STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Dilbagh Chand,

S/o Sh. Ramji Das,

Village-Hiatpur Bate, P.O-Haibowal,

Tehsil-Samrala, District-Ludhiana        
                        …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.                  







    
                       ……Respondent


CC No. 1775 of 2007

ORDER

Present:     Dilbagh Chand, Complainant, in person.


        None for the Respondent.



                                                                ---


    The Complainant is present in person, who has not received any response to his application filed under the Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 31.05.2007 demanding a copy of the letter written by Additional Deputy Commissioner (No. 516 dated 24.06.2004) to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayat wanting to know what action has been taken on that. 

Another opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant. 
 The case is adjourned to 28.01.2008.

 Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                             (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January  04,  2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gurmukh Singh,

R/o Village & P.O Manakpur,

Tehsil- Nangal,

District-Ropar (Pb.) 




          

    …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panachayat, 
Punjab, Chandigarh.








                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1778 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Representative, Gyan Chand, for the  Complainant.

        None for the Respondent.

                                              ---


     The Complainant, Gurmukh Singh, is represented by Mr. Gyan Chand, who says that he was one of the signatories of the letter written on 14.06.2004 by the residents of Village & P.O, Manakpur to Director, Rural Development and Panchayats.  He had sought information on three points -
i) Action taken on the letter dated 14.06.2004;

ii) Supply of file notings dealing with the case.

iii) Supply of the copy of the report and action taken after receipt of the report from the concerned office.
There is none from the Respondent. I direct the Public Information Officer/ APIO of the office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, to be personally present at the next date of hearing i.e., 28.01.2008 to explain the delay in supply of the information on the application filed by the Complainant and others on 24.04.2007.

In the meantime, the requisite information on all the three points be sent to the Complainant.


    Copies of the order be sent to both parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ashok Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hardial Chand,

#105, Mohalla Kothera,

Bassi Pathana, 
District-Fatehgarh Sahib.




              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bassi Pathana.








                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1715 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Mr. Ashok Kumar, Complainant, in person.


        Mr. Ashok Kumar, PIO, of the Respondent.

                                              ---


Mr. Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Accountant, Municipal Council Bassi, Pathana, has produced an order No. 186 dated 06.07.1987 which addressed the question asked by the applicant regarding levy of Rs. 200/- as charges as transfer fees for effecting change of ownership of property in Municipal Council record. Mr. Ashok Kumar further says that this order is based on a resolution of the committee which is untraceable.

2
I direct the respondent to file an Affidavit reproducing this very order and also stating whether any resolution to this effect is available in Municipal Council records.
3
He says that the Affidavit will be given to the Complainant within seven days from today.  I direct that the same may be complied with and a copy sent to the Commission.  
The case is accordingly disposed of and closed.

 
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surjit Singh Parmar,

S/o Sh. Sunder Singh Parmar,

R/o W. No.-15, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Gulmohar Road,

Khanna, Distt.-Ludhiana




              …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna. 







……Respondent




CC No. 1728 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    None for the Complainant.


       Mr. Sunil Kumar, PIO, for the Respondent.

                                              ---



 The Complainant is not present.

2.

 He was not present even at the last hearing of 30.11.2007, when I had ordered that he may visit the office of the Respondent on 27.11.2007.  The respondent says though the Complainant did visit the office on 27.11.2007, he had left without taking any documents. 


In the order dated 30.11.2007, I had given another opportunity to the Complainant to visit the Municipal Council office on 12.12.2007.  The Respondent had assured of all help to the Complainant 
3.

There is a letter from the Public Information Officer, Municipal Council, khanna, 4288 dated 13/12/07, which inter alia says that Complainant had visited the office on 12.12.2007 but he had left without taking any record.  Despite having been given two opportunities, the Complainant has failed to avail of the same to get the information he had demanded. 

 The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Raghbir Singh Dhillon,

President, Sutlej Coop.,

Joint Family Society Ltd., #2984, Phase-VII,

Mohali.




                                                        …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Ropar Block, Ropar.            





        ……Respondent





  CC No. 1780 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Mr. Raghbir Singh, Complainant, in person.


       Mr. Ranjit  Singh, BDPO, of the Respondent.

                                              ---


Heard both the parties.  

The Complainant has received information he had demanded on all the six points.  However, vide his letter dated 02.11.2007 addressed to Chief Information Commissioner, he had pointed out some deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

Mr. Ranjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, says that whatever deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant, he is willing to make good the same.  He also says that he can come to his office on 08.01.2008 at 11.00 am to inspect the record and he will be given the documents that he demanded.  

In the light of the foregoing, I direct the Respondent to make available the remaining documents to the satisfaction of the Complainant, who can visit the office of Department on 08.01.2008 at 11.00 am.  Respondent has also assured to delete the name of the Complainant from the display Board in the office of BDPO.


The case is adjourned to 28.01.2008 for confirmation.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balbir Kaur, 

W/o Sh. S.M.S. Mahil,

497-L, Model Town, 

Jalandhar.


 



              …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.








                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1782 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    None for the Complainant.


       None for the Respondent.

                                              ---



The PIO- cum-Deputy Controller, (Finance & Accounts), Amritsar Improvement Trust vide his letter Endst. No. AIT/D.C.(F&A)/10418/Amritsar, dated 24.04.2007, addressed to the Complainant, has stated that the information so demanded should be sought in prescribed proforma. In response to this, the Complainant in her letter dated 22.12.2007 has said that under the Right to Information Act, 2005, to seek information no particular form/proforma is necessary.  Also in case the application was found deficient under the Right to Information Act, she should have been informed of the correct way of applying.
2.

In a letter to the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, dated 22.12.2007, the Complainant has stated that she will not be able to attend the proceedings of the Commission on 04.01.2008 and whatever order is passed by Commission, a copy may be sent to her.

3.

This case is adjourned sine die to await the decision of CC -1671/2007 listed before the full bench presided over by the Chief Information Commissioner for 09.01.2008 as the point raised herein is also the subject matter of the said case.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sanjeev Garg,

H. No. 321, Sector-20-A,

Chandigarh.




          


    …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Local Government,

Govt. of Punjab,

SCO-131-132, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.







                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1798 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Mr. Sanjeev Garg, Complainant, in person.


       Representative, (Ms. Sunita Sharma, Sr. Assistant) of the Respondent.

                                              ---



The Complainant has sought information on five points vide his application dated 03.09.2007 addressed to the Public Information Officer, Directorate of Local Government.  He says that he has received the information in respect of only one point i.e., approved budget showing the detail of posts for the year 2001-02 of Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

2.

He says that he has not received information on point no. 4-5.  The information in point 2-3 relates to third party, Mr. Mohal Lal, Asstt. Town Planner.  However, the Respondent, Ms. Sunita Sharma says that the Complainant has been provided with a copy of promotion orders of the Assistant Town Planner (Municipal Corporation) Mr. Mohal Lal.  

Noting portion of the file on which the case has been dealt with has, however, not been provided.
3.

The Respondent has not given any information on the posting orders of concerned Assistant Town Planner, Mr. Mohan Lal.
4.

The Respondent further says that certain information is to be collected from the office of Secretary, Local Government, whereas, she represents the Directorate 
                                                                                                              ..…2
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of Local Bodies.  She also maintains that at least 2-3 letters were sent to the Branch of Superintendent seeking the requisite information.  
Copies of the communication were also sent to Mr. Sanjeev Garg.

5.

Respondent further says that there is no proper response to the communication sent to the Superintendent, Local Government Branch and has expressed her inability to get the information to be provided to the Complainant.
6.

  I direct the Public Information Officer, Director, Local Government, Punjab to examine the original application dated 03.09.2007 and give complete information by applying his mind.

7.

  The Public Information Officer or APIO should appear on the next date of hearing with complete facts of the case.


The case is adjourned to 28.01.2008.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Tel. Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.

          


                     …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Seceretary,

Local Bodies, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.








                                ……Respondent






CC No. 1704 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Representative (Mr. Munish Kumar), of the Complainant.

Representative, (Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu, Joint Secretary) of the           Respondent.

---



The Complainant is represented by Mr. Munish Kumar.  He has submitted an application dated 04.01.2008 signed by the Complainant saying he has received incomplete information, as no noting portion, progress report etc. have been supplied.
2

Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu, Joint Secretary, Local Government, says that point wise reply on all the four points raised in application dated 12.07.2007 will be supplied to the Complainant within one week.  Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu has also produced a letter written by Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sangrur, addressed to the Joint Secretary, Local Government Letter No. 3187/J dated 27.12.2007, a copy of the same is handed over to Mr. Munish Kumar and also placed on the record of the case.  
3.

The letter of the Executive Officer is self explanatory.  Respondent, Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu says that the copies of the CD will also be sent to the Complainant, Mr. Kamal Anand.
4.

I direct the Local Bodies Department to send suitable reply, alongwith a copy of the CD received from Municipal Council, Sangrur, to the Complainant within seven days from today.  






     ……2
-2-

(i)
The Respondent assures it will be done. Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu is willing to provide a copy of the CD immediately and has asked the Complainant to visit his office to get the same.  The Complainant has agreed to visit the office today.
The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Tel. Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.

          


                     …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Seceretary,

Local Bodies, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.






        ……Respondent
   CC No. 1705 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Representative (Mr. Munish Kumar), of the Complainant.


       Representative, (Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu, Joint Secretary) of the 


       Respondent.

---



The Respondent is represented by Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu, Joint Secretary, Local Government.  The Commission makes available to him the original application of the Complainant dated 12.07.2007 alongwith a copy of the orders passed by another bench in CC-777/2006 dated 07.05.2007.  
2.

In the order dated 07.05.2007, a copy of which was sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, it was stated that he may issue instructions/guidelines to all Executive officers for maintaining proper record, including the case history of the roads/areas falling in their respective jurisdiction.  


The Complainant now wants to know from the Public Information Officer of the office of Principal Secretary of the Local Bodies what action has been taken on the order dated 07.05.2007. 
3.

 Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu states that whatever action has been taken or will be taken, a copy of the same will be sent to the Complainant within fifteen days from today.  

The case is adjourned to 28.01.2008 for confirmation.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

K.N. Dua,

1-B/71, NIT(one),

Faridabad.

          


   


 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.








                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1737 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    None for the Complainant.


     Representative, (Mr. Harinder Singh, Supdt.) for the Respondent.

---



In this particular case, the Respondent vide a fax message on 20.12.2007 had stated that this case be viewed in the light of the order passed by another bench of the Commission in CC-105-2007 dated 19.04.2007.

2.

A perusal of the case CC-105-2007 reveals that it is similar to CC-274-2007.  That case was disposed of on 11.05.2007 and CC-105-2007 was disposed of on 27.04.2007.  

3.

The information sought in all the three cases is the same.  In the instant case, the Respondent, Mr. Harinder Singh, Public Information Officer, produced before me a letter sent to the Complainant in response to his query that “can money deposited for one scheme be utilized by the Improvement Trust for another scheme for allotment of plot as LDP?”  Inter alia, the letter No.9925, dated 31.12.2007 to the Complainant says that money thus deposited cannot be used for another scheme for allotment of plot as LDP.

As such, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Rattan Lal Goyal,

Advocate, on behalf of Sh. Som Chand Katia,

R/o 2766, St. No. 03,
Nam Dev Marg,

Bathinda.

          


   


             …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal  Corporation,

Bathinda.








                                  ……Respondent






  CC No. 1745 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    None for the Complainant.

Representative, (Mr. Kamal Kant Goyal, Executive Officer) of the 


                Respondent.

-----



The Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Officer, Mr. Kamal Kant Goyal, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda, says copies of as many as 8 notices issued between 1.03.1977 and 24.08.2007 have been sent to the Complainant.  These were demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated 24.08.2007;

2.

The Respondent further says that the information asked for is as old as 31 years and all efforts were made to trace the record to make the demanded notices available to the Complainant.  
3.

In a written submission, No. 3680/w dated 13.12.2007, the Public Information officer says that if any more notices are found, the same will be sent to the Complainant.
4.

I direct the Public Information Officer to submit an affidavit that all efforts have been made to scrutinize the 31 years old record and if more notices are found, these will also be sent to the Complainant.  This affidavit be sent to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission, within seven days from today.


The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mewa Singh,

Village-Sandhawa,

Block Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.                 


   


         …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development,

Punjab, Chandigarh.








                           ……Respondent






CC No. 1751 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Representative (Kewal Singh) for the Complainant.


     Representative, (Mr. Prabhjit Singh, Steno.) of the Respondent.

---



Mewa Singh, Complainant, is not present. He has sought adjournment of this case since he has to appear in the Court of Sr. Sub Judge Harbans Dass at Gurdaspur.  
2.

Mr. Kewal Singh, who has appeared on his behalf, does not carry any authority letter from the Complainant. 
3.

 The Complainant on 05.09.2007 had sought information from the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Gurdaspur, under the Right to Information Act, 2005. He demanded certified copy of the enquiry report dated 23.07.2007 against ex-Sarpanch, Smt. Mohinder Kaur of village Sandhwa.


At the last date of hearing on 30.11.2007, representative of the Respondent, Prabhjit Singh, handed over a copy of the enquiry report against Mrs. Mohinder Kaur, ex-Sarpanch to Mr. Mewa Singh.  The order had also directed that Mr. Mewa Singh could visit the office of Mr. Prabhjit Singh on 11.12.2007 at 10.00 am and go through the record if any additional documents are needed. 

 Both Kewal Singh and Prabhjit Singh averred that relevant file was inspected on 11.12.2007 and Complainant had got as many as 40 pages of documents.
….2
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4

A copy of the enquiry report in question was handed over to Mr. Mewa Singh in my presence on 30.11.2007.  Subsequently, he had also obtained another 40 pages that he had identified in the office of Mr. Prabhjit Singh. Respondent says that whatever record is available, copies of the same have been given to the Complainant and there is nothing more on record to give. 
5.

 There is also a signed letter of Mr. Mewa Singh, dated 11.12.2007, wherein, he has acknowledged the receipt of 44 pages of information he had sought.

The case stands disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,




             State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 04, 2008.

