STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Hardeep Singh

s/o Shri Ishar Singh

c/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majitha Mandi, Amritsar.





…Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar




…..Respondent.

AC No. 97 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Hardeep Singh appellant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Neither PIO of the department nor his representative is present.  It appears that the respondent department is adopting delaying tactics instead of supplying the information.  Information sought by the complainant is specific and could have been supplied on the basis of record available with the respondent-department.  Shri V.K. Sandhir, Advocate appearing for the respondent-department had made a commitment on 7.9.2007 that the information will be supplied  to the complainant in due course but the same is yet to be supplied to him.  

2.

Shri P.S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner of the respondent-department who is reported to be the PIO should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the requisite information to the complainant within the stipulated period.

3.

Shri V.K. Sandhir, Advocate appeared late and stated that he had brought the information asked for by the Appellant.  He was directed to send the same to the Appellant by registered post.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 24.12.2007.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


CC:-

Shri P.S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Ramneek Kaur d/o Shri Ram Singh,

2851/9-17, Opp. Galli Peer Wali,

Andooran Gate Hakeeman, Amritsar.
 _________________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

AC No. 152 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Hardeep Singh on behalf of appellant.



Shri  Balwinder Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the District 



Town Planner, Amritsar.  

ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh, Junior Engineer o/o the District Town Planner, Amritsar who appeared for the respondent-department initially made a categorical statement that he is to appear only in AC-152/2007 and not in AC-97/2007. However, during hearing of this case, he pleaded that this matter may be linked up with AC-97/2007.   It appears that he has no direction from his office to appear in AC-97/2007 and thus his request for marking his presence in AC-97/2007 is rejected. 

2.

As far as AC-152/2007 is concerned, Shri Balwinder Singh pleads that their department has nothing to do with the case whereas earlier Shri Jagmohan Singh, Asstt. Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO appearing on behalf of the District Town Planner, Amritsar had indicated that they are concerned about it.

3.

In this case, on 19.10.2007, specific orders were given to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar to intimate the correct position after conducting inquiry. However, no report has been received despite a long adjournment of the case.  Last chance is being given to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar to report about the action taken on the orders of this Commission dated 19.10.2007.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 24.12.2007.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


CC:-



The Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  643  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Copy of the report has been provided to the complainant, who can go through the same and report if it meets his requirement.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  644  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Shri Harinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department pleads that the  dealing hand namely Shri R.L.Berry, Superintendent of 256 Scheme (Rishi Nagar) has been requested by  the PIO under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to provide the information  but no information has been provided  by him.  A notice be issued to Shri R.L.Berry to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to provide information in question.  As far as the final out come of the F.I.R. is concerned, it will be known from the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.  A notice may also be issued to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana to explain the final outcome/present status of FIR No.13 dated 8.1.1993 of Division No.5, Ludhiana.  On the next date of hearing, besides Shri Berry, Superintendent, PIO from the office the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana should also appear to explain the position.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.

3.

It has also been noticed that whenever any communication is sent to the Superintendent he refuses to accept the same.  It will be the responsibility of PIO of the respondent-department to ensure that copy of the order of the Commission is handed over to him in the presence of a witness.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


CC:-

1.
PIO office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana 

2.
Shri R.L.Berry, Superintendent of 256 Scheme (Rishi Nagar), 
Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  649  of 2007

Present:-

Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO states that he had  issued a notice to Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent who is dealing with the Kitchlu Nagar Scheme, under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (copy to be supplied to the Commission by Shri Harinder Singh, PIO) to make available the relevant file  but he is not doing so because of which he is unable to supply the information to the complainant.  Taking a serious note of this, Commission directs Shri Pritam Singh to supply the information in question to Shri Harinder Singh, PIO so that he can supply the same to the complainant.  Shri Pritam Singh should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for obstructing in supply of the information under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


CC

Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdish Singh M/s Gentle Cloth House,

336/100, Block-J, B.R.S.Nagar, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 690 of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




This case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Accordingly, this case stands disposed of.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri G.S. Bal,

VPO Muchhal, Block Trishka,

District Amritsar-143111.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.






____   Respondent

  


      CC No.  752   of 2006

Present:-
Shri G.S. Bal complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Obviously, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer has been misguiding the complainant and other authorities.  Earlier it was stated that demarcation was done in 2005 on the orders of the then the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar but now the District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar has stated that no demarcation was done.  As far as information on that point is concerned, it stands supplied to the complainant but the Information on the remaining two points i.e. embezzlement and encroachment of Panchayat Land/Fund is yet to be supplied.  In view of uncooperative attitude on the part of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Development and Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, the Department of Revenue may take appropriate action in the matter of Panchayat land/fund. Similarly, the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue will also intimate the complainant about action taken on the report dated 8.6.2005 of Patwari.   This was not the original request of the complainant but this point was raised on the request of APIO to clearly identify the point on which the information is required.  FCR/FCD will intimate the result of their inquiry within two months from today.

2.

One point, which was originally raised about the final order passed on the inquiry report against Shri Harjinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, it is not clear if any order has been passed.  The Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Amritsar will inform about the same to the complainant as well as to the Financial Commissioner (Development)  while forwarding his report will also indicate the order passed by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) on the inquiry report of Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

3.

Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.

1. Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Development, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. The Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 
3. The Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Amritsar 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bishan Singh, House No.1014.

Phase 7, Mohali (SAS Nagar) 

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  766 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Bishan Singh complainant in person.




Shri Ravinder Singh, BDPO, Majri for the respondent-




department.

ORDER



Asked for information has been supplied to the complainant, as such case stands disposed of.



     

  


     ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner


December 3, 2007.


