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

Shri N.K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retired),

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sirhind.







---------Respondent

      CC No.   851    of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Inspite of the case having been adjourned several times with a direction to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind – Shri S.J.Sharma to appear in person, he has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission on one pretext or the other.   Before any action is taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, a letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government  with a request that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind may be instructed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

CC



The Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, 



Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 


Chandigarh.

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

Shri N.K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retired),

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sirhind.







---------Respondent

      CC No.   853    of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Inspite of  the case having been adjourned several times with a direction to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind – Shri S.J.Sharma to appear in person, he has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission on one pretext or the other.   Before any action is taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, a letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government  with a request that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind may be instructed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing.


2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

CC



The Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, 



Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 


Chandigarh.

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

Shri N.K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retired),

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sirhind.







---------Respondent

      CC No.   852    of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Inspite of  the case having been adjourned several times with a direction to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind – Shri S.J.Sharma to appear in person, he has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission on one pretext or the other.   Before any action is taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, a letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government  with a request that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind may be instructed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

CC

The Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, 



Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 


Chandigarh.

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
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.

 CC No.581  of 2006

Present: Col. Prem Singh Grewal complainant in person

               Shri Ashok Vij, APIO, Municipal Corporation,Patiala

  ORDER



We have observed that the  Municipal Council Patiala has been  adopting delaying  tactics in providing  of the required information.  Inspite of specific orders of the Commission  that PIO Shri C.L. Sharma, Secretary of the Municipal Corporation, Patiala should be present in person at the time of hearing of the case,  he  has been avoiding to appear before the Commission on one pretext or the other..  Taking  serious view of  such a callous attitude  on his part, he is fined @ Rs.250/- per day w.e.f. 12.1.2007 subject to a maximum of Rs.25000/-.  It will be the responsibility of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala  to recover the said fine  from the PIO -Shri C.L. Sharma in four equally  monthly installments and deposit the same in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head.   Shri Vij, being the concerned APIO is also fined @ Rs.250/- per day from the last date of hearing i.e. 16.3.2007 including that of today.  This amount should  also  be recovered by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala  from Shri Vij in four months equally installments and deposited in the Government Treasury.  

2.

As far as this case is concerned, the information is yet to be supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction.   Keeping in view all aspects of the matter, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala is declared to be the deemed PIO for this case.  He should ensure that the required information is supplied to the complainant without any further delay.   On the next date of hearing he should be present in person 

3.

We are of the view that the complainant deserves to be compensated for   unnecessary harassment caused to him in getting the required information.  He is, therefore, awarded compensation of Rs. 1000/- for attending the hearings in future which will be paid by the Corporation. 

4.

Case is adjourned to 14.5.2007. 

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 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: Complainant in person

               Mr. Ashok Vij, APIO for Municipal Corporation, Patiala

  ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to his satisfaction. The required information should be supplied to the complainant within two weeks from today.   

2.

The case is adjourned to 14.5.2007 when the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala who deemed PIO for this case and Shri C.L. Sharma, Secretary should be present personally. 

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Major A.L.Saini

Kothi No. 430, Phase XI, Sector 65,

Mohali-160062 






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Hoshiarpur







.....Respondent

CC No. 909  of 2006:

Present:
Major A. L. Saini, complainant in person.



Shri R.L. Bhagat, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 



Hoshiarpur  for the respondent-department. 

Order:



Shri R.L. Bhagat has stated that judgments of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and  the Hon’ble  Supreme Court of India are not notified in the press and their decisions are conveyed to  the parties concerned only through their respective advocates.  In the instant case, Major A.L. Saini  was not a party  in the case before the Supreme Court  but was an affected party. He thus did not know about the judgment passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Normally, the affected parties are supposed to file their claims etc. within three months from the date of the judgments.   However, Major A.L. Saini  being  in the Armed Forces could not learn about the judgment and thus could not file his claim within the stipulated period of three months. 

2.

 Under the circumstances explained above, the present cases stands disposed of.  However, Major Saini may file his claim before the Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur who  may consider the same sympathetically and inform the complainant accordingly.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana



......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer, PUDA

Adminstrator Greater Mohali Dev. Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)








.....Respondent
CC No.21  of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.

 

Shri  Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer for the respondent-


department. 

Order:



Shri Paramjit Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the necessary  information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 14.5.2007 for confirmation.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan Singh

# C-93, Phase-VII, Industrial Area,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)





.....Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar








.....Respondent
CC No.  893 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Madan Mohan Singh, complainant in person.



None for the Respondent-Deptt.
 

Order:



The complainant stated that the SDM, Kharar has not supplied  copy of the judgment delivered by him on 20.1.1995. 

2.

 SDM Kharar is directed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith  copy of the judgment dated 20.1.1995 .  He is also directed to send a copy of that judgment to the complainant by Registered post immediately.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 21.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Plot No. 80, Village Nichhi Mangli,

Post Office Ramgarh,Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissisoner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana






.....Respondent

CC No. 913  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the Respondent-


Deptt. 

Order:



Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing for the respondent-department says that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied.  Copy of the covering letter vide which the information was supplied to the complainant has been produced before the Commission. 

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 14.5.2007 for confirmation.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurjinder Singh, Panch

Gram Panchayat, Vill. Sarangpur,

Block Derabassi,Distt: Mohali










......Complainant
Public Information Officer

o/o The Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Sarangpur, Block Derabassi,

Distt: Mohali







.....Respondent
CC No.25  of 2007:

Present:
Shri Gurinderjit Singh complainant in person.



None for the Respondent-Deptt. 

Order:



None from the respondent-department has  appeared inspite of the fact that the case was adjourned twice.  The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi, District SAS Nagar is directed to appear in person  on the next date of hearing  alongwith Sarpanch.   He should also ensure that information asked for by the complainant be supplied to him.

2.

Case adjourned to 21.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

CC



The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi,



District SAS Nagar.

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

Shri Amar Nath Sharma,

R/o 1271, B.-XIII, Kot Almgir, 

Near Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana



















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

.Office of Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







…..Respondent.

      CC No.665  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

              Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Clerk for respondent-department

  ORDER



Case was fixed for confirmation that the information has been supplied vide this Commission’s orders dated 9.3.2007.   A copy of the note-sheet is also stated to have been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case adjourned to 14.5.2007 for confirmation.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

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

Sh.Parveen Kumar Sayal,Contractor

Sayal Street,Sirhind






















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Office of Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.555  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Inspite of the case having been adjourned several times with a direction to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind – Shri S.J.Sharma to appear in person, he has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission on one pretext or the other.   Before any action is taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, a letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government  with a request that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind may be instructed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

CC


The Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, 

           
Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 
Chandigarh.

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

Shri Madan Lal Baghi,

9/64, Agar Nagar, Malerkotla,

Distt: Sangrur





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab

Department of Education (School)

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






…..Respondent.

      CC No.572  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.

               
Mohd. Khaleel,Headmaster, Government High School, Malerkotla 
  

alongwith Shri Jaspal Singh,Sr.Asstt for the respondent-



department.

  ORDER



Shri Mohd. Khalil, Headmaster has submitted that their  school has passed the bill for  payment  but the  Block Primary Education Officer-I and Block Primary Education Officer-II, Malerkotla have yet to make  the payment.  

2.

Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing for the respondet-department states that they have written to the  Jail Superintendents, Sangrur, Ambala and Patiala  to know about the period when Shri Baghi was lodged  in their Jails. A  report from the Jail Superintendent, Sangrur is stated to have been received whereby it has been intimated that Shri Baghi was never lodged in their Jail.  Report  from remaining two jails is still awaited which may be collected from them through special messenger within two weeks.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 25.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh

Shri Hardeep Singh Thapar

K-17, Hauz Khas Enclave,

New Delhi.







… Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary,

Ministry of Urban Development, Govt. of Punjab

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

C.C. No. 826 of 2006

Present: None for the complainant


  Mr. Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent for respondent-department


   Mr. Anil Chhabra Advocate for the Satish Estates Pvt. Ltd.

ORDER

ORDER



Shri Anil Chhabra Advocate who is representing M/s Satish Estates Pvt. Ltd., has objected to supply of  the information sought by the complainant in regard to M/S Satish Estates.  He further requested that information about his clients should not be disclosed unless their concurrence is obtained.  Shri Kuldip Singh submits that a notice has been issued to all the third parties giving them 20 days time for filing objections before taking a final decision in this case. 

2
Section 11 of the Right to Information Act is quiet clear that information related to 3rd party is not to be disclosed unless concurrence of the third party is obtained or it is felt that a public cause will  be served by supplying the information.  Shri Kuldip Singh was not in a position to say that any public cause will be served in supplying of the information. Nobody is present on behalf of the complainant side. 

3.

In view of the above, Mr. Kuldip Singh will ensure that third party information is not supplied by the  PUDA to the complainant till  concurrence is obtained   or it is ensured that the information sought is in public interest

4.

In view of the above, case is adjourned to 18.5.2007.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh

Shri Inderjit Sahni s/o Sh.Tilak Raj Sahni

#1351, HIG, Phase-I

Bathinda-151001

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Bathinda.

…Respondent

CC No. 856 of 2006

Present: 
Shri Inderjit Sahni complainant in person



Mr. Gora Lal Jindal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bhatinda  for 


respondent-department

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has been supplied though after delay. Shri Jindal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bhatinda  is warned to be careful and such delay should not occur in future.  

2.

Instead of fee of Rs.10/- complainant has deposited Rs.500/-, which should be refunded to him.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

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

Shri Khushi Ram Singh s/o Shri Nihal Singh

Village Jaaharke, P.O. Mansa

Tehsil Mansa, Distt: Mansa.






















…Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction ( Sr.Secondary)

SCO 196-97, Sector 17-C

Chandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.815  of 2006

Present:     
None  for the complainant.




Shri Rattan Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has been supplied. 

2.

In pursuance of that information delivered, case stands disposed of.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.

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

Shri Joginder Singh

12/115, Krishana Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.







…Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Hoshiarpur.









…..Respondent.

      CC No. 23  of 2007

Present:
Major A. L. Saini, complainant in person.



Shri R.L. Bhagat, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 



Hoshiarpur  for the respondent-department. 

Order:



Shri R.L. Bhagat has stated that judgments of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and  the Hon’ble  Supreme Court of India are not notified in the press.  Their decisions are conveyed to  the parties concerned through their respective advocates.  In the instant case, Major A.L. Saini who was not a party  in the case before the Supreme Court  but was an affected party. He did not learn about the judgment passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Normally, the affected parties are supposed to file their claims etc. within three months from the date of the judgments.  In the instant case Major A.L. Saini who was in the Armed Forces did not learn about the judgment and could not file his claim within the stipulated period of three months. 

2.

 Accordingly, so far as the present case is concerned, it stands disposed of. However, keeping in view the special circumstances, Major Saini may file his claim etc. before the Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur who will consider the same sympathetically.

                      Sd/-
Sd/-


   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

April 16, 2007.
