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

Shri Ramesh Adya,

#BV-983, Phallan Adya, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 492  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Adya complainant in person.



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

ORDER

1.

Information as demanded by the complainant has yet to be supplied.  As offered by Shri Kahlon, PIO, the complainant can visit their office on Monday the 9th of July, .2007 and get the necessary information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.3.2007.


      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 487   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

1.

 The complainant has asked for a copy of the noting made on the office file which lead to issue of the order dated 21.5.1998 by the Executive Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and also issue of order No.220/Health dated 21.5.1998.  The dealing Clerk Shri Jai Paul has stated that the noting in question s not available on the file. The dealing clerk is reported to be working under Dr. Kakar who is In-charge of the Section.  An affidavit on behalf of Dr.Kakkar to the effect that the noting in question is not available in the office file be produced before this Commission. Shri Kahlon, PIO will ensure that the affidavit filed by Shri Kakar is produced before the Commission or copy of noting is supplied to the complainant by the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 483   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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



Information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied.  Case stands disposed of.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 482   of 2007
Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

1.

Complainant has asked for a copy of Annual Confidential Report.  Similar issue regarding supply of Annual Confidential Reports is pending before a large bench of this Commission.   This case shall, therefore, be taken up after a decision taken by that Bench

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 481   of 2007
Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

1

The complainant – Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma is said to  be appointed and posted as Registrar,  Births and Deaths in the  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. He wants to have a copy of the order of the Commissioner  vide which the aforesaid  order  has been modified.  Shri Kahlon appearing for the respondent-department has promised to trace out the  said order  and hand over the same to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 480   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

ORDER

1.

Complainant states that some of the information which he had asked for has been received by him.  Shri K.S.Kahlon, PIO has promised to provide the remaining information to the complainant after he visits their office on 9.7.2007. The complainant may visit the office of the respondent-department  accordingly and procure the information as desired by him.

2.

  The complainant  further states that  a  note in regard to his transfer  prepared by the Establishment Branch on which orders of the Commissioner were obtained must have been dealt on the  basis of  recommendation  of the concerned branch. He  also wants a copy of the said note.  The same may be supplied to him  by the respondent-department.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P. Sharma, M.C. Ward No.2,

#412/21-A, Sector 56, Mohali. 

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator,

GMADA, PUDA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali (SAS Nagar).



________________ Respondent

CC No. 479   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri S.K.Bains for the respondent-department.

Orders:



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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
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



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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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: 
Shri Rakesh Jain complainant in person


  
Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, APIO for respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

The instant case is a  peculiar  one in which the complainant arrived at a family settlement in regard to the  succession in the court.  In pursuance  thereof,  the complainant is stated to have   written  to the PUDA authorities for transferring the property in his name and the stand taken by the  PUDA in this behalf is that since the PUDA was not a party in that  case, the judgment of the court is not binding on them.  

2.

It is difficult to envisage in the  case of succession of family settlement that the PUDA should be made a party.  It will cause unnecessary harassment to the public to sort out  such matters. The  PIO of PUDA, PIO of GMADA and PIO of Housing and Urban Development Department, Punjab should personally be present alongwith the Estates Officer, PUDA, Mohali on the next date of hearing  to explain the position  in this regard.   They should also  bring with them the relevant rules and regulations as requested by the complainant so that the issue can be sorted out  once for all.

3.

Complainant had also asked  the PUDA authorities  about the action taken on his complaint dated 27.1.2007 and 5.2.2007.  Such action taken on the said complaints should also be   intimated  to the complainant  by  the PIO  of PUDA.

4.

Case is adjourned to 3.8.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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

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

 ORDER


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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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 Tarlochan Singh  for the complainant



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


department.

ORDER
1.

Shri Hakam Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the  asked for Information was sent to the complainant on 30.6.2007.  The complainant  states that he has not yet  received the same.  After receipt of the  information in question, he can go through the same and report.

2.

Regarding supplying  of information on one of the points, the respondent-department has requested for two months time.    Information asked for by the complainant pertains to the period  after 1996.  Thus,  it cannot be construed  to be an old matter.  If  such an  information is available with the department,  it should be supplied  and if  not  then   it should be given in writing that the same is not available with them  but  the matter should not be lingered on unnecessarily.   The complainant  be informed in this connection within 15 days positively 

3.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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 Tarlochan Singh for the complainant



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


department.

ORDER


Information is  stated  to have been supplied to the complainant vide  letter dated 29.6.2007.  Instead of the  complainant,  his representative has appeared.  He cannot be expected to   give confirmation  on his behalf  about  receipt  of the information in question.   Since the information is stated to have been supplied  to the complainant only on 30.6.2007, the complainant may confirm about the same and report accordingly.

2.

Case is adjourned to 3.8.2007 for confirmation.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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: 
Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai complainant in person.


None for the respondent-department

ORDER

1.

Information asked for by the complainant  being in  public interest which should have been supplied to him.  Shri K.S.Kahlon, PIO  has promised  to supply the information in question to the complainant.   Complainant may get in touch with Shri K.S. Kahlon, PIO of the respondent-department and  give  him the detail of information asked for by him.  If I such Information is not available with Shri Kahlon, then he may obtain the information by sending written requisition to the officer concerned so that they; may supply the information to him within 15 days to enable him to supply the fully information within 20 days.

2.

Case is adjourned to 3.8.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 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



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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bharat Bhushan Goyal,

#855, Cinema Street, 

Barnala.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Estate Officer,  PUDA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, 

Mohali.

________________ Respondent

AC 103/2007

Present:
 None for the appellant


  
 Shri Gurbax Singh APIO for the respondent-department

ORDER



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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kapil Dhawan s/o Shri R.K. Dhawan,

EK-71, Shivrajgarh, Jalandhar.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Co-Bank Ltd., Jalandhar.

2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondents





CC 52/2006

Present:
 Shri Rajesh Kumar for the complainant.


  
 Shri Naginder Singh Advocate for the respondent No.1.

ORDER

1.

Complainant  who is represented by Shri Rajesh Kumar  seeks adjournment on the ground that his advocate is not well.

2.
  Today is the  7th hearing in this  case which is pending since August, 2006.  Such delay  in the cases  is against the spirit of Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the proceedings in a number of cases which were filed before it but in the instant case, it is submitted by Shri Naginder Singh, Advocate that these are similar cases.  Under law, each case is to be treated separately unless the facts are absolutely similar.  In the instant case, there is nothing on record that the points involved are similar as that in another case.  If counsel for the respondent wants to take the plea that the orders passed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court are applicable in the instant case also, he should show it  alongwith the orders passed by Hon’ble High Court in earlier petitions, the facts are the same in the instant case.

3.

Out of the 11 points on which the information was sought, on 9 points related to the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh or his representative and for which the information has already been supplied to the complainant.  Only about 2 points, the information remains to be supplied which was due from respondent No.1.  Representative of respondent No.2 should also be present on 3.8.2007 to answer the quarries on this stage.  

4.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kanwaljit Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

Resident of VPO Chhandran, Via Katani Kalan,

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director,

Punjab State Hosiery & Knitwear Dev. Corpn., Ltd.

A-10, Phase-5, Focal Point, Ludhiana.

________________ Respondent





AC 27/2007

Present:
 Shri Kanwaljit Singh complainant in person.


  
 Shri Bhanu Partap Singh, Advocate for the respondent-department

ORDER

1.

Information asked for by the complainant is stated to be not ready.  

2.

Beside Shri Bhanu Partap Singh, Advocate, it is ordered that Public Information Officer of the respondent-department should be present on the next date of hearing.  Counsel for the respondent-department  seeks  10 days’ time  for supplying the information in question to the complainant.  It is not clear if the Corporation in question has been closed, merged or still functioning.  It is also not clear if any audited financial statement has been drawn up as provided under the Company’s law.  The last audited financial statement available on the record should be  produced by the Public Information Officer of the respondent-department.  Since   this corporation is stated to be a  defunct corporation, it is also ordered that Public Information Officer o/o the Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh should  be  present in person  to explain the position.

3.

Today is the fourth hearing in this case  and  the complainant who is an ex-employee of the respondent-department  is reported to be  traveling from Ludhiana.  There is an inordinate delay in supplying of the information in this case.   Hence from today onward for every hearing  the complainant  will be paid compensation @ Rs.500/- per visit to meet his expenses and such expenses will be met by the respondent-department.

4.

Case is adjourned to 30.7.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.

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

Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.)

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

The .Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.





CC No.827  of 2006

Present:  
Shri Prem Singh Grewal complainant in person

               
Mr. Ashok Vij, APIO for respondent-department.
  ORDER

1.

Orders in this case  will be issued in due course.  Col. Grewal states that he is going out of country and will be back in the last week of August, 2007. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 31.08.2007.

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bharat Bhushan Goyal,

#855, Cinema Street,

Barnala.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Estate Officer,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.


________________ Respondent

CC 175/2007

Present:
 None for the appellant


  
 Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO for  the respondent-department

ORDER



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

      ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 2, 2007.

