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

Shri Lashker Singh, All India Human Rights Watch (Regd.)

c/o Zimidara Property Advisors, Opp. Anand Palace, Bhoglan Road,

Rajpura Town, Distt. Patiala.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rajpura.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 1275  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Lashker Singh complainant in person.




Shri Ashwani Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Jalaur Singh, 



Municipal Engineer for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Information on all the three points asked for by the complainant is stated to have been provided. However, the complainant states that a copy supplied about information at Sr.No.2 is not legible.  Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has promised that a legible copy of the same will be supplied in due course to which the complainant has agreed.  Third point is about duties of the Executive Officer and Municipal Engineer of the respondent-department.  Short reply to this point has been given but the complainant wants detailed information.  It was explained to him that any matter relating to Municipal Council, Rajpura could be addressed to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind who will sorting out the same.  As provided under Section 4(1)(b)(ii) information regarding  power, functions and other details has to be loaded on the web-site which has not been done so-far.  In this regard Commission has already written to the Punjab Government for issuing necessary directions to ensure that all public authorities in Punjab do the needful as envisaged in the Act. Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer will convey to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura that they should be load  on website about the powers, functions and other details as required under Right to Information Act, 2005.  Shri Jalaur Singh, M.E. further submits that they are trying to computerize all record of the Municipal Council, Rajpura and  new computers are being proposed to be bought for this purpose.

2.

The Municipal Council, Rajpura has supplied the information in this case.  As regards providing of information on web site, the respondent-department is directed to put up the details as stated above on the web as required under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

In view of the above, stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Sh. Sohan Singh Sanghera,

Advocate, Ashok Vihar Backside,

Onkar Cinema Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Nakodar (Jalandhar)



________________ Respondent

AC No. 229  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Mr. Mohan Lal Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of the 




Respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Mr. Mohan Lal appearing for the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied. None is present on behalf of the complainant. In view of the statement made by Shri Mohan Lal, case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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,

R/o N.C. 324, Adda Hoshiarpur, Jalndhar. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 1084  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO on 



behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner appearing for the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant vide their office letter dated 10.9.2007.  None is present on behalf of the complainant. The case stands adjourned to 4.1.2007 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri Dharam Singh Sohi,

N.K. 241, Charanjit Pura, Jalandhar.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1180  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri J.P. Panesar, Sub Divisional Officer-cum-APIO on 



behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri J.P.Panesar appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that he has brought the information, which is being sent to the complainant by registered post.  Case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri Gurdas Mal s/o Sh. Sadhu Ram, 

Vill. Raji, Block Narot, Jamel Singh,

Tehsil-Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Narot Jemal Singh, Distt. Gurdaspur. 

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1183  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Wazir Chand, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 


Narot Jemal Singh.

ORDER:-



Original application being in the name of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur, the complainant was directed to deposit the money in the name of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Narot Jemal Singh.  Inspite of the same, all copies have been prepared and sent to the complainant charging a fee of Rs.590/-.  There is a bank draft No.5885 drawn on Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank for Rs.300/- addressed to the respondent-department.  This bank draft may be returned to the complainant for making payment direct to the respondent-department.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

DA: As above.

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

Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, 159, 

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar (City) _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.
                                 

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1191  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri J.P. Panesar, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the 



respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Similar complaint is  being dealt by the bench of  Chief Information Commissioner in  CC-1381/2007. Thus, it  will not be appropriate to pass separate order in this case. 

2.


 The registry of the Commission should ensure that  complaints of one complainant  be sent to one Commissioner in order to avoid duplication in the  orders being passed.  The instant file be transferred to the Registry for taking appropriate action in this case by the Chief Information Commission while dealing with CC-1381/2007.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o Shri Nauhria 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:-




Shri Rakesh Kumar states that the information asked for by him has not been supplied to him.  PIO o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala should do the needful within three weeks from today.  Case stands adjourned to 4.1.2007 when PIO/APIO o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala should be present personally.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar s/o Shri Babu Ram,

#286, W.No.14, Brahman Majra, Sirhind. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1197  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Mahesh Kumar complainant in person.




Shri Amrik Singh, Junior Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 



the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




One Shri Bachna Ram had purchased a plot from the respondent-department, which he further sold to the complainant-Shri Mahesh Kumar.  Respondent-department sent   details of the transaction to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Bodies for approval.  Principal Secretary Local Bodies instead of giving his approval, rejected the proposed sale made by the respondent-department and further directed them to return the amount to the buyer taken from him.  Thus, the appropriate authority for obtaining the information i.e. reason for not approval, is the Principal Secretary Local Bodies and not the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  Complainant may file, if he wants a revised petition for obtaining such details from the above authority which will be dealt with on merit by that office.  As far as the present case is concerned, it is to be treated as disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri G.C.Swadeshi,

Sirhind Consumers Protection Forum, 

Mohalla Madian, Sirhind City (Fatehgarh Sahib)

--------Complainant






Vs. 

The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____   Respondent




      CC No. 1445    of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent states that information asked for by the complainant is supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the complainant. Accordingly, case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

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

Shri G.C.Swadeshi,

Sirhind Consumers Protection Forum, 

Mohalla Madian, Sirhind City (Fatehgarh Sahib)

--------Complainant






Vs. 

The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Chandigarh.







____   Respondent




      CC No. 1447    of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent states that information asked for by the complainant is supplied to him. Accordingly, case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

December 7, 2007.

