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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  660 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




The complainant is also PIO of the PUDA.  He has been provided with the information asked for. However, the Commission is of the view that It does not speak well of the PUDA authorities that their PIO himself should come before this Commission for seeking the information. This indicates that there is some flaw in the working of PUDA, which needs to be rectified.  A copy of this order be sent to the Chief Administrator, PUDA, Mohali and also to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh who may like to take necessary steps in rectifying the flaws in the PUDA
2.
 
Case stands disposed of with the above observations.






  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007
1.
The Chief Administrator, PUDA, Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jasbir Singh, #2010, C-Block,

Ranjeet Avenjue, Amritsar.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 959  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.


Order



 Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information is ready to be supplied to the complainant alongwith duly authenticated/attested copies. The complainant, however, contended that since he has appeared before this Commission thrice, he should be compensated for the delay in supplying him the information by the respondent-department.  A perusal of the record shows that first hearing of this case was held in August, 2007.   Though the time limit of 30 days expired, but it does not warrants imposition of any fine or compensation.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007

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

Shri Charanjit, Ex Sarpanch,

Village Chomo, Block Adampur,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 770  of 2007

Present:-

None for complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Last opportunity is being given.  Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harish Kumar Puri,

351-E, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.   1414     of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Dr. Charanjit Uppal, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case was fixed today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manjit Singh,

Village Bassi Haroof,

Hussainpur, Block-I, Hoshiarpur.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1449       of 2007

Present:-
Shri Manjit Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Case stands disposed of.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldeep Kant

s/o Shri Jawahar Lal,

St. No. 378/379, Guru Nanak Pura,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 1440 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Kant complainant in person.



Shri D.R.Bhagat, Additional Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Saudagar 


Singh, Law Officer for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied to the complainant.  The complainant has, however, submitted a bill of Rs. 6500/- claiming professional fee and conveyance charges   of his Advocate Shri Devinder Pahuja.  It was explained to him that the applicant is at liberty to move his application to this Commission personally or to send it by post.  While the Commission does not press for   hiring any advocate for appearing in the case, it will not be appropriate for this Commission to pass any order for refund of the professional fee of an advocate.  As such, the request of the complainant for reimbursement of the professional fee/conveyance charges of his advocate is declined.  

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 12, 2007
