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

Shri Prem Singh Grewal,

104, New Officers Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




____   Respondent

CC No.  827   of 2006

Present:-
Col. Prem Singh Grewal, complainant in person.



Shri G.S. Sarkaria, Advocate on behalf of  Shri Jaspal Singh, Superintendent 


alongwith Shri C.L. Sharma, Superintendent (Housing). 

ORDER



Mr. C.L. Sharma appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has submitted an application which has been taken on record of the Commission.   A copy of the same has also been handed over to the complainant for his perusal.

2.

Shri G.S. Sarkaria, advocate appearing  on behalf of Shri Jaspal Singh, Superintendent states that he has already filed a reply and his may, therefore,  be dispensed with. His request  is acceded to and he need not to be present unless so desired by his client.  He further states that the order of the Commission dated 5.11.2007 was received by them only on 13.12.2007 and  as such the direction to the Commissioner could not be carried out.   The same will now  be carried out.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 7.1.2008.





 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 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



The information asked for by the complainant  is stated to have been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant..  Case stands disposed of accordingly.





 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 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



The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to his satisfaction.  Case stands disposed of accordingly 





 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 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 alongwith Shri 



Mohinder Kumar, Tewari, Advocate.




Shri Narpinder Singh, BDPO, Nabha for the respondent-



department.


ORDER




Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him except detail of some of the shops.  Shri Narpinder Singh, BDPO, Nabha states that those shops may be under unauthorized occupation by the encroachers.   it was pointed out to him that if it was so, the complainant be intimated  about the same to which he agreed to do so. 

2.


Regarding shamlat land,  Shri Hoshiar Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the same has been auctioned and necessary details have been provided to the complainant.  He further states that to  the best of his knowledge, there is no encroachment on the said shamlat land.  In view of the statement made by Shri Hoshiar Singh, no further action is required.

3.


Case stands adjourned to 7.1.2008.





 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 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



Shri R.K. Saini complainant states that the plans supplied to him by  the respondent-department are not legible. 

2.

The PIO of the respondent-department should ensure that legible copies of the relevant plans  are supplied to the complainant within 10 days from today.  If  photo copies  from blue prints are not coming out properly, then service of a draftsman be utilized for preparing blue prints of the plans  Information  available on the record is to be supplied and not the  proposed/future action to be taken. 

3.

Case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 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.



Mr. Kuldeep Verma, Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information is yet to be supplied despite repeated assurances given by different people at different times.  This case is pending for last 7 months before the Commission and with the authorities concerned, it is pending for nearly a year. 

2.

Shri Kuldeep Verma states that within 5 days, they will provide the information regarding violation made by the builder.  He further explains  that this work could not be completed  earlier as the draftsmen who were put on this job were  ordered  by the  Deputy Commissioner for   conducting survey of identity cards.  This is nothing but a lame excuse.   As far as supplying the information, Shri Kuldeep Verma has stated that their advocate has made a wrong statement about submitting an affidavit about the violation made by the builder.  Firstly, engaging the advocate instead of supplying the information is nothing but causing a loss to the Notified Area Committee.   Since it is stated that the advocate had appeared without any remuneration, no action is being recommended about causing the loss.  Now Shri Kuldeep Verma appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that he has never authorized the advocate to give any statement about filing the affidavit, which was made by him.  He further states that violations which are compoundable, will be compounded and other which are not compoundable will be demolished.  Commission is not concerned in the compounding/demolishing about the violation; the job of the Commission is to help the complainant/appellant to get the information.  If there is any legality and corrective steps, if any, taken are to be mentioned.  

3.

Explanation of Shri Kuldeep Verma about delay in supplying the information is not satisfactory.  As such, I am convinced that this is a fit case, where fine has to be imposed @ Rs.250/- per day.  The date from which the fine is to be imposed will be decided on the next date of hearing i.e. 31.12.2007,  keeping in view if within 5 days, he supply the information or not.

4.

Commission in its order dated 24.8.2007 had recommended departmental action against Shri Sanjay Gupta to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Local Government Department and the result of that was to be communicated within 3 months.  So far, nothing has been heard from him.  A copy of this order may also go to the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Local Government to intimate the result of the action taken by him against Shri Sanjay Gupta.




 




( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

December 14, 2007.

CC:  The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.
