STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Pardip Kapur,

House No. 4065,

Durgapuri, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.



                                
                     …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

Punjab, Local Government, Chandigarh.


                  ……. Respondent

CC No. 1293 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Sham Lal Saini, for the Complainant.

Representative Mr. Manjit Singh & Mr. Ashwani Kumar, for the Respondent.
----



Mr. Sham Lal Saini has appeared on behalf of the Complainant.

2.

The Respondent is not well versed with the facts of the case. Respondent, however, says that the reply to the request for information dated 01.04.2008 was sent to the Complainant on 20.08.2008 and a copy of the same was given to the Complainant just before the hearing today itself.  The Complainant confirms this.

3.

I direct the P.I.O./APIO to be personally present at the next date of hearing on 15.09.2008 with the requisite information, as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



The case is adjourned to 15.09.2008.




Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                        (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                               State Information Commissioner

Dated, August 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o The Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda.

                                
                     …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Rural Development & Panchayat Department,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





                  ……. Respondent

CC No. 1295 of  2008






      ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.

Representative Mr. Janak Singh, Supdtt. with Mr. Jaspal Singh,  

Senior Assistant, for the Respondent.
----



The requisite information was sent to the Complainant on  04.08.2008 a copy of which is taken on record.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant.



The case is accordingly disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, August 25, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harjinder Singh,

Nov. 84 Riots Victims

Welfare Society (Pb.) Regd.,

#1455/1, Phase-XI, 

Mohali.




                                
                  …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Revenue & Rehabilitation & Disaster Management,

Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.




.                ......Respondent.

CC No. 1297 of 2008






    ORDER

Present :
Sh. Harjinder Singh, President, Complainant in person.

Sh. Hari Singh Sodhi,  Supdtt.-cum- APIO, for the Respondent.

----



In response to the request for information dated 23.04.2008, the Respondent says that the requisite information in respect of point 01 is ready and can be made available to the Complainant.  The Complainant and the Respondent have mutually agreed that the former can visit the office of the Respondent on 29.08.2008 at 11.00 a.m. to collect the same.

2.

In respect of point 02, I direct the Respondent to collect the relevant information from all the Deputy Commissioners in the State and send the same to the Complainant within a period of one month from today.



The case is adjourned to 06.10.2008.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, August 25, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balbir Kaur,

W/o Sh. S. M. S. Mahil,

497-L, Model Town,

Jalandhar.

         

                   

                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.






              ……. Respondent

CC No. 1782 of 2007





   ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Sanjeev Bhasin, Clerk, for the Respondent.

----



The requisite information was sent to the Complainant on 02.07.2008, on all the 04 points.  The Complainant in a letter to the Chief Information Commissioner (Diary No. 9899, dated 30.07.2008), says that the information is incomplete and vague in respect of para B and C of the request for information. The representative of the Respondent shows the reply sent to the Complainant which substantially answers the information sought for vide para B and C.  A copy of this response is taken on record  

In view of the above, 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, August 25, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Raj Kumar Gupta,

Ex. M.L.A.,

21 Windsar Park,

Jalandhar.



                                
                     …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar.






                  ……. Respondent

CC No. 1291 of 2008





   ORDER


Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Chaman Lal, Corporation Engineer, for the Respondent.

----

The Respondent says the requisite information was sent first on 10.06.2008 and again on 20.08.2008.  He shows receipt of the information dated 10.06.2008 by the Complainant himself and that of 20.08.2008 by Complainant daughter-in-law.  Nothing contrary has been heard.
In view of the above, 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, August 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Raghav Sharma,

Luxmi Niwas, St. No. 06, 

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.

                                
                          …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.






                  ……. Respondent

AC No. 161 of 2008





   ORDER


Present:
None for the Appellant.

None for the Respondent.

----

The requisite information has been received by the Appellant vide his acknowledgement letter dated 28.07.2008, which is on record in file.  
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, August 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o The Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda.

                                
                     …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General Police (Prisons),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

.





                 

      ……. Respondent

CC No. 1296 of 2008





   ORDER


Present:
None for the Complainant.

APIO, Mr. D.K. Sidhu, in person.
----

The representative of the Respondent says that a letter was sent by the Chief Public Information Officer-cum-DGP, Prisons, Punjab to the Complainant on 27.03.2008, in response to his request for information dated 29.02.2008, wherein, the Complainant was informed that he could collect the information from the Information Officers, appointed in different jails. 

2.

The PIO is directed to give suitable response on all the 07 points in the light of the letter and spirit of the RTI Act, 2005, within 15 working days from today with compliance report to the Commission.
The case is adjourned to 15.09.2008. 



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, August 25, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Joginder Singh,

House No. 1323, Sector 34-Cm

Chandigarh.



                                
                     …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.

.





                 

      ……. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of 2007





   ORDER


Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mr. Sukhjinder Singh, Advocate, for the Respondent.
----


In the hearing on 21.07.2008, I had directed Secretary (by name) Rural Development and Panchayats to confirm if BDPO-the Respondent PIO has deposited the penalty amount of Rs. 10,000/- or not.  If amount of penalty is not deposited by Respondent by 07.08.2008, Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayats was to cause the amount of penalty to be deducted from the pay of the Respondent and deposit it in the treasury under relevant head and send the intimation to the Commission before the next date of hearing, i.e. today, 25.08.2008.
2.

Nothing has been heard in this regard.  Meanwhile, BDPO’s advocate filed an Affidavit dated 14.07.2008 which was received in the Commission on 01.08.2008, diary no. 10017. Through this Affidavit  he prayed  that my order dated 26.06.2008 be “recalled” and case heard afresh. 

3.

I passed the following order on 18.08.2008, when the file was put up to me “Be filed as there is no provision in the RTI Act, 2005, for review of the order passed on merits after hearing the parties”.

4.

Today, Respondent’s representative, Mr. Sukhjinder Singh has appeared.  He is informed of the order passed by me on 18.08.2008.
…2
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5.

Since there is no confirmation from either the Respondent BDPO-PIO or the Secretary if order dated 26.06.2008, has been complied with, another opportunity is given and I direct the Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayats to confirm within 15 working days from today if penalty of Rs. 10,000 imposed on BDPO, Chamkaur Sahib has been realized or not.



The case is adjourned to 15.09.2008 for confirmation.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, August 25, 2008
cc:
Secretary, Government of Punjab,


Rural Development & Panchayats,  


Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Nitin Partap Singh,

Bank Colony Residents Association Patiala,

9 Bank Colony, Patiala 
                                
                               …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ministry of Local Bodies, 

Government of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.



                 ……. Respondent

CC No. 1299 of  2008






     ORDER
Present :
None for the  Complainant.

Representative Mr. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. & Mr. Ashwani Kumar, 

for the Respondent.
----



The Complainant has made the instant request for information on 14 points to the Respondent PIO: Ministry of Local Bodies, Punjab, on 06.06.2008, under Section 7 (1) RTI Act, 2005.

2. Not getting any reply, he has preferred the present complaint to the  Punjab State Information Commission, under Section 18  on  11.06.2008.
3.

A perusal of all 14 points in the request for information reveals the following facts:

4.

Atleast 05 points (1, 2, 8, 10 and 11) are in the nature of ‘why’ only in regard to an under construction building on a certain road in a residential area at Patiala. All  these points of information pertain to the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

5.

Of the remaining 09 points (3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 12, 13 and 14) some points are in the realm of ‘information’ as defined in Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act.

6.

On the face of it, the present case, CC1299/2008 is a fresh complaint; which, infact, it is not.  It has its roots in a similar/identical case, AC-111/2008, which too has been filed by the same Complainant, and is already listed before my bench.

7.

In AC-111/2008, the Complainant has sought information on 07 points (a-g) vide his RTI application of 27.12.2007 submitted to Respondent PIO, the Municipal 
…2
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Corporation, Patiala.  The request for information ostensibly pertains to some under construction building on a certain road in a residential area at Patiala.

8.

In AC-111/2008, beginning 31.03.2008, there have been 06 hearings and the next is scheduled for 08.09.2008.  Also, the Complainant has filed a CWP in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

9.

On examination of the case files of CC-1299/2008 and AC-111/2008, it is revealed that certain documents appended with the respective requests for information, dated 06.06.2008 and 27.12.2007, are the same and related to the subject already mentioned in para 04 supra.  If the request for information in two RTI applications differs, it is only marginal.
10.

Thus, given the similar/identical nature of the two cases, CC-1299/2008 and AC-111/2008, it is directed that the same be clubbed together and taken up together at the next date of hearing i.e. 08.09.2008, when AC-111/2008 is to come up for hearing.

11.

At today’s hearing, while there is no appearance of the Complainant, a representative of the Respondent submits a copy of the reply sent to the Complainant, it is dated 22.08.2008.  It is in response to Complainant’s application  dated 06.06.2008.

12.

The Respondent has informed the Complainant in the letter of 22.08.208 that a part of request for information was apportioned to the Municipal Corporation, Patiala, and information would be supplied on receipt of the same from Patiala.
13.

The Respondent has also appended a letter received from the Chief Vigilance Officer, which says that same comments/report have been sought from Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  These pertain to point no. 6 and 7 of the request for information.  And only on receipt of the same appropriate reply will be given.

14.

The vigilance letter also states that action, if any, against guilty officials/employees, if any, could be initiated only on receipt of response from Patiala.

15

In view of the above facts, I direct that the two cases [CC-1299/2008 and AC-111/2008] be clubbed and taken up together at the next date of hearing on 08.09.2008 in Court No. 02, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner.

Dated, August 25, 2008.

