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

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Kansal Road, Backside DAV School, 

Maur Mandi (Bathinda)


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Maur Mandi (Bathinda).
________________ Respondent

CC No. 1056 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Raj Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
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 alongwith Shri R.C. Bawa.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of repeated   orders, PIO of the respondent-department is not cooperating. As such, this Commission has no  option but to direct the Public Authority i.e. Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh to  appear before the Commission  personally  and  explain his position and also  explain why his subordinates i.e. Public Information Officer and Assistant Public Information Officer  have failed to discharge their duties and  why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

As regards Shri Raj Kumar Mittal, Executive Officer, Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur  final decision will be taken on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 25.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
CC

1.
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local 
Government, Chandigarh
2.
Shri Raj Kumar Mittal, Executive Officer, Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur.

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

Shri Gopal Singh, #35, Block XXXI,

St. No.1, Ravidaspura, Samrla Chowk,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 789 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.




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


department.

Orders



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri
Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#244-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



____   Respondent





      CC No.482 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.




Shri Hartej Singh, Superintendent -cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

Orders



Shri Hartej Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that as per his knowledge copies of the remaining ACRs have been also supplied to the complainant.  Case stands adjourned to 25.4.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

R/o Plot No.203, Haibowal, Diary Complex,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 238 of 2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurtej Singh, Superintendent -cum-APIO for the respondent-deptt.

Orders



Shri Sham Lal Saini appearing on behalf of the complaint confirmed that information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him to his  satisfaction.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

2.

 As regards the question of review of decision about the fine imposed vide order dated 20.8.2007, the Commission has no power to review even its own order.  Hence, appeal for review of the orders of imposition of fine is rejected.  The  fine should be recovered from the officer concerned  and  compliance regarding recovery  of the same be reported  within four months from today.
(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o Shri Nohria Ram,

7742/5, Desi Mahman Dari,

Near Bus Stand, Patiala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1195 of 2007

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar complainant on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Court clerk for the respondent-deptt.

Orders



Information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to him so far. Even in pursuance of the order dated 4.1.2008, PIO of the respondent-department has also  not appeared to explain the position.  He will explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.  It is seen that instead of supplying the information properly and in time, Shri Rajinder Singh, Court Clerk has brought a copy of the information without supplying  the same to the complainant.  A copy of the same is handed over to the complainant who may go through the same and report if he is satisfied with the information supplied to him or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.3.2008,when the PIO shall be present in person.  The issue about action against the PIO will be decided on that date. 

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar s/o Dr. Shadi Ram Behl,

12, Guru Amar Dass Nagar, Near Verka Milk Plant,

Amritsar Bye Pass, Jalandhar City-144008.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar..



____   Respondent





      CC No.1084 of 2007

Present:
Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar complainant in person.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

Orders



Inspite of clear orders dated 4.1.2008 and 22.2.2008, Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has not appeared.  He is directed to supply the information point-wise as asked for by the complainant in his complaint dated 14.6.2007 with a copy to the Commission.  For wrong statement, Public Information Officer and Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO of the respondent-department will explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 25.4.2008.

 (R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 17, 2008.
CC

1. 
The Public Information Officer. 



Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

2.   
Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO


Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

