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 the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1069  of 2007

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



Shri K.S. Kahlon, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for in this complainant is similar to that of CC-786/2007 wherein it was clearly mentioned that the information relates to third party.   It is stated that M/s C.D. Opticians has not made any encroachment as per information dated 11.5.2007.  However, in November 2007, APIO of the respondent-department had admitted and had given in writing that there has been unauthorized encroachment made by M/s C.D. Opticians.  As the information stands supplied, the purpose of Right to Information is served. It is not in the jurisdiction of the Commission to give a direction in regard to redressal of any grievance or setting-right any mistake cropped in.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Rangi Lal Kaura s/o Sh. Hari Chand Kaura,

 St. No.5, Gulmohar Nagar, Amloh Road, Khanna, 

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Khanna (Ludhiana).




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1076  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Sunil Verma, Accountant-cum- PIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Sunil Verma appearing for the respondent-department has produced a letter signed by the complainant wherein it is stated that he has received the information. As such, the case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri S.S. Phull, St. No.9, Kishanpura,

Outside Nabha Gate, Sangrur.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1123 of 2007

Present:-
Shri S.S.Phull complainant in person alongwith Shri Kamal Anand.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



About 15 years back, Improvement Trust, Sangrur had acquired a piece of land upon which   some shops had been constructed.  After developing the area, it was handed over to the Municipal Council, Sangrur. In front of the shops, there was a corridor of 7.5 feet width which was lateron   encroached upon by some shopkeepers and shutters were put by them at the end of the corridors and virtually encroached upon the entire corridor.  Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO appearing for the respondent-department states that he has no record/information when such encroachment was made. Even through it has now came to their notice but no action has been initiated  against the shopkeepers so far.  He further stated that the Improvement Trust, Sangrur had not furnished the sketch plan.  On the other hand, the stand taken by the Improvement Trust, Sangrur is that the developed area was handed over to the Municipal Council, Sangrur and a copy of the sketch plan was supplied to the complainant.  

2.

In the absence of any record, it is not known what action is being proposed to get the place vacated.  This Commission is not concerned with the future action to be taken by the respondent-department.  However, it should be given in writing to the complainant that the shopkeepers have unauthorizedly encroached upon the corridor including the area under their illegal possession.  Thereafter, the complainant will be free to approach the appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance.  Shri Rajpinder Singh promised that he will furnish the necessary letter/information to the complainant within 15 days.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008.   

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Gurinderpal, Advocate, Ward. No.1,

Opp. Primary School, Harari Road, Kartarpura Basti,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur





________________ Respondent

CC No.  1124 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



Information in question has not been provided to the complainant so far.  Shri Rajpinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department is instructed to provide the same to the complainant without any further delay.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Kirti Pal, #497, Gali No.5, 

Sant Attar Singh Nagar, Barnala Road,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1125 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



This case is similar to that of CC-1124/2007.  Accordingly, both these cases are linked.  Adjourned to 24.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Sukhwinder Singh,

Advocate, #430, Khalifa Bagh, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1126  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kamal Anand on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



Information provided to the complainant contains a sketch plan which is roughly hand drawn and not in scale.  Shri Rajpinder Singh is instructed to provide a well-drawn sketch plan as per scale within 15 days from today to which he promised to do so.    The case stands disposed of accordingly.  

2.

It is pleaded by Shri Kamal Anand appearing on behalf of the complainant that records of Municipal Councils/Corporations are not being maintained as per guidelines provided in the Municipal Act, 1911.  In an earlier case, it has come to the notice of the Commission that road-history was not available and a certificate to that effect was provided.  Even today in CC-1123/2007, similar problem was experienced and representative of the respondent-department states that no such record is available.  I think it is high time when higher authorities should look into this problem and ensure that record is properly maintained as provided in the Municipal Act, 1911.  

3.

Copy of this order be sent to the Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Chandigarh and Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh for taking appropriate action in the matter. 

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

CC

1. The Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Chandigarh 

2. Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manmohan Singh #324, Harinder Nagar,

Patiala.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1141 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Manmohan Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent-department. Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Kanwaljit Singh Sidhu,

#237-H, B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1142 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri K.S. Kahlon, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant relates to third party, which need not be provided to him without its concurrence.  However, this information is stated to have already provided.  In these circumstances, this Commission can do nothing.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri TejinderSingh (Journalist), 

P.B. No.361, Head Post Office, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1162 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri K.S. Kahlon, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Shri K.S. Kahlon appearing for the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. Neither the complainant nor anybody on his behalf is present. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.3.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Rajinder Singh #3698,

Ambedkar Colony, Sector 56, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Director, Deptt. of Local Govt. Punjab, 

Chandigarh and another.


________________ Respondents

CC No. 1200 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri Chhinder Singh, APIO for the respondent-department 



alongwith Shri Ashok Pathania, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 


Municipal Council, Mohali.

ORDER



The complainant, Shri Rajinder Singh wanted that his case of promotion be considered as a person junior to him working as Chowkidar (Watchman) has been promoted.  The representatives of the department stated that for promotion of the said Chowkidar, a proposal was sent to the Government for creation of a post of Daftari, which has been turned down.  As such, the person is still working as Chowkidar.  It has been explained to the complainant that since there is no post for promotion, the question of his promotion to the post of Daftari does not arise.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

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

Shri Ravinder Kumar Mittal s/o 

Shri Hem Raj Mittal, Mall Road,

Goniana Mandi.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Goniana Mandi.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  683  of 2007

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Rajiv Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department.

Orders




Today, the case was fixed for confirmation. Since nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

February 15, 2008.

