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

Shri Madho Ram, Mohalla Asslamabad,

Near Janj Ghar, Hoshiarpur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  137    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Madho Ram complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Tilak Raj Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO alongwith 



Shri Randhir Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-



department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order of the Commission dated 13.6.2008, the plan/map of Aslamabad Area  asked for by the complainant  has been handed over to him.  In the said map/plan  there  seems to be some encroachment.  But it is not within the purview of this Commission to issue any direction to the authorities about that encroachment.  The Commission is to ensure only that the public gets the information asked for.  The Plan/map in question has been provided to the appellant who may, if so desired, approach an  appropriate authority for redressal of his grievances.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Matharu,

C-15, Pande Sadan, Mohili, Vill. Pipe Line Saki Naka,

Mumbai-72, Maharashtra.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Banga, Distt. Nawanshahar.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  826    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Joginder Singh, Panchayat Officer, Banga on behalf of 



the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Shri Bhupinder Singh

Village Landha, P.O. Buani, Tehsil and Police Station Payal,

District  Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Doraha.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  810    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Kuldeep Singh complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Kamal Bharati, VDP-cum-Information Officer, 




Panchayat Secretary Landha, Block Doraha  alongwith Shri 



Sukhjinder Singh Advocate on behalf of the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta, Opp. 

Guru Nanak Library, Kapurthala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Kapurthala.





________________ Respondent

AC No.  195   of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 18.8.2008

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Jaswinder Singh, V.P.O. Laton Kalan,

District Ludhiana.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  804    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary o/o the Block 



Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1 for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER




Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Tejwant Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

 r/o VPO Bhasaur, Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.   696   of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Tejwant Singh complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Baljit Singh Sohi, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 



Malerkotla (I) and Smt. Darshan Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



In his complainant, the complainant - Shri Tejwant Singh has leveled serious allegations of misappropriation of funds against the Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat, Bhasaur.  Shri Baljit Singh Sohi, BDPO, Malerkotla-1 appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that no action or inquiry can be initiated against the said Sarpanch  since his tenure is over by now  and  he is  no longer holding  that office.   The plea taken by Shri Sohi is not tenable.  Initiation of  Inquiry against the Sarpach concerned  may not be possible for the works done by him for the Panchayat during his tenure but he cannot be absolved of  the disciplinary action for   misappropriation of the  funds  irrespective of the fact whether he is  holding the office or not. In fact it has been held by various courts including the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India that if a public servant commits an offence like misappropriation of funds or is found to  be in  possession of disproportionate assets during the tenure of his service,  an inquiry or prosecution can be made  against him  and there is no bar in conducting  inquiry against him/her irrespective of the fact whether he/she is in service or not  The established law is that an allegation of misappropriation does not seize to exist even if the tenure of a public servant is over.  A crime, which has been committed continue to be a crime irrespective even if a person holding the Government post or not.  

2

The other allegation of the complainant is about the land purchased by M/s K.R.B.L. It has been alleged that the paths/ways going to the fields of farmers besides the Shamlat Land have been encroached upon by the Company.  Shri Sohi, BDPO states that a notice had been served to the Company and that the Company is  willing to deposit the price of Shamlat land at the Collector rates.  The stand taken by the BDPO is nothing but an action which tantamount to contempt of court.  It is also contrary to the directions issued by the Punjab & Haryana High Court.  It is  seen that the inquiry was entrusted in January, 2008 and five months have  elapsed but no inquiry was initiated  against him even till his tenure of Sarpanch was over.  Shri Sohi further pleaded that once  tenure of the Sarpanch was over, the charges leveled against him were over.  The BDPO is directed to conduct full inquiry in this behalf  within 3 weeks and report the matter on 18.8.2008

3.

Be listed on 18.8.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pritam Singh, Vill, Khanewal,

Tehsil Patran, District Patiala.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Khanewal, Block Patran,

District Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  401    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of both the parties.  Case is adjourned to 18.8.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

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

Shri Bhajan Singh, Vill. Khun Khun Sharki,

P.O. Pandher, Tehsil Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dasuya (Hoshiarpur)



________________ Respondent

CC No.  463     of 2008
Present:-

(i) 
Shri Bhajan Singh complainant in person.




(ii) 
Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, Junior Engineer for the 





respondent-department.

ORDER




The respondent-department has submitted before the Commission  the income and expenditure statement since 2000.  A copy of the same has been provided to the complainant who may go through the same and report as to whether he is satisfied with the same or not. 

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.8.2008.




(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

July 11, 2008.

