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 Singh, 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 on 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.




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Maj.  (Retd) M.S. Basota, 

# 3253, Sector 71,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

  




              …..Appellant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

                
                   


... Respondent

AC No. 19 of 2008





 ORDER
Present :   Maj. (Retd.) M. S. Basota, Complainant, in person.

Representatives, Mr. Iqbal Singh, Law Officer and  Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.E.O., on behalf of the Respondent.



----


       On behalf of the  Respondent, Law Officer, Mr. Iqbal Singh, states that since  the GMADA  has come into  being very recently, still some papers  are with PUDA.  He seeks one month’s time to provide the requisite information.  
2.
       The application under the Right to Information Act was sent by the Complainant on 22.10.2007 and there has already been inordinate delay in supplying the information  within the stipulated period of 30 days, as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.              There are  6 (six)  points on which the information has been sought. I direct  the Respondent to give the information, point-wise, on all the points. The photocopies  demanded should be legible and  certified.
The case is adjourned to 11.04.2008  for confirmation.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 29, 2008.

Saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Maj. (Retd) M.S. Basota, 

#  3253, Sector 71,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

  




              …..Appellant


Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

                
                   


... Respondent

AC No. 20 of 2008
   


    ORDER
Present :   Maj. (Retd.) M. S. Basota, Complainant, in person.

Representatives, Mr. Iqbal Singh, Law Officer and  Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.E.O., on behalf of the Respondent.




-----


       The  Respondent has handed over information on all the 4-points to the Complainant in my presence today, in response to  latter’s application  under Right to Information Act, dated 16.10.2007.

2.
       The Complainant can go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing and send the same to the P.I.O., GMADA, for re-dressal.

       The case will come up for confirmation on 11.04.2008.
        Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 29, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

R.K. Saini (President),

New Generation Residents’ Welfare Society (Regd),

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartment,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.



                     …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Juneja Building, Chandigarh.



                
                       ... Respondent

CC No. 98 of 2008



    ORDER
Presence  :
Mr. R.K. Saini, Complainant, in person.



Mr. Harmail Singh, Supdtt.-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.






----



The Respondent’s Representative Mr. Harmail Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  has submitted in writing that he needs 15 days’ time to collect the requisite information.

2.
          I direct that the requisite information on all the 4-points mentioned in the application dated 12.9.2007 should be provided to the Complainant before 19.03.2008.  Photocopies of the information demanded should be legible and  certified.
                      The case will come up for confirmation  on 19.03.2008 (Wednesday)  at 11.00 a.m., in Room No. 7, Floor  3rd, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh.

       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 29, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Kehar Singh,

Village Gaddiwal, BPO Thana,

P.O.- Nurpur Bedi,

District- Ropar, Punjab.




      




            

         …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.


                
                        
... Respondent

CC No. 40 of 2008






  ORDER
Present  :   Mr. Kehar Singh, Complainant, in person.


        Representative, Mr Kabul Singh, S.E.P.O., for the Respondent.





     ----


         This is an interesting case where the Complainant was informed by the Respondent vide his letter No.2777, dated 24.10.2007 that the requisite information demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated  15.10.2007, is ready and the same can be had by depositing the requisite fee of Rs.5000/- since the number of pages demanded is 2500.  
2.
        The letter inter alia  further says  that to collect  the information  money be deposited with the Panchayat Samiti, Nurpur Bedi before 31.10.2007.   Here, the Complainant avers that he visited the office of the B.D.P.O., Nurpur Bedi but every time he had to return empty handed  on the pretext that the complete information was not yet ready.

3.
        The Complainant is handed over part of the information in my presence today.  The information  runs into  56 pages, whereas,  B.D.P.O.’s letter of 24.10.2007  claims  that the information runs into 2500 pages.  
2.
       The Respondent says that he is  new to this entire case. He, however, offers to hand over  remaining information, if any,  to the Complainant in his office on Wednesday, March 05,2008 at 10.00 a.m. The Complainant may visit the office to collect the information on 05.03.2008.



        The case is adjourned to 19.03.2008, (Wednesday)  at 11.00 a.m., in Room No. 7, Floor  3rd, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh, for confirmation.


       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 29, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bishan Singh,

# 1014,  Phase-7, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali.





                     …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO-cum-APIO, 

Mohali.





                
                       ... Respondent

CC No. 81 of 2008

                                                     ORDER
Present :    Mr. Bishan Singh,  Complainant,  in person.


        Representative, Mr. Sukhdev Singh,Reader, for the Respondent.





   ----

                   The Complainant has  received information on point No.1  but he has not received information on point No.2 , i..e.


‘Photo copy of Report  No. 560, dated 17.8.2000 by competent   


Revenue authorities duly endorsed against subject  land in 1999-


2000 and is still operative on 9.1.08 date.’
2.

The Respondent, Mr. Sukhdev Singh, Reader, has shown me a letter written by D.D.P.O., S.A.S. Nagar, to the Complainant No.1919, dated 11.12.2007, which is duly received by the Complainant. 

3.
          The Complainant says that this information pertains to CC-445-2007 which is being heard by S.I.C., Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj.  

4.
           The Respondent says that the information sought in CC-445-2007 is the same as in the instant case CC-81-2008.   



In view  of this, I direct the Deputy Registrar to club this case  with   CC-445-2007 and put up  this case to  the C.I.C. for appropriate orders.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



             State Information Commissioner.
Dated, February 29, 2008.

saini
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Pritam Kaur,

W/o Sh. Dharam Singh,

Village Sangla, Tehsil Sardulgarh,

District-Mansa.










                

         …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sardulgarh, Mansa.




                
           ... Respondent

CC No. 49 of 2008
 ORDERS
Present:       None for the Complainant.
None for the Respondent.
----


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present.  The case is adjourned to 31.03.2008, in the interest of justice, 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 29, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Baldev Raj,

S/o Sh. Jaggu Ram,

Village & P.O- Birampur,

Tehsil Garshankar,

District Hoshiarpur.

  




         …..Complainant


Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Garshankar.


                
                   


... Respondent

CC No. 10 of 2008
 ORDERS
Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Ram Kumar, Accountant, for the Respondent.
----



Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Ram Kumar, Accountant, has submitted a writing dated 28.02.2008, which inter alia states that the information required by the Complainant, vide his application dated 03.11.2007, was sent to him vide letter No. 087, dated 12.02.2008.



The case is adjourned to 28.03.2008, for confirmation, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, 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 29, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate, 

Ward-04/80, Railway Road, 

Doraha-141421.




                     …..Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Urban Local Bodies,

Ludhiana.
            

                
                       ... Respondent
CC No. 122 of 2008

ORDERS

Present:       
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Surjit Singh, Supdt./APIO, Urban Local Bodies, Ludhiana and Mr. Rajeev Kumar, AME, Municipal Council, Doraha, for the Respondent.

----


Mr. Rajeev Kumar, AME, Municipal Council, Doraha, says that a reply was sent to the Complainant on 07.12.2007. The same was received by Complainant on 17.12.2007.  

2.

Mr. Surjit Singh, Supdt., says, that an inquiry has been marked to Municipal Engineer, Khanna, to determine the original and the present width of the road in question and determine encroachments, if any.    He further says that inquiry is likely to be completed within a month or so.  

3.

The Complainant in his application under the Right to Information Act, dated 29.11.2007, says that he has received two conflicting versions from Municipal Council, Doraha.  In one, road width has been shown as 28.52 feet in 2004 and in the second letter of Council, the road width shown as 20.16 feet, in August, 2007.  He wants to know where 8.36 feet width have disappeared.  

4.

The Respondent says that this is precisely what the inquiry is to determine.

5.

Since, the relevant information has been sent to the Complainant, I 
..2

-2-

direct that a copy of the order instituting the inquiry being conducted by Municipal Council, Khanna, be sent to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission, before 11.04.2008.  



The case is adjourned to 11.04.2008, for confirmation, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, 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 29, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dilbagh Rai,

Village Khunda, Block Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.





                     …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.


                
                                   ... Respondent

CC No. 88 of 2008
ORDERS
Present:       Complainant, Mr. Dilbagh Rai, in person
Representative, Mr. Sukhdev Singh, BDPO, for the Respondent.
----



The Complainant has been provided all the information on nine points which he has raised in his application, from the period 2003 till 31.10.2007.  However, he says that there are certain deficiencies.  The BDPO, Mr. Sukhdev Singh, says that he is willing to show the available record to the Complainant in his office and he will give certified copies of the information that he so desires.  He further says that the Complainant can visit his office on 04.03.2008, Tuesday, at 11.00 am.

2.

The Complainant may visit the office of BDPO on 04.03.2008 and obtain the desired information. 



The case is adjourned to 14.03.2008, for confirmation, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, 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 29, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gurdeep Kumar,

S/o Sohan Lal,

W.No.-1, Near Adarsh Model School,

Sardulgarh, District Mansa.




                     …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (S), Punjab,

Chandigarh.
            


                
                       ... Respondent

CC No. 123 of 2008
ORDERS

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Ram Swaroop, Junior Asst., for the Respondent.
----


The Respondent, Mr. Ram Swaroop, Jr. Asst., says that the requisite information is ready.  It runs into 13 pages and will be sent by registered post to the Complainant within one week.

2.

I direct the Respondent to send the information on all the seven points to the Complainant within seven days from today under intimation to the Commission. 



The case is adjourned to 19.03.2008 for confirmation.  The hearing will take place in Room No. 07, SCO No. 84-85 (3rd Floor), Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 11.00 am.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 29, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Renu Bala,

R/o Village-Bias Lahri,

Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.





                     …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.            


                
                       ... Respondent

CC No. 2190 of 2008
ORDERS

Present:       None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Sohan Lal, Clerk, for the Respondent.
----


The Complainant is not present.  However, Munshi of the Advocates, Mr. Rupinder Pal Singh and Mrs. Nayya Gill has appeared.  He seeks another date.  Appearance of Munshi is not acceptable.

2.

The Respondent has deputed a clerk, Sohan Lal to appear on his behalf.  He is not conversant with the facts of the case.

3.

The case is adjourned to 28.03.2008, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector- 17- C, Chandigarh at 1400 hrs.  In the meantime, I direct the CDPO, Pathankot to send complete information on all six points to the Complainant.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, February 29, 2008

