STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vir Karan, S/O Sh. Om Parkash,

Principal, Sarswati vidya Mandir, Railway Road,

Fatehgarh Churian





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.
Chairman, Sarswati Educational Society (Regd.)

Jalandhar






.....Respondent.

MR No-21-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Vir Karan, Complainant in person.



Sh. Munish Bhardwar, Advocate, on behalf of the PIO.


Order:


 
In pursuance of the orders of this Court dated 7.11.07, the Counsel for the Respondent has filed an affidavit of his client dated 26.11.07 with a copy to the opposite party. It is observed that in this affidavit there is no explanation given on the earlier stand of the said Management, conveyed to the applicant also through an affidavit as per para 4 of the legal notice-cum-reply to the application given on 2.6.07. The Counsel seeks time for filing an additional affidavit, which is granted. The additional affidavit may be filed with copy to the opposite party under due receipt from him within a week and then the case will be taken up.



Adjourned to 12.03.2008.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Ramesh Sharma

#15/300, 50feet,

Pathshalla Road, Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Distt. Education Officer (Sec.)

Sangrur.






.....Respondent.

CC No-33-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Chand Sharma on behalf of the complainant Smt. 


Ramesh Sharma.



Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh the then Distt. Education Officer-


cum-Inquiry Officer for the PIO.



Sh. Pawan Kumar-cum-APIO, DEO, Sangrur.



Sh. Jagjit Inder Singh the then Deputy DEO-cum-PIO (retd.)

Order:

Sh. Pawan Kumar has presented a letter dated 15.01.2008 from the PIO-cum-DEO Sangrur, requesting for exemption due to pressing circumstances, which is granted.  Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sharma has sent letter dated 09.01.2008 with annexures P-1 to P-4 which is a replication to the explanations filled by Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh the then DEO-cum-Inquiry Officer, now Principal DIET Jagraon and Sh. Jagjit Inder Singh the then DEO (Retd.).  He is directed to supply a copy alongwith all the annexures to the PIO and the other three respondents. In compliance with the order of this Commission.  Sh. Pawan Kumar has produced three official files on 07.01.2008 as required by the Commission.  He had also been told to give an index with list of documents and page nos. for the facility of the Commission.  Sh. Ramesh Sharma was permitted to inspect the file today and he inspected them to his satisfaction.  However, upon perusal they have once again been found to be incomplete since the noting portion of all three files is not available and neither is the correspondence part is complete, which has been explained to the Supdt.-
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cum- APIO and he has been directed to give the full files with index.  The list of date and events should also be prepared.  To come up on 05.03.2008

-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

#175, Sector 45-A, Chandigarh.









......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o PUDA, Phase –VIII,  Mohali


.....Respondent.

CC No-315-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the PIO, PUDA, Mohali.



Sh. Gulshan Kumar, Supdt. GAMADA



Sh. S.K Goyal, APIO-cum-Supdt. GAMADA.

Order:



On behalf of GAMADA, a letter dated 12.12.07 addressed to the PIO-cum-Divisional Engineer C-1, GAMADA, Mohali, a copy of which has been endorsed to Sh. Jaswant Singh through National Consumer Awareness Group, #175, Sector 45 A, Chandigarh as well as to his individual address has been presented, and may be placed on record.  This brings the information sought by the complainant upto date.

2. 

It is noted that the notification containing full information about Authorities notified under the RTI Act by the PUDA (now including for GAMADA) have still not been produced before the Commission in spite of repeated written directions to do so contained in its previous orders.

3.

It is observed that the PIO has not filed compliance report of order of the Commission delivered to him on 28.11.2007.

4.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate presented his power of Attorney on behalf of Sh. Hardev Singh, PIO, PUDA and requested for an adjournment, so that he could study the file etc. before making the representation in the matter in respect of the penalty imposed.  He stated that in spite of there being no provisions under the Act for Review, yet he felt that after the full facts were 
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brought to the notice of the Commission, it would be appreciated that the matter required reconsideration.  Counsel was told to state in writing whatever he wants  to say, where after it would be considered keeping in view the law and precedent if any.  Adjourned to 12.03.08.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. M.K.Jinsi,

# 308-B, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Near Railway Crossing, Zirakpur.


......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.
Sub Divisional Magistrate, Derabassi.


.....Respondent.

CC No-925-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. M.K.Jinsi, complauinant in person and



Sh. R.C.Bawa, for the complainant.



Sh. Sohan Lal Bhumbak, PIO-cum-SDM, Derabassi.

Order:


 
In compliance with para 3 of the order of the Commission dated 13.11.07, the PIO-cum-SDM is present in person. The SDM has stated that in his reply dated 10.10.07, given to the applicants by him, the answer to question no. (a) may be read as “yes”.  The SDM stated that it was not possible to state who had been appointed Competent Authority u/s 15 of the PAPRA Act. He has already made a reference to the State Government in the Department of Housing and Urban Development to clarify this point as no such notification is available with him to show that he is the Competent Authority for that action.  In view of that he has not brought with him the file in respect of the particular builder as per the directions in para 4 of the Commission’s order dated 13.11.07.

2.

It is observed that the order dated 13.11.07, para 3, last lines are hereby amended and should be read as “However, the intention of the applicant is to know whether the builder has been made to take any of the steps which it was mandatory for him to take as per the provisions of section 15 of the PAPRA Act as read with the provisions of the Punjab Apartments Ownership Act 1995”.  It may be treated amended accordingly. However this intention can better be translated into Action by making a representation to the Competent Authority in 
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the Executive in this case the Principal Secretary, Deptt of Housing and urban Development, who could take the necessary action to spur the official designated for the same to do the needful.

3.

Today the applicants have clarified that they have made large no. 

of applications to the Competent Authority (SDM) under the Punjab Apartments Ownership Act 1995, the last being in October 07 and 3rd January 08 requesting for the urgent transfer of the apartments in the name of the individuals as per provisions of the Act, but were not receiving any reply and no action has been taken on that.  The SDM stated that they should visit his office and he would sort out their problem after looking into their applications which are not the part of the present application under the RTI Act.  In any case the powers for the same are squarely with the SDM who is the Competent Authority under section 32 of the Punjab Apartment Act 1995.  In consultation with the Commission he has fixed the date of 21st January at 10.00 A.M for this purpose.  With this the matter is disposed of.









Sd/- 








  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejinder Singh

#133, Kasturba Road

Rajpura






......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Public Instruction (S)

SCO-
95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

.....Respondent.
CC No-951-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Talwinder Singh, PIO-cum-Sr. Asstt. O/O DPI (S) pb., for the 


PIO.





Sh. D.S.Chatrath, Supdt. Grade-II, O/O Secy. School Education 


Pb, 

Order:

In pursuance of the directions in para 2 of the order dated 11.12.2007, the Supdt. office of the PIO, Secretary School Education, Punjab  has presented the photostat copy of the proof of the dispatch register showing letters sent through registered post and bearing the stamp of the post office on 16.05.2007 and 05.12.2007. Sh. Tejinder Singh complainant who had also been given one more opportunity to appear has also not appeared and therefore, it can be safely said he is satisfied with the information.  The case is hereby disposed of.  

-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejinder Singh

#133, Kasturba Road

Rajpura






......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Public Instruction (S)

SCO-
95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

.....Respondent.
CC No-952-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Talwinder Singh, PIO-cum-Sr. Asstt. for the PIO office of the 


DPI (S)



Sh. D.S.Chatrath, Supdt. Grade-II, O/O Secy. School Education 


Pb.

Order:

Sh. Talwinder Singh has produced the attested photostat copy of the dispatch register vide which the registered letter containing No. 2758 dated 19.11.2007 was sent to Sh. Tejinder Singh.  Sh. Tejinder Singh also not appeared despite due notice for today’s hearing. The matter is hereby disposed of today or read with order dated 11.12.07.   

-Sd-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


16.01. 2008.

