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:-
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit, Executive 


Officer Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent-department 

and Shri Harmel Singh Jhandhu and  Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER



Subsequent to filing of his original complaint dated 27.10.2006 and reply supplied by the respondent-department thereto; the complainant has submitted a representation today asking for some more information.  It is made clear that the Commission takes cognizance only of the original application/complainant and not of supplementary applications/complainants.  The record shows that the complainant has already been supplied the information by the respondent-department asked for by him according to his original complaint.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
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:-
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit, Executive 


Officer Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent-department 

and Shri Harmel Singh Jhandhu and  Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER



After submitting a complainant dated 26.10.2006-seeking information from the respondent department and reply given thereto by the respondent-department, the complainant has submitted further application today in which some more information has been sought.  It is made clear that the Commission takes cognizance only of the original application/complaint and not of supplementary application/complaint for additional information.  The record shows that the information sought by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent-department.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
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:-
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 



for the respondent-department and Shri Harmel Singh Jhandhu 




alongwith Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  The case of the complainant is that M/s Kochhar Land Developers had  applied for ‘no-objection certificate’  from  PUDA vide their letter dated 10.10.2005 which was issued to them on the same date i.e. 10.10.2005  with the condition that for water supply and sewerage connection,  a specified amount will be charged.  It is stated that basically it is the responsibility of PUDA authorities to complete the conditions regarding constructions of internal roads, streetlights and other public utilities etc. before the grant of approval.  It is further stated that PUDA authorities receive the specified development charges, a part of which is transferred to the concerned Municipal Body through the Director, Local Government, Punjab. In the instant case, respondent-department received Rs.72.00 lacs from the Directorate of Local Government Punjab though the proposed area of the colony was less than 10 acres.  The complainant seeks information as to how Rs.72.00 lac has been received/worked out.  However, the respondent-department has not supplied him the details about the amount received from the builder.  Such a detail should be supplied to the complainant immediately with a copy to this Commission.  

2  

On the remaining points, information is stated to have been supplied by the respondent-department though the complainant is not satisfied with the same.  The complainant has raised some new points on which he requires information. As per the policy followed by the Commission, the complainant can ask for the information as per his original application and no supplementary application/complainant is entertained for which he is required to submit a fresh application.  I refrain from commenting upon any irregularity etc. committed by the respondent-department in connivance with the builder in this case.  If the complainant feels that any irregularity has been committed by the respondent-department, he may take a legal recourse available to him under law by approaching an appropriate authority. As regards point No.1 above, necessary detail be supplied by the respondent-department.  

3 .

 The case is fixed for confirmation on 26.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Harvarinder Pal Pathak,

Ex-Municipal Councilor,

Shiv Shakti Body Builders, Sirhind-140406.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







____   Respondent

CC No. 1241    of 2007

Present:-
Shri  N.K. Sayal on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harmel Singh, Superintendent-cum- APIO  alongwith Shri 


Charanjit, Executive Officer, M.C., Sirhind for the respondent-


department.

ORDERS



It is unfortunate that complaints/applications dated 17.12.2005 and 30.12.2005 sent by the complainants are yet to be attended to by the respondent-department.  Shri Harmel Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that these applications/complaints were sent to the Deputy Director, Patiala/Ludhiana for report, which is still awaited.  Nearly two years have passed and the purpose of the complainant itself stands defeated.  Office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh should have monitored such reports closely and intimate the complainant about the fate of their letters/communications. In order to avoid such sort of instances, the Government decided to formulate the Right to Information Act, 2005 so that the public can come to know about the fate of their communication/letter sent to the department.  Shri Charanjit, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind appearing on behalf of the Deputy Director, Local Government, Ludhiana, has stated that the complainant is not here.  Under the Right to Information Act, the complainant is not required to be present and the department has to intimate to him about the action taken on his complaint.  PIO o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh may like to conduct an enquiry for the delay caused in attending to the original complaint of the complainant and take appropriate action against the defaulters and ensure that  reply is  given to the complainant/appellant  about the final action taken on his original complaint dated 17.12.2005 and 30.12.2005.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 26.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Sham Lal Goyal (District President),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

Mukatsar.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Mukatsar.




____   Respondent

CC No.  513    of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Goyal, complainant in person.



Shri Ramesh Kumar Sachdeva, Executive Officer, Municipal 



Council, Mukatsar alongwith Shri Jagdish Raj Chhabra, PIO 



for the
respondent-department.

ORDER



In compliance of the order dated 5.10.2007, the respondent-department has given the facts in writing.  A copy of this order   and also the order dated 5.10.2007  be sent to the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh  for taking  steps that all  the record  is  maintained up-to-date.  

2.

Case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.

CC



The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Sayal Street,

Sirhind.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.





____   Respondent

CC No.  555   of 2006

Present:-
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit, Executive 


Officer Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent-department 



ORDER



It is surprising that the order dated 5.10.2007 of this Commission, which was dispatched by the Head Office on 17.10.2007 has not been received by the respondent-department whereas the complainant has received the same. This creates a suspicion whether the respondent-department is not coming out with clear facts and wants to avoid the answer of questions raised by the Commission.  Final opportunity is being given to the respondent-department to give the reply of the queries raised by the Commission vide orders referred to above.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 26.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 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  Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Information is reported to have been supplied.  Case stands adjourned to 16.11.2007 for confirmation.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 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: 

Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Information stands supplied.  Case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 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: 

Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Information stands supplied and case stands disposed of accordingly.



 











( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.C. Bawa,

Flat No.15-G. New Generation Apartment,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.




________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 761 of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.C.Bawa complainant in person.



Shri Gautam, ATP-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-



department. 

ORDER



Information has been supplied; the complainant can go through the same.  Case to come up for confirmation on 14.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.C. Bawa,

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Main Secretariat,

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 765  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.C.Bawa complainant in person.



Shri Gautam, ATP-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Gautam Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondent-departments states that the whole information has been procured and attested/ authenticated copies of the same will be supplied within 10 days.   Reply should be specified and point-wise as asked for by the complainant in the original application dated 26.3.2007.  



2.

Case to come up for confirmation on 14.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Karamjit Singh s/o Shri Amrik Singh,

VPO Lubhana Teku, Tehsil Nabha, District Patiala._____________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Nabha, District Patiala.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  783  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Karamjit Singh. Complainant in person.




Shri Narpinder Singh, BDPO, Nabha for the respondent-



department.


ORDER




Record has been procured from the concerned Gram Panchayat and photocopies of the same had been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the Commission.  Complainant can go through the same.  Case is adjourned to 14.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Kumar s/o Shri Ram Rachhpal,

Committee Bazar, Raikot, District Ludhiana.  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Director, Local Government Department,

Patiala.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 807   of 2007

Present:-

Shri Satish Kumar,  complainant in person.




Shri Rajesh Gupta, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-




department.

ORDER




Information stands supplied as confirmed by Shri Satish Kumar, Complainant, 

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurdip Singh, 

Village Chomo, P.O. Adampur A/D,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Adampur, District Jalandhar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 840  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Satish Kumar, Clerk for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Satish Kumar states that information had since been supplied as confirmed by the complainant vide his letter dated 1.9.2007.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri R.K.Saini (President)

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15/G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Chief Town Planner,

Local Government Punjab,1-B, Sector 27, 

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.










____   Respondent

CC No.  382   of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



Mr. Gautam, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has received photocopies of the plan as asked for by him, which are not legible.  Shri Gautam, ATP-cum-APIO appearing for the respondent-department agrees to supply the copies of blue print within 10 days. 

2.

Case to come up on 14.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri R.K.Saini (President)

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15/G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

NAC, Zirakpur (Mohali)










____   Respondent

CC No.  315   of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the instant case, only plan as approved by the Chief Town Planner/ Senior Town Planner is to be supplied alongwith an affidavit.  Nearly a month has passed and instead of supplying the information Shri Rakesh Verma, Advocate has submitted an application that he is busy in the High Court and case may be adjourned.

2.

If the information had been supplied then there was no need of adjournment, I take a serious view of this on the part of the respondent-department in delaying the information.  Last opportunity is being given for supplying the information and they should explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

Case to come up on 14.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 2, 2007.

