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

Shri Rakesh Bhalla

# 223, Gali No. R-10, GTB Nagar

Lallheri Road, Khanna, Tehsil Khanna

Distt: Ludhiana





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

.PIO, Office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khanna







…..Respondent.

      




CC No.717  of 2006

Present: 
Shri Rakesh Bhalla complainant in person

                      Shri Harkanwaljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat 



Officer, Khanna for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Shri Harkanwaljit Singh, BDPO, Khanna has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.  Inspite of specific orders the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana and Shri Amarjit Singh, former S.D.M. Khanna presently working as District Transport Officer, Mukatsar have not appeared in person.  They should explain why action should not be taken against them for violation of the orders of this Commission.  Similarly, nothing has been heard from the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana about recovery made from the salary of B.D.P.O., Khanna.  Also no report has been received from Shri Harkanwaljit Singh B.D.P.O., Khanna and Deputy Commissioner, Patiala about recovery made from the pay of Shri Naresh Kumar, former B.D.P.O., Khanna.  According to the complainant, on last Monday one peon from the office of the respondent-department visited his residence and asked him to deposit a sum of Rs.75, 000/- for supplying him copies of the required information.  He is stated to have sent a Demand Draft of Rs.15,000/- to the office of the respondent-department but  the B.D.P.O., Khanna denied  of having received such demand draft.  According to B.D.P.O, Khanna,  charges for copies of information  to be provided to the complainant @ Rs.2/- per copy, are likely to be more than Rs. One lac but they have asked the complainant to deposit a sum of Rs. Rs.75,000/- only.  

2.

Information in question was applied for in October, 2006 but the same has not yet been supplied. In view of the delay in supplying of the information, the information should be supplied free of cost irrespective of number of pages involved therein.  The Demand Draft sent by the complainant to the BDPO should be returned to him without encashing the same.  According to Shri Harkanwaljit Singh, even though the information is ready but the same has not been brought to Chandigarh being voluminous. It is directed that the information in question should be handed over to the complainant immediately.  It is noticed that compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing awarded to the complainant has also not been paid to him.

3.

In view of the above, the Commission passes the following directions:-

(i) The whole information is to be supplied free of cost irrespective of number of pages involved.

(ii) Compensation awarded to the complainant should be paid @ Rs.500/- per hearing for all the hearings after 9.3.2007 within 3 days from today.

(iii) Complainant can go through the information after receiving the same and report if he is satisfied with the same on the next date of hearing.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007 when the PIOs from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana should be present and report about the recovery made from the salary of the concerned officers as directed by our order dated 29.6.2007.  The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana and Shri Amarjit Singh, former S.D.M., Khanna presently working as District Transport Officer, Mukatsar should also be present in person on that day and explain why action should not be taken against them for disobedience of the orders of this Commission.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
CC

1.

The Public Information Officer o/o the Deputy Commissioner, 


Patiala.

2.

The Public Information Officer o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.

The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana

3.

Shri Amarjit Singh District Transport Officer, Mukatsar

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

Shri Jinder Paul Singh,

SCO 545, Sector 70, SAS Nagar (Mohali). _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, 

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 388  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jinder Pal Singh complainant in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO appearing for the respondent-department states that the register in question is with the Court since 1994 and without the permission of the Court, copy of the same cannot be obtained.  He further submits that the judge is on leave but was not clear since when the Judge was on leave and if the relevant record was in the custody of the Court or with the Public Prosecution authorities.  He seeks a week’s time to ensure that copy of the required information is procured and handed over to the complainant.

2.

In view of the request made by Shri Jagbir Singh, case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.  

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra,

Staff Correspondent, Hindustan Times,

SCO 43, Near PUDA Building,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar. 



…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar..







…..Respondent.

CC No.458  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Smt. Gurpreet Sapra, PCS, Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission, 


Patiala and former Public Information Officer of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar 

alongwith Shri Sandeep Madan, Advocate for the respondent-department

ORDER



Smt. Gurpreet Sapra, PCS  has appeared and has   asked for some time so that she could go through the record and know how Rs.76/- was being charged from the complainant  in violation of instructions issued by the Government of Punjab.  

2.

 Shri Satwant Singh Johal, Additional Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Scheduled Castes and Backward Classes Welfare Department, Chandigarh has not appeared today.  He is again directed to appear on the next date of hearing failing which action will be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
CC:-

1.
Shri Satwant Singh Johal,


Additional Secretary to Government of Punjab, 


Department of Scheduled Castes and Backward Classes Welfare 
Department, 
Chandigarh. 

2.
Mrs. Gurpreet Sapra, PCS, former PIO, M.C. Jalandhar and now


Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala.

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

Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa,

Quarter No. E-1, Municipal Colony, Bhatinda.


…… Appellant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.



…..Respondent.

AC No. 116  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa appellant in person.



Shri Lakhbir Trikha, APIOs for the respondent-department.              

  ORDER



Inspite of clear instruction given in the last hearing on 28.5.2007, the chronological statement and the information about the action taken on the applications of the appellant has not been provided to him.  Piecemeal information is reported to be provided with which the complainant is not satisfied.  Last chance is given for preparing list of chronological statement of 100 applications which should be supplied to the complainant within 15 days from today and thereafter the complainant can go through the same if he is satisfied or not with the information supplied.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Lal Goyal (District President),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

Mukatsar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Mukatsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 513  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Sham Lal Goyal complainant in person.


  
Shri Karam Singh, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of orders dated 1.6.2007 of this Commission, the complainant submitted his application on 17.6.2007 raising objections on the reply.  Information to the same is yet to be supplied. Shri Karam Singh appearing for the respondent-department seeks one week’s time for supplying of full information. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pritam Chand, Mohalla Kasha, VPO Mehatpur,

Tehsil Nakodar, District Jalandhar.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Panchayat Punjab,

Batra Building, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh. 
________________ Respondent

CC No. 530  of 2007

 Present: 
Shri Pritam Chand, complainant in person



Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDPO-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Ramesh Kumar, 


Sr. Assistant  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the previous hearing dated 1.6.2007, the BDPO had promised to get the needful done and supply the information thereafter.  It appears that he had written a letter to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nakodar with a copy to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh, the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar and Tehsildar, Nakodar for demarcation.  This is treated as request by the respondent-department to various authorities under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Officers to whom the requisitions were made are duty-bound to supply the information failing which it will amount of violation of Right to Information Act, 2005.  As such, the officers whom the letter was sent should be present on the next date of hearing i.e. 20.8.2007 to explain their position personally.  

2.

It is also stated by the complainant that certain common land in the village has been encroached upon for which demarcation was to be done by the concerned Panchayat and not by the revenue authorities.  For such a lapse, the BDPO is responsible.  The BDPO should get the needful done and supply the information within three weeks from today so that complainant can go through the information and state if he is satisfied with the same or not.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 20.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
CC

1. The Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. The Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.
3. The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar.
4. The Tehsildar, Nakodar.
5. The Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nakodar.
STATE INFORMATION  COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amandeep Goyal (Advocate),

Office Apex Graphics, Opp. Arya High School, 

Rampura Phul (Bathinda)


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul (Bhatinda).







________________ Respondent

CC No. 542  of 2007

Present: 
Mr. Munish Bansal, Advocate for the complainant


  
None for the respondent-department

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. 1.6.2007, it was stated that the asked for information is ready and will be supplied within two weeks.  Shri Munish Bansal appearing for the complainant has submitted an affidavit of the complainant that information in question has not been supplied to him as the same was not ready.  This is contrary to the undertaking given by the respondent-department.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.8.2007 when the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phull should be present personally to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for making a wrong statement before the Commission.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bikar Singh, Aulakh s/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Mahima Sawai, Distt. Bhatinda. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Bathinda.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 546  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Gurcharan Singh, Assistant Executive Engineer-cum-APIO



for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case was fixed for today for confirmation. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar, 

Backside Vishvakarma Mandir, Laxmi Colony,

Near Punjab National Bank, Sirhind Mandi. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Sirhind.





________________ Respondent

CC No.   560 of 2007

Present:  
None for the complainant. 



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



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

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Om Parkash, #1568, Near Anand Palace,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura Town, Distt. Patiala.














…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rajpura (Patiala).



…..Respondent.

CC No.84  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Om Parkash complainant in person.



Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri 


L.S.Saini, Executive Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Demarcation is to be done by the revenue authorities. Shri L.S. Saini, EO states that a letter to the Tehsildar, Rajpura has been written on 6.7.2007 for demarcation besides verbal discussions.  The request sent by Shri Saini is to be treated as a  request under Section 5 (v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and on the next date of hearing besides the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura, ShriJalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer and Tehsildar, Rajpura should also be present to explain the position. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
CC



The Tehsildar, Rajpura 

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

Shri Rup Lal Bansal,

#986, Sector 15, Part-II,

Gurgaon (Haryana) 






…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Faridkot.




…..Respondent             










CC No.164  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant



Shri Jagdish Chander Wadhwa, Executive Officer for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Roshan Lal,

182/15-D, Street No.6,

New Kartar Nagar, Ludhiana.







 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Rural Development and 

Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








________________ Respondent

                                                 CC No. 567/2007

Present: 
None for the complainant


  
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent department

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant relates to the period 1981 to 1984.  The complainant is stated to have retired from service in February, 1989.  One of the points mentioned by the complainant is regarding non-implementation of Hon’ble High Court’s orders for which details have not been provided.  Shri Gurcharan Singh appearing for the respondent-departments states that since it is an old case, efforts are being made to trace out the files.  

2.

Keeping in view the date of retirement and the period to which the information relates, it is directed that all efforts should be made to trace out the file in question failing which non-availability of papers should be intimated to the complainant in writing

3,

Case stands adjourned to 20.8.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION  COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ajit Singh,

#209-A, Focal Point, Rajpura.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Rajpura (Patiala).




________________ Respondent

CC No. 457  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ajit Singh complainant in person.



Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri L.S.Saini, 


Executive Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case is regarding providing information about awarding of contract for various constructions.  Original application was made on 29.1.2007 inspite of repeated requests and reminders; the requisite information was not supplied.  Finally, when this Commission was approached, information was supplied on 22.6.2007.  The grouse of the complainant is that the work for which the contract was awarded was got completed and he could not challenge the award of contract.  We refrain from commenting on the intentions or otherwise.  There seems to be some force in the plea of the complainant that information was intentionally delayed.  However, the Commission has no jurisdiction over passing order on that account.

2.

Another request made by the complainant is that for delay in supplying of the information, fine should be imposed as provided under Right to Information Act, 2005. As already stated above, there has been delay in providing the information.  At this stage, the Commission has no powers to impose fine.  However, before we dispose of this case, we would like to put it on record that Municipal Council, Rajpura through its Executive Officer should ensure that information sought for should be supplied within stipulated period of 30 days.  Shri Ajit Singh complainant is free to take up any legal recourse available to him in his case.

3.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
STATE INFORMATION  COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vishal Mohindra (Advocate),

#1-A/1, Model Town, Patiala.


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 249  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant



None for the
respondent-department.

ORDER



Case was fixed for today confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 13, 2007
