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

Shri H.C. Arora, #2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 504  of 2007

Present: None for the complainant


    Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Asstt: for the respondent

ORDER



The information is reported to have been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case is adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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: None for the complainant


  Shri Gursewak Singh, EO for the respondent

ORDER

1.

The information in question is stated to have been supplied to the complainant  by Registered Post.

2.

Adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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: 
Complainant in person



Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDOP for the respondent-department



In this complainant the complainant has  raised a social issue concerning encroachment  of common land of the village.  Shri Ranjit Singh appearing for the respondent-department  states that he has recently joined as BDPO and has taken up   the issue in question with the revenue authorities.  He has been instructed to ensure that the demarcation of the land is done as early as possible and the required information is supplied to the complainant  who is a senior citizen of  about 75 years without any further delay.  It should also be ensure that  the complainant  is  kept abreast of the progress  made in  this case

2.

Case is adjourned to 13.7.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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


  
Mr. Satinder Singh, Accountant for respondent-department

ORDER

1.

The information asked for by the complainant  is stated to be ready for being supplied to him.  The same should be supplied within two weeks  from today either by post or through special messenger at the residential address of  the complainant.

2.

The case is adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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 parties

ORDER

1.

The information in question is stated to have been supplied.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Still another chance is given to the complainant to confirm about the same.

2.

Adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Inder Raj Bhatia, H.No.1041,

Gali NO.6 , Bal Singh Nagar, Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 554  of 2007

Present: Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant


  Shri Bhinder Singh, AO for the respondent department

ORDER

1.

A perusal of the complaint  shows that   information  asked for by the complainant relates to  the case which was Registered by the Vigilance Bureau and   in which  prosecution  has been sought  u/s 197 IPC.  Since the case was registered  for vigilance inquiry, supply of the information in this behalf at this stage may impede the process of  investigation.  Supply of such information is also hit by section 8 (I) (h) of RTI Act.  

2.

Shri Saini appearing for the complainant stated that according to the  instructions issued by the  Director Local Government for any misappropriation of funds by the Panchayat, the Junior Engineer and BDPO  should be held responsible.  No person  can be given  blanket clean chit for  any misappropriation committed by him.  Such a decision can be taken after the investigation is over  and responsibility is fixed.  The plea taken by Shri Saini is therefore, rejected.

3.

In view of the above discussion, the case is disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar s/o Sh. Kaur Chand,

#16940/A, Basant Vikas, Gali NO.1,

Bathinda.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 556  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant

              
Shri Harish Bhagat for respondent department

ORDER

1.

The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him. 

2.

The case is adjourned to 18.6..2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o Late Sh. Mohan Lal Jain,

# 175, Phase III B I, SAS Nagar (Mohali). _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 559   of 2007

Present: 
Complainant in person


  
Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Asstt for respondent

ORDER

1.

The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him.  The grouse of the complainant is that copies of information supplied to him are not certified and  also the information which has been supplied to him is not complete.  He further stated that the information asked for by him was of 38 pages whereas  he has been  provided and charged for 81 pages.  The departmental representative  has offered  that the complainant may visit their office  today itself  at 2.30 P.M. and can obtain certified copies of the information required by him.  The complainant may visit the office of the respondent accordingly and report if he satisfied with the information supplied to him.

2.

Adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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: Complainant in person


 Shri Charanjit Singh, EO for respondent

ORDER

1.

Information is reported to have been sent to the complainant by Registered Post on 30.5.2007.

2.

The case is adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.


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

Shri Gurinder Singh

c/o Guru Ram Dass Telecom Pvt. Ltd.

Phagwara. 





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Commissisoner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.18  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant

              
Mr. Sunil Kumar Sharma, Jr.Engineer for respondent-department

 ORDER

                    The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been sent to him by Registered post but received back being refused to accept by the complainant.  One more opportunity is given to the complainant in this regard.

2.

The case is adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation.

           ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.


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

Shri Inder Mohan Singh

#29, Yadvindra Colony,

The Mall, 

Patiala.



















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala

CC No.54  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant

               
None for the respondent –department.

ORDER

                       In the last hearing, it was stated that information has been supplied.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  Case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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: 
Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra complainant in person.



Shri H.S. Khosa, Executive Engineer for the respondent-



department.

ORDER

1.

The information asked for by the complainant  is that a sum of Rs.76/- has been charged  from him  by the respondent-department for providing  the information.  According to Shri Khosa, appearing for the respondent-department, a sum of Rs.50/- has been charged from him towards  application fee, Rs.10/- for supplying copies of information and Rs.16/- as postal charges. It has been clarified to him that  In the month of November, 2006, the Punjab Government had revised the  charging fee according to which the application fee is  Rs.10/-,  per photocopy is Rs.2/- and no  charges for supplying the information by post.  A perusal of the   photocopy of Sign Board placed in the office of the respondent-department show that there is one PIO-cum- Joint Commission, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and one APIO i.e. Budget Superintendent whereas Shri Khosa admitted that all Executive Engineers and equally ranked officers have been declared APIOs.   According   to   him   there   are   about   15
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 PIO/APIOs in the Corporation.  According to letter written by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to the Editor-in-Chief of Hindustan Times, there are only 4 APIOs, who are heads of their respective departments/sections. According to him the reported statement in the newspaper, there are 24 APIOs in the Corporation is wrong.  Instead of supplying the information to the Complainant, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar preferred to send a complaint against a public spirited journalist to his Editor-in-Chief in Delhi.  It is also very much clear that after the publication of the news item on 12.3.2007, from next date, respondent-department started charging Rs.10/- and Rs.2/- which only indicates that the stand of the respondent-department was wrong.  Commission takes a very serious view about the respondent-department’s authorities sending a complaint against the complainant and for supplying mis-leading information.  PIO of the respondent-department and the Commissioner of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar should be present personally explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 on the following reasons:

(i) For over-charging the public.

(ii) For furnishing wrong information.

(iii) For sending a complaint against the complainant probably with a view to pressurize him.

2.

If the PIO and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar are not present on the next date of hearing, the Commission will be compelled to take ex-party decision without giving any further  adjournment.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 25.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Shri Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Thales (Sangrur).






…..Respondent.

CC No.816  of 2006

Present: 
Shri  Tarsem Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harminder Singh Principal for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information supplied to the complainant appears to be not correct and as per the rules.  Unforturnately Shri Harminder Singh, Principal appearing for the respondent-department is also not clear about the rules and the position of the case.  According to him,  break in service is a minor  punishment and similarly a permanent or temporary employee does not carry any distinction. Inspite of all efforts, he  could not  clarify the position.  In financial year 2006-2007, as per the information supplied to the complainant, GPF for five months was deducted whereas he himself has signed and given a copy of the due-drawn statement for six months. according to which GPF for six months was deducted.  This is a serious omission.  Not only now but also at the time of retirement the employee will be put to serious problem while getting retirement benefits.  To sort out the matter, the only course seems to be  that the District Education Officer (S.E.), Sangrur should go through the information supplied and asked for and then spply the correct information to the complainant.

2.
          Case stands adjourned to 6.7.2007.  Complainant’s visit to this commission should be treated as on tour and duty and he will be paid admissible TA/DA accordingly.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

CC



The District Education Officer (S.E.), Sangrur. 

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 Ashwani Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Gurvinder Pal Singh, 


Junior Engineer for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

The information pertains to encroachment of land .  The Executive Officer states that the Tehsildar has been approached number of times for demarcation of the land but the same has not been done so far.

2.

A copy of this order is sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala who may issue necessary instructions to the Tehsildar, Rajpura  to do the needful so that necessary information could be supplied to the complainant.

3.

The case is adjourned to 13.7.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Hardev Singh

#495, VPO-Dakkha,

District Ludhiana.






…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.87  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant



Shri Hakam Singh Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has been supplied.  Complainant can go through this information and inform on the next date of hearing where he is satisfied with the same or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.7.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Hardev Singh

#495, VPO-Dakkha,

District Ludhiana.






…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh.

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.88  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant



Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Commission expressed its anguish about handling of the matter and supplying of the information.  Part of the information has been prepared and supplied today.  It is always expected that the department will send the information well in time so that the complainant/applicant can go through the same and say if he is satisfied with the same or not.  This will cut-down the frequency of visits by the parties to the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.7.2007 by which date the complainant can go through the information supplied.  Remaining information is to be delivered within 15 days and the same should be sent by registered post on 15.6.2007 so that the complainant gets the same in the preceding weeks and go through the same to enable this Commission to take a final decision on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 2.7.2007.


            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

 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 Subhash Joshi, Executive Officer for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



The information is reported to have been supplied.  The case is adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Bharat Bhushan Goyal,

#855, Cinema Street, Barnala (Sangrur)










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Estate Officer,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (SAS Nagar)










…..Respondent.

CC No.175  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant



Shri Ganga Dutt Tewari, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is reported to have been supplied. Case stands adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
















…..Respondent.

CC No.177  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant



Sh.K.S.Kalhon, PIO for the respondent-department

ORDER

1.

The information is stated to have been supplied.  

2.

Adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007.

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

Shri Rajesh Inder Pall,

#252, Block 12, Karimpura, Ludhiana.










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.










…..Respondent.

CC No. 860 of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant



Shri K.S.Kalhon, Law Officer for respondent-department

ORDER

1.

It is stated that the information has been supplied. 

2.

The case is adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 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 S.R.Mall, Supdt for the respondent department

1.

A perusal of the complainant shows that the information asked for the complainant relates to the years 1984-86  in regard to  non granting of  annual increments.  It has been  reported  that the department is facing  difficulty  in locating such an old record.  However, the department has been asked to try again to locate the personal file of the complaint.

2.

Adjourned to 13.7.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 200

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

Shri P.L. Garg,

638/1, Malerkotla House,

Opp. Old DMC, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

AC 103/2007

Present:
 None for the appellant


  
 Shri K.S.Kahlon, PIO for the respondent-department

ORDER



Information is reported to have been supplied.  The case is adjourned to 2.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

1st June, 2007

