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

Shri Ram Gopal s/o Shri Kartar Chand,

#1791, Mohalla Pakka Bagh, Rupnagar,

District Rup Nagar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Ropar.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 882  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Ram Gopal complainant in person.



Shri Jagrup Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Even if disclosure  of individual property may amount to third party information but the respondent-department should be able to furnish details of properties whose tax is pending with number of years and total amount due.  Shri Jagrup Singh appearing for the respondent-department says that required information will be collected and supplied to the complainant  within one month.  Request of Shri Jagrup Singh is accepted and he is directed to collect and supply the information to the complainant within one month. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Gurcharanjit, Advocate, Chamber No.626,

Lawyer Chambers, New Judicial Courts Complex,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 894 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

205-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 904 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Ghai, brother of complainant.



Shri Rajeev Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



The representative  of the respondent states that a messenger had delivered the bill in question to an  adult member  of  family of the complainant.  On the other hand,  Shri Rajinder Ghai appearing on behalf of the complainant says that no such bill was delivered  by the respondent department.   To avoid any further harassment to the complainant,  it is suggested that duplicate bill may be prepared and supplied to him within 10 days.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Satinder Sehgal, B-34/700,

Street No.5, Chander Nagar, Ludhiana.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D,

Sarabha Nagar, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.     _________ Respondent

CC No. 912 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

Opp. Guru Nanak Library, Kapurthala.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Kapurthala.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 913  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ajeet Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Tejinder Singh, Assistant Municipal 


Engineer-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information as asked for by the complainant stands supplied to him vide respondent-department’s letter dated 24.4.2007.  However, the complainant has asked for  additional  information  vide his letter dated 28.4.2007.

2.

It is made clear that the information which the complainant demanded  in his original requested has been provided to him.  Supplementary information is not  permissible under the provisions  of  Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

In view of the fact that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Paul Sharma, #809/2-A, 

Pran Nagar, Bindravan Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 918  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pardeep Kumar, Assistant Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO for the 


respondent-department.

ORDER


  Information about (c) and (d) stands supplied to the complainant.  However, information supplied to the complainant about  (a) and (b) has not been clearly spelt out.  .Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO is instructed to supply the information on the remaining points.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Paul Sharma, #809/2-A, 

Pran Nagar, Bindravan Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 919  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Paul Sharma, #809/2-A, 

Pran Nagar, Bindravan Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 920  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

#618, Lakkar Bazar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 921 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Smt. Bandana Rani w/o Late Shri Jagdish Kumar,

W. No.16, Railway Road, Sirhind-140406 (Pb.)  ______________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 934  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



Shri Jaswinder Singh, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



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

Shri R.K. Bhardwaj,

#1552, Sector 7-C, Chandigarh.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Estates Officer, Grate Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Building, Mohali.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1278 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri S.K. Goyal, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Iqbal Singh, 


Law Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO and Shri Gulshan 


Kumar Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is stated that information relating to plot-wise and sector/phase-wise has been prepared and will be sent to the complainant within a day or so. So far as name and address  of the allottees are concerned, the same cannot  be provided to the complainant. As agreed by the respondent-department, detail of plots which are lying vacant (without disclosing allottees’ name and address) may be supplied to the complainant forthwith.

2. In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 4, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
