01.2008, I had also directed the  D.D.P.O., Ludhiana, to look into the matter and ensure that  in the absence of B.D.P.O., Samrala, the applications submitted  under the Right to Information Act, 2005, are not held up.  He was also directed to personally look into the instant case and supply the information to the Complainant within 15 days from 18.01.2008.

3.
         This case has come up for hearing today after a gap of one month. And  yet no information has been given to the Complainant, Ujjagar Singh, who is a senior citizen aged around 90 years.
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4.
          Panchayat Officer, Mr. Sarteg Singh, has placed on record of the Commission a copy of the letter No.1427, dated 14.02.2008 written to Mr. Ram Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, village  Paproudi, Block Samrala, to give the requisite information.
5.
        By virtue of the provisions of Section 5(5) of the Right to Information Act, the Sarpanch would be the deemed P.I.O.  A copy of this order be sent to the Sarpanch, Mr. Ram Singh to be personally present at the next date of hearing, where he will not only furnish the requisite information demanded by the Complainant on 14.9.2007 but also state as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

6.
         Since there is no B.D.P.O. at Samrala, the D.D.P.O., Ludhiana, should have looked into the matter and supplied the requisite information to the Complainant. I, therefore, direct the D.D.P.O., Ludhiana, to appear personally before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the information demanded by the Complainant.
           The case is adjourned to 10.03.2008 for further proceedings.
                       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 18, 2008.

Saini
