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.




Shri  Kashmir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

  ORDER




Appellant states that all information except house plans which were sanctioned after November, 2001 when Court had granted a stay against sanction of plans has been supplied.  Details should be provided indicating owner, plot number and date on which the alleged plan was approved.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2007.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




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

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Shri Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Thales (Sangrur).






…..Respondent.

CC No.816  of 2006

Present: 
Shri  Tarsem Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harminder Singh Principal for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the orders dated 1.6.2007, District Education Officer (S.E.), Sangrur was asked to look into the complaint of the complainant and supply the correct information.  From the perusal of the record, it indicates that District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur has merely forwarded the order of the Commission to respondent-department for doing the needful instead of taking action as was directed.  Shri Harminder Singh, as usual, is not clear about the documents being maintained and supplied to the complainant.  This is a fit case where fine should be imposed not only on Shri Harminder Singh but also on District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur for taking Commission’s order lightly.  Last opportunity is being given to supply the required information/documents within 15 days as requested by the complainant vide his application dated 12.3.2007 and explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  On the next date of hearing District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur should be personally present to explain the position.

2.

Since this case is dragging on, besides Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Thales (Sangrur), District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur and Public Information Officer, Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh should also be present to answer these queries. 

3.

Case is adjourned to 30.7.2007.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




CC


1.
The Public Information Officer o/o the Director Public Instructions, Punjab 


(SE), Sector 17, Chandigarh.


2.
The District Education Officer (S.E.), Sangrur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manmohan Singh Bakshi, 

#64, Sector 70,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (SAS Nagar).________________ Respondent

CC No. 572  of 2007

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Ashok Kumar, Sr. Assistant-cum- APIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER




Asked for information stands supplied.   In this complainant he has sought for some additional clarifications.  This cannot be treated as supplementary.  As such CC-572/2007 is disposed of.

2.


Application dated 5.7.2007 received from the complainant may be treated as fresh case and be taken as such.



              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




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

Shri Ajay Kumar s/o Shri Raj Kumar, 

Near Bus Stand, Teacher Colony, Mour Mandi

Distt. Bathinda.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Council, Mour Mandi

District Bathinda.







________________ Respondent

CC No.   585 of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Harmel Singh, Junior Assistant for the respondent-



department.

ORDER




It is reported that the information has been supplied.  Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007 for confirmation.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




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

Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta (Advocate)

Opp. Guru Nanak Library, Kapurthala. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Kapurthala.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 581   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Suraj Kumar, Executive Officer -cum-PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Case was fixed for confirmation today.  Nothing contrary was heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




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

Shri Parful Chand Thakur s/o Shri Dinkar Chand Thakur,

r/o 2-A, Ratna Giri Avenue, Albert Road,

Amritsar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  580  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Parful Chand complainant in person.



Shri Parkash Singh, Superintendent-cum- APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is specific and should be supplied  to him  in the proforma in which he has asked for.  Complainant wants to know what action has been taken on his complainant dated 10.3.2005 including copies of note-sheets on which the above said complaint was dealt.  Shri Parkash Singh, APIO appearing for the respondent-department has promised to hand over the same within 15 days.

2.

Case is adjourned to 3.8.2007.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




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 for the Appellant.



Shri Kashmir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

Appellant Smt. Ramneek Kaur is wife of Shri Hardeep Singh and not sister as was stated by the representative appearing for the respondent-department on the last date of hearing.

2.

Appellant wanted demarcation of her property reported to be 472 sq. yards.  According to the representative appearing for the appellant that an affidavit was submitted by the respondent-department in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court that plot in question is more than 472 Sq. Yards by an area of 6.98 Sq. Yards.  For demarcation, Revenue authorities were approached, it is reported by the respondent-department that no plot stands in the name of the appellant, hence, the demarcation cannot be done.  Shri Kashmir Singh appearing for the respondent-department has admitted that in the year 1995, demarcation was done on the orders of the then Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar by the Revenue and Town Planning authorities.  Shri Hardeep Singh says that neither he nor his wife has sold out the plot in question.  Shri Hardeep Singh’s sister Smt. Manjit Kaur has sold a plot whereas the plots of Shri Hardeep Singh and his wife Smt. Ramneek Kaur are still there.  This only indicates that there is some confusion about the plot in question.  To sort out the matter the Public Information Officer of the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar and Divisional Town Planner, Amritsar should be present on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2007. 

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




CC

1.
The Public Information Officer 


o/o  the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

2.
The Public Information Officer \


o/o The Divisional Town Planner, Amritsar

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

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 330 of 2007

Present:
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



This is a serious case in which Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer is supposed to have maintained the record.   Even after his transfer he has not handed over the same.  There are few other cases, where the name of Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu cropped up with similar allegations.  The Director, Local Government Department, Punjab, Chandigarh being the appropriate authority is directed to ensure that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer should hand over the record relating to his posting in the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  

2.

Last chance is being given to decide why action under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for withholding the record.  As far as enquiry report is concerned, the same has been handed over to the complainant as asked for by him.  Record produced before the Commission shows that a show cause notice has also been issued to Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu for giving reply within 10 days.  Some other cases filed by the complainant are fixed for 16.7.2007.  

3.

Since Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh has been imp-leaded as party, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government and his office need not come for attending hearings in future in this case.

4.

A copy of show cause notice issued to Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer, Municipal Council, Khanauri is handed over to the complainant.

5.

This case is also fixed for 16.7.2007 for taking final decision. 

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




CC


The Public Information Officer o/o the Director, Local Government, 


Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 331  of 2007

Present:
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



This case is clubbed with CC-330/2007, so this case should also come up for hearing on 16.7.2007.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 6, 2007




