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

Er. I.P.S. Bains,

#429, Mota Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1044  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur on behalf of D.R.O-cum-PIO 

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar alongwith Shri Satish Kumar 


Panchayat Officer for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amarajit Singh appearing for respondent-department has submitted an affidavit indicating the information asked for by the complainant.  Copy of the same be sent to the complainant who may confirm if the said affidavit meets his requirement.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Er. I.P.S. Bains,

#429, Mota Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1199  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur on behalf of D.R.O-cum-PIO 

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar alongwith Shri Satish Kumar 


Panchayat Officer for the
respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amarajit Singh appearing for respondent-department has submitted an affidavit indicating the information asked for by the complainant.  Copy of the same be sent to the complainant who may confirm if the said affidavit meets his requirement.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Manjit Singh, 

#2877, Phase-7, Mohali.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Estate Officer, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 727  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Manjit Singh complainant in person.




Shri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (C-1)-cum -APIO for the 


respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri S.K.Goyal, APIO has produced a copy of letter vide which partly Information was supplied to the complainant in May, 2007. According to the complainant, he has not received the information. Copy of the same be provided to him.  It is seen that even four hearings have taken place in this case after May 2007, but at no occasion, it was pointed out that the information has been supplied. A perusal of office copy show that the information purported to have been supplied is not specific and to the point. Even if the information is to be collected from other sections/departments, it is the duty of the PIO to collect and supply the same to the complainant. PIO can issue a notice to the official concerned in the same office or other departments under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for collecting the information to be supplied to the complainant.  Shri S.K. Goyal has been directed to do so within 15 days.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Surjit Singh

Village Sansarpur,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Secondary),

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 872  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Smt. Chanchal Kumari, Head Mistress alongwith Smt. Anita 



Sharma, Clerk , Government High School, Sansarpur on 



behalf of the respondent-department.

Order




Smt. Chanchal Kumari, Headmistress, Government High School, Sansarpur appearing for the respondent-department has sent a copy of the inquiry report to the complainant vide letter dated 2.1.2008.  A copy of the same has also been produced in this Commission.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o Shri Nohria Ram,

7742/5, Desi Mehman Dari, Near Bus Stand,

Patiala.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1195 of 2007

Present: 

Shri Rakesh Kumar complainant in person.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order




Inspite of order dated 7.12.2007, neither information has been supplied nor PIO/APIO of the respondent-department has appeared. Commission takes a serious view of the same.  PIO of the respondent-department is directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing and be present in person on the next date of hearing.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Shri S.S.Jaspal, 

#762, Phase 3-B-1, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Estate Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  729  of 2007

Present:-

Shri S.S. Jaspal complainant in person.




Shri S.K.Goyal,  Divisional Engineer (C-1)-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department. 

ORDER




Complainant states that the asked for information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction.  Case stands disposed of accordingly. 











 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Post Box No.361,

Head Post Office, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 625 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Tejinder Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 




Inspite of repeated time given to the PIO of the respondent-department information has not been provided to the complainant though PIO o/o the respondent-department had promised to do so.  Shri Tejinder Singh complainant who is a Journalist has been coming to attend the hearing regularly.  For non-cooperative attitude on the part of  the respondent-department, the complainant is compensated @ Rs.500/- per hearing from today onward which amount will be paid  to him by the respondent-departrment  PIO will also explain on the next date of hearing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information within the stipulated period.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Lt.Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

c/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extension, 

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  177  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai Complainant has filed Civil Writ Petition No.8125 of 2007 in the Punjab and Haryana High Court at Chandigarh praying for a direction to supply the necessary information and take necessary corrective steps.  Commission does not know the fate of the said writ petition.  Complainant or the PIO  may inform the position  of the  same.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai (Retd.)

c/o Ameliorating India, #205-B,

Model Town, Extension, Ludhiana.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 443  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai Complainant has filed a Civil Writ Petition No.8125 of 2007 in the Punjab and Haryana High Court at Chandigarh requesting it to give directions to supply the necessary information and take necessary corrective steps.  Commission does not know the fate of the same writ petition.  Complainant or PIO will inform the same.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



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

Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar s/o

Dr. Shadi Ram Behl, 12, Guru Amar Dass Nagar,

Near Verka Milk Plant, Amritsar Bye Pass,

Jalandhar City-144008.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 1084  of 2007

Present:-

Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar complainant in person.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




On 7.12.2007, Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-Assistant Public Information Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent-department had stated that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant vide their letter dated 10.9.2007.  Copy of the said letter was not made available before the Commission.

2.


Today Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar, complainant states that even though the aforesaid  letter was received by him but the information which he had asked for vide his letter dated 14.6.2007 sent to this Commission has not been supplied to him.  He further stated that as per letter dated 10.9.2007, various copies are stated to be enclosed which is factually incorrect.  Letter dated 10.9.2007 produced by him (copy retained for Commission’s reference) indicates that  it contains copies of notice issued to Shri Jaspal Singh;  copy of a request to the Police Department for police assistance and copy of a note-sheet prepared by ATP and MTP alongwith orders passed by the then Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  This is a sorry state of affairs.  On the next date of hearing, PIO should produce complete information alongwith the enclosures duly authenticated before the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, Shri Parampal Singh, ATP will explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for attempting to mislead the Commission.

3.

Complainant states that he is not getting the references from the Commission and requested that all letters may be sent to him at his residential address provided by him. His request is acceded to and accordingly all the correspondence be sent at this residence in future.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 22.2.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

January 4, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC

Shri Parampal Singh, ATP o/o the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
