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

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Sh. 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, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Thales 



alongwith Smt. Paramjit Kaur, PIO for the respondent-department.









ORDER



Inspite of the clear directions issued by the Commission vide its order dated 30.11.2007, nobody has appeared from the office of Director Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh.  The District Education Officer, Sangrur has also not appeared The DPI has also not bothered to depute anybody on its behalf to explain the position.  The Commission takes  serious view of the same.  It is the basic responsibility of the public authority that the information is provided to the complainant/appellant without any delay. The Right to Information Act, 2005 fixes the responsibility of the public authority to furnish the information within the stipulated period.   However, as a Nodal Authority, they put that PIO should be responsible for collecting the information and supplying the same to the complainant/appellant though the PIO performs this function on behalf of the public authority.  The Public authority cannot escape from his responsibility. 

2.

Taking the above aspect in view, the Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the information.  The District Education Officer, Sangrur has also failed in discharging his duties and carrying out Commission’s orders.  He should also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Last opportunity is being given to the Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh for putting up his explanation if any

3.

This is the last chance and if nobody appears on the next date of hearing, action will be taken without giving any future chance.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 2.5.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
CC

1.
The Public Information Officer o/o the Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab,
Chandigarh.

2.
The District Education Officer, Sangrur. 

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

Shri Ram Kumar s/o Sh. Chanan Ram,

r/o Near Andarala Dera, Tappa, District Barnala. ______________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Tappa (Barnala).




________________ Respondent

CC No.  1035 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Parveen Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As the asked for information relates to third party, it cannot be supplied to the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Ashok Kumar Sahejra,

#B-1/2145, Mohalla Jattan, Old Rajpura,

District  Patiala.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the o/o the Municipal Council, Rajpura.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  220    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar Sahejra complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Deep Sharma, Advocate PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Asked for information which is for the period from April, 2007 to August, 2007 has been supplied to the complainant.  It is observed that there are minor typing or otherwise omissions such as area sprayed has not been clearly identified and it is mentioned that spray was done in Ward No.25.  Total area where the spray took place be identified and intimated to the complainant.  Shri Kamal Deep Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Public Information Officer will ensure that the correct information is supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 9.5.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Karam Singh, r/o S.C.O. No.11,

Scheme No.11, Hoshiarpur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Hoshiarpur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  221 of 2008

Present:-
Shri Karam Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Shamsher Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Mukand Lal 


Sharma, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant which is available with the respondent-department is to be put into proper words explaining the factual position for the satisfaction of the complainant. Shri Shamsher Singh PIO has agreed to do the needful. Information speaking the facts may be provided within 7 days from today.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 9.5.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Chaman Lal Jain

c/o Vishan Sanitory Store, Loha Bazar, 

Dhuri, District Sangrur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Dhuri, District Sangrur._______________ Respondent

CC No.  242 of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Subhash Gupta, Executive Officer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Jaspal 


Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information originally sought vide complainant’s letter dated 26.12.2007 stands supplied except a part of information which is to be obtained from the Public Works Department.  Shri Subhash Gupta was directed to issue notice u/s 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for supply the required information to which Shri Gupta agreed to do the same.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 9.5.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Som Chand Katia,

Managing Director, Sepal Hotels Pvt. Ltd.,

Bathinda.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Bathinda.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  260    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Mohinder Kataria, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Mohinder Kataria appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 9.5.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri B.Bhardwaj, Vice President,

Commercial Welfare Association,

Nagra Building Complex, Zirakpur-Chandigarh Road,

NH-21, Zirakpur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Notified Area Committee,

Zirakpur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  302   of 2008

Present:-
Shri Ram Paul on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gopal Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands provided, case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Pritam Saini (Advocate),

H.No.1219, Sector 44-B, Chandigarh.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Zirakpur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  306    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Rajnish Narula, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Tilak Raj, Sub-Divisional Officer for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rajnish Narula, Advocate appearing on behalf of the complainant states that complainant want to know  as to whether streets of Sarv Mangal Enclave are public streets or not.  Shri Tilak Raj, Sub Divisional Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent-department clarified that it is a public street, which is being maintained and lighted by Municipal Council, Zirakpur.  Shri Tilak Raj was instructed that this information may be given in writing to which he has agreed.  He was directed to give in writing today itself.  Since it has been admitted that information will be delivered today, case stands disposed of accordingly.  However, it is clarified to Shri Tilak Raj, SDO that if any violation is found, action will be taken for attempting to mislead to the Commission.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Shamsher Singh Nagra, 

H.No.78. Narotam Nagar,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Khanna.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  50    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Shamsher Singh Nagar, complainant in person.



Shri Gurmit Singh, Work Munshi alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk 


on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Asked for information has been supplied though with some delay.  The Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Khanna will ensure that such delay do not occur in future.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



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

Shri Sohan Lal Aggarwal,

Rama Nand Street, Main Bazar, Ferozepur City.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Ferozepur.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  54    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Sohan Lal Aggarwal complainant in person.



Shri Vikash Dhawan, Inspector-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Banarsi Dass, 


Junior Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Property in question was owned by Jaswant Rai Aggarwal and Sons according to the record of 1968.   According to the complaint in one shop 1/3 share was given to Ram Kutia - a charitable institution, while the remaining property remained in their name.  Somehow, municipal record without having any documentary proof kept on changing the name from Jaswant Rai Aggarwal and Sons to Ram Kutia.  Mr. Vikas Dhawan, Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent-department could not produce any document on the basis of which the property was transferred from Jaswant Rai Aggarwal and Sons to Ram Kutia. Their only plea was that since 1968, the property is in the name of Ram Kutia and being a charitable institution, it was exempted from paying the property/house tax.  No documentary proof could be produced for changing the name.  They tried to pass the buck to the complainant by saying that if they had any documentary proof to show their ownership but the same could not be produced.  Shri Sohan Lal Aggarwal, complainant stated that there is a gift deed of 1909, which the respondent-department is not ready to consider.  When the ownership of a property is changed in the municipal record, it is by way of succession, purchase, gift, partition or donation and in the absence of these documents; the property cannot be transferred from one owner to another.  Information in question may be supplied stating the factual position within seven days from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.5.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
