STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Mohan Adya,

#2459, Sector  32-A,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.    
  



                         
      …….Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

       ........Respondent
CC NO. 1685 Of 2007

ORDER 
Present: -
Mr. Surinder Mohan Adya, Complainant,  in person.
 Mr. K. S. Kahlon, Law Officer, P.I.O., for the Respondent.
----



The Complainant has sought information on 19 points. 
2.
           The Respondent says that a reply on all the points was sent to the Complainant vide No.463/PIO/RTI/D, dated 24.12.2007.  To this, the Complainant says the information given is ‘irrelevant.’  
3.
          The Respondent –PIO, Mr. Kahlon, says  that the Complainant can point out deficiencies, if any, so that the same could be attended to before  March 04, when the two parties meet. Both the parties have mutually agreed to meet in the office of P.I.O. on 04.03.2008 at 3.30 p.m. The Respondent also says that he will get photocopies of certain documents from the files/record submitted in  Court(s) to give the same to the Complainant.
4.
          I direct that information which is demanded by the Complainant be provided  to him as per law. The Complainant may visit Office of P.I.O. on 04.03.2008. He may also submit to the P.I.O. ,in writing, deficiencies, if any,  in the information already supplied, within  two-three days.
                      The case is adjourned to 24.03.2008 for further proceedings.
                  
      Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bippinjit Singh,

R/O 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.




             …..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O GMADA, Mohali.



                
 ….. Respondent

AC No. 08 of 2007

    ORDER
Present :  Mr. Bippinjit Singh, Appellant, in person.


      Mr. S.K. Goel, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.




    ----

          
      The Appellant has sought information on 11- points vide his application dated 17.9.2007.

2.
      The Respondent hands over  to him a  copy of the information on all the 11-points today in my presence.  The Appellant can go through the same  and  point out, in writing,  deficiencies, if any.

     The case is adjourned to  24.03.2008 for confirmation.
                   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bippinjit Singh,

R/O 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.




             …..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O GMADA, Mohali.



                
 ….. Respondent

AC No. 09  of  2007

    ORDER

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


      Mr. S.K. Goel, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.




    ----


   The Appellant, Vide his application dated  14.9.2007,  has sought  to know the status report of his representation to the Additional Chief Administrator, PUDA/GMADA,  dated 24.03.2004.
2.
     The Respondent says that the status report of the  representation will be given to the Appellant within 15 days from today.

     The case is adjourned to  24.03.2008 for confirmation.
                   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bippinjit Singh,

R/O 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.




             …..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O GMADA, Mohali.



                
 ….. Respondent

AC No. 10  of  2007

    ORDER

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


      Mr. S.K. Goel, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.




    ----


   The Appellant, Vide his application dated  14.09.2007,  has sought  to know the status report of his representation addressed to the  Chief Administrator, GMADA, dated  15.05.2007.

2.
     The Respondent says that the status report on his representation  will be given to the Appellant within 15 days from today.

     The case is adjourned to  24.03.2008 for confirmation.
                   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bippinjit Singh,

R/O 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.




             …..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O GMADA, Mohali.



                
 ….. Respondent

AC No. 11  of  2007

    ORDER

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


      Mr. S.K. Goel, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.




    ----


      The Appellant has not received the information in respect of his application dated 17.09.2007.  He has sought information on 10-points.

2.
       The Respondent says that this information was sent to the Appellant ‘by post’  on 25.10.2007.  The Appellant says that he has not received the same. 

3.
       The Respondent hands over the information to the  Appellant today in my presence. He says the information remains to be given on 4-points i.e. points 4-7.  He also says  that the same would be given  within 15 days from today.  
4.
        I direct the Respondent to do the needful within 15 days from today.

        The case is adjourned to  24.03.2008 for confirmation.
                     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gian  Deep Singh,

H.No.10,  V.P.O. Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil  Dera Bassi,

District  Mohali.
                  


 …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Development 

& Panchayats, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



….. Respondent.







     CC No. 2071  of  2007.

                                                  ORDER

Present :
Mr. Gian Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.



Mr. Charanjot Singh, A.P.I.O., on behalf of the Respondent.





                ----



Mr. Gian Deep  Singh, Complainant, has received information in response to his application dated 12.10.2007, concerning all Districts except Ropar and Patiala.  Regarding information from Ferozepur, he says, more legible copy is  required.  He also wants the information already  given to  him  “certified” by the P.I.O./A.P.I.O.
2.
        At the last date of hearing on 31.12.2007, I had observed that proper record should be available at the level of the Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayats rather than sending fresh requisition to collect the said information. 

3.
        The Respondent, Mr. Charanjot Singh, avers that he needs 15 days  time to  collect the information from Ropar and Patiala districts in view of the panchayats election process which he said is  to be set in motion shortly.

- 2 -

4.
        In my order dated 31.12.2007, I had asked that P.I.O. should  personally appear today.  To this, A.P.I.O. says that he is busy with the  panchayats  elections.

5.
        I direct  that the requisite information from the  remaining two districts,  Ropar and Patiala, should be procured within 10 days from today and certified, legible  copies of the same be given to the Complainant with intimation  to the Commission.  I also direct that the information already given to the  Complainant should be countersigned and  certified by P.I.O./A.P.I.O. and a legible certified copy of information on Ferozepur be given to him. The Complainant may visit the office of A.P.I.O. today and get the same done.        
   

The case is adjourned to  24.03.2008  for confirmation.
                        Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 25, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Jeevan Singh,

S/o Sh. Udham Singh,

R/o Village Bhagwanpura,

Block-Nadala,

District Kapurthala.



                                    …….Complainant





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nadala Block,

Kapurthala.
  
    




    
     ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 2189 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Dharampal , BDO, for the Respondent.
----



The Respondent, Mr. Dharampal, BDO, says that there is no resolution in the Proceeding Book of the Panchayat, dated 26.03.2007.  However, there is a resolution of the Panchayat, dated 22.07.2004.  A certified copy of this resolution was shown to me.

2.

I direct the Respondent to send a certified copy of the resolution, dated 22.07.2004, to the Complainant within seven days from today and also inform him in writing that there is no resolution on record of the Panchayat, dated 26.03.2007 in the Proceeding Book of Panchayat.



The case is adjourned for confirmation to 17.03.2008, 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 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

M.S. Toor,

Advocate, First Seat,

Back Side, DC Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.


                                    …….Complainant





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer

Mansa.
  
    




    
     ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1437 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Rakesh Sharma, Section Officer, for the Respondent.
----



The Complainant is not present. However, he has sent a FAX message, FX1408, dated 25.02.2008, addressed to the State Information Commission, wherein, he has stated that he has received the information from the office of District Transport Officer, Mansa, in response to his application dated 02.07.2007.  

2.

The Respondent, Mr. Rakesh Sharma, Section Officer, also confirms that the desired information has been given to the Complainant.


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 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

M.S. Toor,

Advocate, First Seat,

Back Side, DC Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.


                                    …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer

Sangrur.
  
    




    
     ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1438 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Ranbir Singh, Section Officer, for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant is not present.  However, he has sent a FAX message, FX1408, dated 25.02.2008, addressed to the State Information Commission, wherein, he has stated that he would like to “inspect” the information in the instant case.

2.

Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Ranbir Singh, says that on 24.07.2007 Complainant was informed to deposit approximately Rs. 15,000/- and take the information he has sought.  He has, however, again submitted a letter signed by District Transport Officer, Sangrur, dated 22.02.2008, to the effect that Complainant has not deposited Rs. 15,000/- for obtaining information.  This letter is taken on record.  The Complainant has not deposited any money, so far.  Responding to the demand of the Complainant to “inspect” the information, the Respondent says that the Complainant may visit the office of District Transport Officer, Sangrur.

3.

Since, the Respondent had asked the Complainant to deposit the fee and he failed to do so, the Complainant may visit the office of District transport Officer, Sangrur on 10.03.2008 and obtain the necessary information after depositing the requisite fee.  



The case is adjourned for confirmation to 24.03.2008, 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 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

M.S. Toor,

Advocate, First Seat,

Back Side, DC Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.


                                    …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.
  
    




    
     ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1440 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
None for the Complainant.

Mr. K. S. Kahlon, PIO, for the Respondent.

----


The Complainant is not present. However, he has sent a FAX message, FX1408, dated 25.02.2008, addressed to the State Information Commission, wherein, he has stated that he has not received any information in respect of his application dated 11.07.2007 to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  The Respondent, Mr. K. S. Kahlon, states that they have not received any application under Right to Information Act, 2005, from the Complainant.  A copy of the application available on record is handed over to the PIO for necessary action.

2.

He sought two weeks to process the application and give the information to the Complainant.  I direct that the requisite information be sent to the Complainant within 15 days from today. 


The case is adjourned for confirmation to 24.03. 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 25, 2008
shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

M.S. Toor,

Advocate, First Seat,

Back Side, DC Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.


                                    …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.
  
    




    
     ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1439 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Parveen Kumar Singla, Section Officer, for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant is not present.  However, he has sent a FAX message, FX1408, dated 25.02.2008, addressed to the State Information Commission, wherein, he has stated that he has not received any information in the instant case from the District Transport Officer, Bathinda.  On behalf of the Respondent, Mr. Parveen Kumar Singla, Section Officer, has submitted a written reply dated 18.02.2008, sent to the Complainant through ordinary post by District Transport Officer, Bathinda.

2.

I direct the Respondent that a copy of the reply dated 18.02.2008, alongwith the covering letter, again be sent by registered post to the Complainant within seven days from today.  


The case is adjourned for confirmation to 24.03,2008 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 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Jasbir Singh, Clerk,

Computer Section, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.




                  
 
   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Bodies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.    




                 ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 1849 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
Complainant, Mr. Jasbir Singh, in person
Representative, Mr. Chauhan Singh, Sr. Asst., for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant has received the information that he has sought in his application dated 25.07.2007.  The Respondent Mr. Chauhan Singh, Sr. Asst., has produced before me a reminder written by Joint Secretary, Department of Local Government, dated 25.01.2008, to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, requesting that inquiry  against Mr. Jasbir Singh, Clerk, be completed before 25.02.2008, as the case is listed for hearing.

2.

I direct that another reminder be sent to the Commissioner, requesting that the said inquiry be expedited and completed within 15 days from today.  A copy of this order, alongwith a copy of the order of 18.01.2008, be sent by name to the Director, Local Bodies, to ensure that the inquiry is completed within 15 days from today.

3.

I also direct that on the completion of the inquiry, a copy of the same be sent to the Complainant as also to the Commission.  


The case is adjourned for confirmation to 17.03,2008 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 25, 2008

shivani
