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 alongwith 



Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer, Sangrur, Shri Ajaib Singh, 
Junior Assistant 


& Shri Pawan Kumar, Superintendent o/o the District  
Education Officer, Sangrur and 


Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Lecturer,  Government Senior Secondary Schools, Thales.

ORDER



This case is pending since March, 2007.  It is most unfortunate that Shri Harminder Singh, Principal as well as Shri Ashok Bhalla (Not Shri Ashok Pardhan as was by mistake recorded in the earlier proceedings),  District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur have been able to furnish the information in question..  In the order dated 30.7.2007, the Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh was specifically instructed to depute one of their officers to sort out the accounts.  Both the officers mentioned above i.e. Shri Harminder Singh and Shri Ashok Bhalla have failed in this regard.  The school has the strength of 18 staff members whose even Group Insurance Scheme contribution has not been properly maintained.  The PIO o/o Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh will depute an officer to sort out the matter.  On the next date of hearing i.e. 30.11.2007, PIO of the Director Public Instructions, Punjab, Chandigarh should appear personally and to sort out this old pending case.

2.

Inspite of the orders dated 1.6.2007 that the visit of the complainant Shri Tarsem Lal should be treated on tour and he should be paid TA & DA., the same has not been paid to him so far.  PIO of the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (SE), Chandigarh will explain as to who is responsible for violation of the orders of the Commission.  

3.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2007.  By this date correct information by making proper calculations should be furnished to the complainant alongwith a copy to the Commission.

4.

Complainant has submitted an affidavit today a copy of which has been provided to the District Education Officer, Sangrur (Shri Ashok Bhalla).  The issue regarding imposition of fine under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 will be decided on the next date of hearing. 









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








    
      ( P.P.S. Gill)







          
 
State Information Commissioner

October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur w/o Shri Charan Singh

96-C, New Partap Nagar, G.T. Road, Amritsar._____________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punajb,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1574  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Charan Singh husband of Smt. Balwinder Kaur for the 



complainant.



Shri Naresh Kumar, Section Officer for the respondent-



department alongwith Smt. Devinderjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant o/o 


the BDPO, Verka. 

ORDER



The complainant demands a statement about the deductions made from her salary, contribution made by the employer and interest accrued on the amount in her credit yearwise. .  Shri Naresh Kumar submitted that till 1990 the accounts were maintained by the banks and the interest was added as per rules.  

2.

In view of the request made by complainant, Shri Naresh Kumar may get the information from the bank concerned and supply the same to the complainant.  He promised to do so within one month.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surat Ram Sharma,

Sub Divisional Officer (P.R.),

Malerkotla, District Sangrur.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1564  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Surat Ram Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Bahadur Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO for the respondent-



Department.

ORDER



The complainant wants to know if his case which relates to sanction for prosecution has been decided or not.  Shri Bahadur Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO says that the said information cannot be provided to the complainant as it is covered under Section 8 (h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea taken by Shri Bahadur Singh is correct.  Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur w/o Sh. Charan Singh

96-C, New Partap Nagar,

G.T.Road, Amritsar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.1573   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Charan Singh husband of Smt. Balwinder Kaur for the 



complainant.



Shri Naresh Kumar, Section Officer for the respondent-



department alongwith Smt. Devinderjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant o/o 


the BDPO, Verka. 

ORDER



Smt. Balwinder Kaur complainant was an employee of Verka whereas the pension scheme has been introduced recently.  For sanction of pension, all records relating to Contributory Provident Fund have to be collected from all units where the employee remained posted and it has to be furnished to the Head Office by whom the pensions are to be sanctioned.  Shri Naresh Kumar states that now the pension has been sanctioned and PPO has been issued.  Shri Charan Singh states that in sanctioning the pension, respondent-department took more than 8 months and no interest and medical allowance has been shown in the Pension Payment Order.  Shri Naresh Kumar will ensure that all relevant dues to the complainant are given to her.  

2.

Keeping in view the fact that delay has occurred because the pension scheme has recently been introduced, this Commission takes a lenient view and disposes of this case with the directions that such delays should be avoided in future. 









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Lal Saini, 

#50/30-A, Ramgali, Nauhrian Mall Bagh,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punajb,

Department of Rural Development and Panchayat,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1534  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



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



Department.

ORDER



Shri Bahadur Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the Information asked for by the complainant concerns to third party.  He further states that the said party was contacted who has intimated that his information should not be supplied to the complainant 

2. Case stands disposed of accordingly









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri
 Ram Kumar, Near Andarala Dera,

Tappa, District Barnala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Estates Officer, Municipal Council,

Tappa, District Barnala.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 1524   of 2007

Present:-

Shri Ram Kumar complainant in person.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Information asked for by the complainant is to be supplied by the Municipal Council, Tappa, District Barnala and not by Munciipal Council, Barnala.  Notice has been issued to Municipal Council, Barnala.  Correct notice may be issued to the Municipal Council, Tappa, District Barnala.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 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.



None for the respondent-department.

Order 



Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri R.K.Saini (President)

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15/G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Chief Town Planner,

Local Government Punjab,\1-B, Sector 27, 

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.










____   Respondent

CC No.  382   of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



No information has been supplied.  Representative of the complainant-department Shri Gautam Kumar appeared on 21.5.2007 and 27.7.2007 whereas on the next two hearings, he has not been appearing.  This only indicates the seriousness with which the order of the office of the respondent-department is taking.  PIO of the respondent-department will appear personally and explain the reasons for the absence and also delay in furnishing the information.  For causing delay in furnishing the information, PIO will also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri R.K.Saini (President)

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15/G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

NAC, Zirakpur (Mohali)










____   Respondent

CC No.  315   of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



Shri Kuldeep Verma, XEN alongwith Shri Rakesh Verma, Advocate 

for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kuldeep Verma and Shri Rakesh Verma appearing for the respondent-department states that to the best of their knowledge there are no violation except for temporary encroachment or violation by individual plot /flat owners.  Action is being taken to rectify the violation.  Complainant is not concerned about the violation made by individual flat/plot owners but they are concerned about violation made by the builder from plan approved by CTP/STP.   Complainant has stated that if the construction is as per the approved plan an affidavit may be furnished that there is no violation by the builder from the approved plan, which Shri Rakesh Verma has agreed that with the help of CTP/STP, affidavit will be furnished.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 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 Dinesh Kumar, Draftsman for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of clear orders dated 20.8.2007, neither Shri Kirpal Singh, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar nor Shri Pannu, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar nor Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN are present.  Similarly, the information has not been supplied.  It is reflection of the above officers about the seriousness about each they have taken the orders of the Commission. The case is adjourned to 30.11.2007 when the above-mentioned officers should explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the information as well as for disobedience of the orders of the Commission.  Dr. Krishan Thakur is coming from Amritsar for attending the hearing; he should be paid compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing since 20.8.2007.  This amount should be paid to the complainant before the next date of hearing.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 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 Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rajpura (Patiala.)










____   Respondent

CC No.  84   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Om Parkash complainant in person.



Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer alongwith Shri Balwinder 


Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Demarcation has been done though Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal Engineer says that they are not satisfied with the demarcation and they have written to the Tehsildar, Rajpura and Pepsu Board, Rajpura about it.  Shri Jalaur Singh has given an assurance that illegal encroachment which has been done and where the construction has taken place they are trying to get it vacated though as far as total land in question is concerned , it is subject matter of dispute which has to be decided by an appropriate authority. As far as this case is concerned, the information stands supplied and case is disposed of.

2.

Tehsildar, Rajpura Shri Kuldeep Singh has been avoiding appearance before this Commission.  On the last date of hearing i.e. 17.8.2007, plea was taken that he had to attend an meeting convened by the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) to the Government of Punjab and today he has not appear on another excuse. Shri Balwinder Singh, Kanungo says that he has been directed to appear before this Commission. Last chance is being given to Shri Kuldeep Singh to explain his position.  Adjourned to 19.10.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 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:-
None for the complainant.



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

ORDER



On the next date ofhearing, complainant Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra to appear personally.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri
Kuldeep Kant

s/o Shri Jawahar Lal,

Street No.378/379, Guru Nanakpura,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1040   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



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


Saudagar Singh, Law Officer and Shri Karam Singh, District 



Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur on behalf of the 


respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Saudagar Singh states that in pursuance of the directions of the Head Office, interview was held but later on from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, the appointment of 909 Panchayat Secretaries were cancelled.  This is the factual information which was required to be furnished to the complainant.  Had this information been supplied earlier probably the case could not have been come before this Commission.  Now this information may be supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.11.2007 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 8, 2007.
