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

Mrs. Anju Sachdeva through

Mrs. Devi Rani Badwal,

451-MIG Flat, Housing Board,

UE-1, Jalandhar-144022.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Administrator, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  265 of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Harbir Singh, PCS, Estates Officer-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department.

Order




By our order dated 22.6.2007, the complainant was directed to deposit the requisite fee with the department for getting the information in question.  While the complainant was willing to pay in cash but the department asked to pay through bank draft or IPO.  It is reported by the complainant that bank charges are very high for getting the bank draft.  He may send the fee by way of Indian Postal Order in order to get the information.

2.


 Case stands disposed of accordingly.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Dr. K.S. Badwal and

Mrs. Devi Rani Badwal,

451, MIG flats, Housing Board,

Urban Estate-I, Jalandhar-1440022.


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 464   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Harbir Singh, PCS,  Estates Officer-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department

Order



Complainant may deposit fee by way of Indian Postal Order to get information.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Surjit Singh

Village Sansarpur,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 872  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

Order




Neither   complainant nor respondent or any body on their behalf   is present. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 17.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Pran Nath Bhatia,

B-24/717, Harcharan Nagar,

Near Shingar Cinema, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 874  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Shri Jagbir Singh states that complaint of the complainant has not been received in their office.   Copy of the complaint be obtained from the records of this Commission and the information be supplied to the complainant accordingly   

2.


Case stands adjourned to 14.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Manjit Singh Mann,

Village Chak Mai Dass,

P.O. Sarhala Ranuan,

Banga, District Nawan Shahar.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Rehabilitation and Resettlement, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 885  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri S.M. Bhatia, Joint Secretary to Government of Punjab,



Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.

Order



Shri S.M.Bhatia appearing for the respondent-department states that grouse of the complainant is  that he is a victim of 1984 riots and no relief has been given to him and also that no  provision has been made for giving such reservation. As such no information has been asked for which could be supplied to him.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Pawar,

4358, Sham Nagar, Rajpura 140401. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 895  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-



department.

Order




Information in question is reported to have been supplied to the complainant.  Case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007 for confirmation.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Jatinder Kumar,

Kothi No.2608, Sector 19-C,

Chandigarh.




 _________________ Complainant 

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 909  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Jatinder Kumar complainant in person.



Smt. Gurmit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.


Order



Information asked for by the complainant relates to third party, hence, cannot be supplied, as such case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

St. No.33, Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana-141003.









_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 916  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department seeks time in supplying the information on the ground that the department was busy in Municipal elections.  Request is allowed.  The information in question be supplied within three weeks from today.

2.


 Adjourned to 14.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

St. No.33, Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana-141003.









_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 917  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department seeks time in supplying the information on the ground that the department was busy in Municipal elections.  Request is allowed.  The information in question be supplied within three weeks from today.

2.


 Adjourned to 14.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Rajesh Jain, B-IX-716,

Gulchaman Street, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Local Government Department, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 957  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent-department.

Order




The complainant has demanded information on six counts.  However, information only on two counts i.e. Sr.No.1 and 2 needs to be supplied to him. Since information in regard to Sr. No.3 to 6 relates to third party, it cannot be supplied to him. Shri Hakam Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that information on the above said two points will be supplied within 10 days.  .

2.


In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, #2010, C-Block,

Ranjeet Avenjue, Amritsar.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 959  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.


Order



Complainant is stated to have been allotted a plot by the respondent-department in the year 1979 for which he deposited the required earnest amount of Rs.2000/- in March, 2000.  He only wants to know if the plot in question has been allotted to any other person or it is still lying vacant.  Though the information in question is about 22 years old, however, the respondent-department should try to supply the same.

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 17.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Satish Sharma,

#572/15, Bank Colony,

Khanna-141401 (Ludhiana.)
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 962  of 2007

Present: 

Shri Satish Sharma complainant in person.




Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 


respondent-department.

Order




 Most of the information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him except for a few more information The department has promised to supply the same also shortly. 

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal Jain,

R/o House No.175, Phase 3B-1, Sector 60,

Mohali (SAS Nagar)



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 998  of 2007

Present: 

Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.




None for the respondent-departmnet.

Order




Information asked for in this case relates to CC-559/2007 and CC-657/2007 which are fixed for 27.8.2007.  Accordingly this case is also adjourned to 27.8.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Gurpreet Singh

Village Garhi Sainian, P.O. Sherpur Bet,

Tehsil Samrla, Distt. Ludhiana.             _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Machhiware (Ludhiana)



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1001 of 2007

Present: 

Shri Gurpreet Singh complainant in person.




Shri Amardeep Singh Gujral, BDPO, Machhiwara for the 



respondent-department.

Order




Shri Amardeep Singh Gujaral says that required information as asked for by the complainant will be supplied within 10 days.  

2.


In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Gurmukh Singh Benipal,

Benipal Vegetarian Dhaba (Dawat),

Malerkotla Chowk, G.T. Road, Khanna. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 132-133, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council, Khanna.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  1018  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Gurmukh Singh Benipal complainant in person.



Shri Harmel Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Sunil Verma,



PIO, Municipal Council, Khanna for the respondent-department.

Order



As mutually agreed by both the parties, the complainant can visit the office of the Municipal Council, Khanna on 13.8.2007 at 11.00 A.M. and see the record.  Shri Sunil Verma appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has agreed to supply the information needed by the complainant.  

2.

Since the information relates to Municipal Council, Khanna, representative of Director Local Government, Punjab, need not come on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007. 









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Dilbagh Chand s/o Shri Ramji Dass,

Vill. Hiyatpur, P.O. Hambowal Bet, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1022  of 2007

Present: 

Shri Dilbagh Chand complainant in person.




Shri Amardeep Singh Gujral, BDPO, Machhiwara for the 



respondent-department.

Order




Shri Amardeep Singh Gujral appearing for the respondent-department states that complainant has not deposited the mandatory fee of Rs.10/-.  Complainant was directed to deposit the fee and BDPO, Machhiwara will supply the information after receipt of fee accordingly. Information should be supplied to the complainant as demanded by him vide his letter dated 2.3.2007 and 2.4.2007.  Information should be supplied within 20 days.

2.


In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

August 10, 2007.

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

Shri Kuldeep Kant s/o Shri Jawahar Lal,

St. No.378/379, Guru Nanak Pura, Sangrur. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1040  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Kant complainant in person.



Shri Bhinder Singh, Administrative Officer for the respondent-


department.



Order



The complainant wanted information about the result of an interview which was conducted in the year 2003 for the post of Panchayat Secretaries.  Shri Bhinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that no such interview was held for the post of Panchayat Secretaries after the year 2001.  According to a letter written by the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur vide his letter No.1133/DA-1 dated 9.8.2007, copy of which was endorsed to this Commission vide No.1134/DA-1 dated 9.8.2007  that the report in question was sent to the Deputy Director (LD), Department of Rural Development and Panchayats, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh.  This indicates that statement made by Shri Bhinder Singh is wrong and misleading.  This is a very serious matter.  Respondent-department has deputed an officer who is not well conversant with the facts and tried to mislead the Commission as well as the complainant.  We take a serious note of this omission.  PIO Shri Des Raj Bhagat on behalf of the respondent-department is to appear before this Commission and explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 for not supplying the information and for deputing a representative who was not conversant with the facts. He also tried to mislead the complainant as well as the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.9.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)
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