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

Shri Balwant Singh s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh

Vill. Nandiali, P.O. Manakpura,

Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala. 

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Banur.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 697  of 2007

Present:
Shri Balwant Singh complainant in person.



Shri K.S. Sekhon, Advocate on behalf of Shri Sukhjinder Singh 


Sidhu,
Executive Officer alongwith Shri R.D. Sharma, APIO.

Orders



Shri K.S. Sekhon who  is appearing on behalf of Shri Sukhjinder Singh Sidhu, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Banut has not filed any authority letter/Vakalat Nama.  Shri R.D. Sharma, APIO is also present.  The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him   The complainant also  admits that he has received the information.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar s/o Shri Babu Ram,

#286, Ward No.14, Brahman Majra, Sirhind.

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Sirhind (Fatehgarh Sahib). 
________________ Respondent

CC No. 700 of 2007

Present:
Shri Mahesh Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-



Department.

Orders



Information asked for by the complainant relates to the property which was originally owned by Shri Gian Chand and Shri Bachna Ram both sons of Shri Jai Ram Sood and later on purchased  by him.  Shri Jaswinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the information has been supplied to the complainant but copies of the same   are not available with him  and as such he is unable to produce the same before the Commission. The complainant wants that  attested copies should be supplied to him. The PIO should  supply attested copies of the same and also produce a set of the same before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its perusal.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008..

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

Shri Parveen Kumar 

c/o Ashoka Oil & Flour Mills,

Opp. B.D.O. Office, Sirhind Mandi,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Sirhind Mandi (Fatehgarh Sahib).


________________ Respondent

CC No. 732 of 2007

Present:

Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.




Shri Jaswinder Singh Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-




Department.

Orders




Information asked for by the complainant at Sr. No.1 to 4 is vague and need not to be supplied.   The complainant, however, states that  information may be provided to him  for the last one year i.e. from 1.1.2007 onward.  Shri Jaswinder Singh will collect the necessary information and supply the same to the complaint within three weeks from today.  So far as  information at Sr. No.3 is concerned,  it relates to third party and need not to be supplied. 


Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008.  

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Parveen Kumar s/o Shri Gian Chand

c/o Ashoka Oil & Flour Mills,

Opp. B.D.O. Office, Sirhind Mandi,District Fatehgarh Sahib.______ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Sirhind Mandi (Fatehgarh Sahib).


________________ Respondent

CC No. 733 of 2007

Present:

Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.




Shri Jaswinder Singh Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-




Department.

Orders




Out of the five points, information on  4 points is stated to have been provided.  As  regards information about Sr. No.1, Shri Jaswinder Singh  promises  to supply the same within three weeks.  

2.


Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Amandeep Goyal c/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School, Rampura Phul (Bhatinda) _____________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul (Bhatinda)



________________ Respondent

CC No. 752 of 2007

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vijay Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Sawaran 


Singh, Jr. Assistant-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

Orders



Shri Vijay Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  The complainant has confirmed about the same on telephone.  

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly. 

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Rishab Kumar Jain c/o

Craze Boutique, Shop No.2, St. No.6,

K.C. Road, Barnala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Barnala.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 754 of 2007

Present:
Shri Rishab Jain, complainant in person.



Shri Ashwani Kumar, Inspector-cum-APIO for the respondent-



Department.

Orders



Shri Ashwani Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department states that the information applied for by the complainant  was not in the proforma as prescribed by the State Government.  It is clarified to him that once the Commission has taken cognizance of the same,  there is no need  for any proforma.   So the information is to be supplied to the complainant as per his application.   Shri Ashwani Kumar further states that necessary information will be supplied within three weeks.  Complainant can go through the same and if he is satisfied with that then he can intimate the Commission.

2. Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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 Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 763 of 2007

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-




Department.

Orders




Information asked for relates to third party and, therefore, it cannot be  supplied. 


  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Kamal Anand c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road, Sangrur.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 

Telephone Exchange Road, Sangrur.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 775 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Ajay Kumar, Clerk-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

Orders



Shri Ajay Kumar states that the information has been supplied.  He has presented a copy of the same.  Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Ravi Kumar, #102, Ghass Mandi,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 786  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Paul Sharma on behalf of the complainant.



Shri K.S.Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-



department.

Orders



Complainant is asking for information about another shop named M/s C.D. Opticians, which relates to third party about the encroachment.  Shri K.S. Kahlon made it clear that M/s C.D. Opticians which is a corner shop has not done any encroachment. 

2.

In view of the reply given by Shri Kahlon, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Gopal Singh, #35, Block XXXI,

St. No.1, Ravidaspura, Samrla Chowk,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 789 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.




Shri K.S.Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-



department.

Orders



A detailed reply has been sent to the complainant.  Case stands adjourned to 17.3.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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 Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 820 of 2007

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-




Department.

Orders




In this case, reply has been given by the respondent-department on 7.5.2007, as such case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri
Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#244-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



____   Respondent





      CC No.482 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.




Shri K.S.Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-



department.

Orders



This case is pending since long because a similar case No.AC-67/2007 was pending before the full bench for supply of Annual Confidential Reports.  In that case, the bench has decided that the copies of Annual Confidential Reports should be supplied.  Accordingly, Shri K.S. Kahlon, Public Information Officer is directed to supply the copies of the same to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Shri Om Parkash Goyal,

#1053, Sector 11, Panchkula.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Engineer (C-1),

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, Mohali.








________________ Respondent

AC No. 255 of 2007

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the respondent-department.

Orders



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate states that information stands provided on 4.1.2008 through registered letter.  According to him, the appellant is taking the plea that full information has not been provided to him.  He further states that let the appellant says specifically what information needs to be supplied so that corrective steps can be taken.  This submission made by Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate is valid and accepted.  Shri Om Parkash Goyal, appellant, who has not appeared for the last two hearings, should submit clearly deficiencies which are there.  Shri Balwinder Singh further states that besides this appeal, another appeal bearing No.AC-242/2007 is also pending before another bench headed by Shri Kulbir Singh, State Information Commissioner, even there he is not appearing.  Till next date of hearing, if nothing is heard from the complainant, final decision will be taken.  Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate also states that appellant may be asked to say the relevancy of the information required under Right to Information Act, 2005, there is no such norm laid.  Accordingly, this request is not accepted.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.

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

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

R/o Plot No.203, Haibowal, Diary Complex,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 238 of 2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.



Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO for the respondent-deptt.

Orders



Shri K.S. Kahlon has produced a  file.  A perusal of the same shows that it has been maintained haphazardly and not  according to the established procedure.  From the said file, it cannot be said  that  a copy of  note-sheet on the application of the complainant upto 4th January, 2007  and marked to the LO has been supplied to the complainant. It is also not clear as to what  happened thereafter.  Copy of the said  note-sheet,  duly attested by a gazetted officer with a certificate that this is the copy of the original note-sheet, should be supplied to the complainant.   It is made clear that the Commission is not concerned about  transfer of a  property or otherwise but is concerned only about the action taken on the application dated 8.11.2006 submitted by the complainant and also a  note-sheet where it  was dealt-with.  Copy of the said documents must be provided to the complainant as desired by him.

2.

As per order dated 20.8.2007, Shri Sanjeev Uppal, APIO was fined @ Rs.250/- per day and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was asked to recover the amount of fine from him.  However, the same is not forthcoming.  The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana should be present on the next date of hearing and  explain why the order dated 20.8.2007 has not been complied with so far.

3.

Shri K.S. Kahlon states that he has already submitted in this Commission  a copy of the reply alongwith reply of Shri Sanjeev Uppal, APIO.  The same are not available in the record of the Commission.  Copy of reply dated 14.9.2007 submitted by Shri Sanjeev Uppal has been produced today only.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 17.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

January 28, 2008.
