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

Shri Gurmukh Singh

s/o Shri Piara Singh, V.P.O. Manakpur,

Tehsil Nangal, District Ropar.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1260  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Devinder Kumar, B.D.P.O., Anandpur Sahib on behalf of the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Today, this case was fixed up for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.   Hence, case stands disposed of.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.K. Bhardwaj,

#1552, Sector 7-C, Chandigarh.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Estates Officer, Grate Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Building, Mohali.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1278 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Iqbal Singh, Law Officer alongwith Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO for the 


respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Iqbal Singh, Law Officer has appeared with the numbers of vacant plots and their names & addresses are to be collected from the concerned quarters. Shri Iqbal Singh has taken this will tantamount relating to third party under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.   Section 8 (d) relates about commercial activities and trade secrets, which may harm the party.  As such, this Section is not applicable.  Similarly, Section 11 is about third party and not relates to general class of people.  In the instant case, he is asking for plot allotted/sold by GMADA from the year 1980 onward. As such, section 11 is not applicable here also.  Information should be duly supplied; information will be collected and supplied within one month. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.2.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Parkash Goyal,

#1053, Sector 11, Panchkula.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Engineer (C-1),

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, SAS Nagar.

________________ Respondent

AC No. 255  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of  the complainant.



Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the respondent-Department.

ORDER



 Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate appearing for the respondent-department states that the information has been collected and a legible copy of the same  will be supplied to the appellant. He has been  instructed to send the same to the appellant by registered post.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.1.2007 for confirmation.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri  Charanjit Bhullar,

c/o the Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bhatinda.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Freedom Fighters, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1584   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Sawaran Singh, Sr. Assistant alongwith Shri Harjit Singh 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

December 28, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

The President, 

National Welfare Society (Regd.),

2540, Gali Fire Brigade,

Mahan Singh Gate, Amritsar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.










____   Respondent

CC No.  310   of 2007

Present:-
Dr. Krishan Thakur on behalf for the complainant.



Shri K.C. Gupta, Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project, 



Amritsar and Shri
Jasbir 
Singh Sandhu, Executive Engineer, 


Galiara Project, Amritsar for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

r/o Plot No.203, Haibowal, Dairy Complex,

Ludhiana.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.










____   Respondent

CC No.  238   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of a direction given by this Commission by its orders dated 20.8.2007 and 20.11.2007, information has not been supplied to the complainant.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to supply the information in question without any further delay.  He should also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2007 for not supplying the information within the stipulated period.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.1.2008.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  643  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant has pointed out that he cannot be asked by the PIO of the department to approach different offices/branches for collecting the information. PIO is directed to collect the information from the different branches/offices at his own level and supply the same to him.  Shri Harinder Singh PIO has assured   that the information will be collected and supplied to the complainant within three weeks from today 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 1.2.2008.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  644  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri R.L. Berry, Superintendent for 


the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Information asked for by the complainant is regarding the land allotted to Shivalik Public School and allegedly encroached upon by Shri Sunil Marriya. The plea taken by  Shri Berry appearing for the respondent department  is that he joined only in July 2006 and  file of the case  is not traceable.  He could not explain what action has been taken to trace out the said file or have lodged a complaint with his superiors or the police authority about missing of the file.  As per record produced by the complainant in June 2007, Record-Keeper had given in writing that the file in question was not deposited with him.  Conduct of Shri Berry about non-supplying of the information hardly inspires any confidence.  In my view, it is a fit case where action has to be taken under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, accepting the plea of Shri Berry, another chance is given to trace the file and to supply the information.  

2.

According to the submission made by complainant, detail about FIR No. 13   dated 24.1.1993 was asked from the Senior Superintending of Police, Ludhiana 24.1.1993.  It is seen that the said  case  was registered with Police Station, Division No.5 by Shri Subhash Chand s/o Shri Ram Kishan, r/o House No.936, Deep Nagar, Near Dandi Swami Mandir, Ludhiana under Section 279, 338 and 428 IPC, whereas the detail is being asked about a case registered on 8.1.1993 in P.S. Division No.5 on the complaint of Chairman, Ludhiana Improvement Trust, Ludhiana under Section 380, 447, 420,  468,  471 and 120-B IPC.  Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana will check up the matter and inform the fate of the case with correct FIR number.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 1.2.2008.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
CC :  The Senior Superintending of Police, Ludhiana 

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

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  649  of 2007

Present:-

Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Pritam Singh, 



Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Shri Pritam Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that no original application has been received by them whereas on the hearings held on 3.8.2007, 19.10.2007 and 3.12.2007, no such plea was taken by them.  It appears that they are trying to avoid in supplying of the information.  Both Shri Harinder Singh, PIO and Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent will explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 1.2.2008.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Krishan Lal Behl,

61, Century Enclave,

Phase-II, Nabha Road, Patiala.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent.

CC No.1110  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Krishan Lal Behl complainant in person 




 



Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Administrator alongwith Shri Rajesh  Kumar, Law 


Officer and Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Payment of 12% inspite of the orders issued by the Tribunal is being withheld on flimsy ground by the resident-auditor inspite of the fact that the former Administrator had clearly ordered for releasing the payment.  Thus, this Commission is not concerned about the release of payment or otherwise.  Basic duty of the Commission is to ensure that the information is supplied to the complainant so that he can move the appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance.  In the instant case, this has not been done.  Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer has tried to justify the same which is not convincing.  As such, it is a fit case where Section 20  of the Act should be applicable and action be taken against Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer and Shri Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer who withheld the file from 11.10.2007.  According to note-sheet available, the file after the order dated 26.11.2007 of this Commission, movement of the file stopped and Shri Azad made a cryptic noting-sheet saying “GALL KARO” purported to be dated 2.11.2007.  Then it was sent to the Superintendent who took action on 28.11.2007 i.e. after the date of the hearing of this Commission for delaying the information as stated above, action needs to be taken against Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer and Shri Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer.

2.

As far as role of Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Administrator of the trust, note-sheet shows that the file was received by his office only on 4.11.2007 and file was not with held by him.  Shri Harinder Singh is advised to check up the position before making the statement. 

3.

Information is yet to be supplied.  Both Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer and Shri Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer should explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for withholding the information.  Shri Rajesh Kumar promised to collect and supply the necessary information within one week.  Instead of one week, I give him another three days and the information will be supplied within 10 days, which should be detailed and as per the request of the complainant in his application dated 11.5.2007.  Information should be in letter and spirit of the letter referred to above.  As requested by complainant vide Sr. No.4 of the original request day to day proceedings.  Copy duly attested should also be supplied to the complainat within period stated above.

4.

Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Administrator need not to be present on the next date of hearing but Shri Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer should be present alongwith Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer.

5.

Case stands adjourned to 1.2.2008.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ishar Singh Walia s/o

Shri Harnam Singh, R/o

B-36/366, Vikas Nagar,

Sunet Road, Ludhiana.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1218   of 2007

Present :-
None for the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Pritam Singh 




Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Harinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that information has been supplied.  Case stands adjourned to 1.2.2008 for confirmation.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Hira Lal s/o Shri Masooee,

Resident of House No.79, Basant Avenue,

Amritsar.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.





____   Respondent

CC No.  688   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hira Lal complainant in person.



Shri Parduman Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



The complainant asked for the information in the month of April, 2007 which  was to be supplied to him within one month of the said date.   Respondent-department failed to supply the information within the prescribed period.  Shri Parduman Singh appearing for respondent department has produced a photocopy of the Service-book and the same has been handed over to the complainant.  The charges for photocopies are waived off because of delay in supplying of the information. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

December 28, 2007
