STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar, S/O Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




Complainant






Vs.
1.
PIO, O/O Director, Local Bodies, Juneja Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

2.
PIO, O/O, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Malerkotla.









Respondent

CC No. 92  of 2006:
Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person.



Sh. Ved Parkash Singla, PIO-cum-E.O.,M.C.Malerkotla.



Sh. Vikas Uppal, APIO-cum-Inspector, MC Malerkotla.


Order:

After the last date of hearing on 5.12.2007 Sh. Sushil Kumar has written another letter to the Commission dated 30.1.08 without copy to the PIO. He states that he has also sent registered letter dated 6.2.08 which is not on the file and should be placed on the file.  Copies of both letters may be supplied to the PIO. The PIO should respond and give a written report with regard to orders passed on 5.12.07.


Adjourned to 9.4.2008.








            Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar, S/O Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 
Malerkotla







......Respondent

CC No. 376  of 2006:
Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person.



Sh. Ved Parkash Singla, PIO-cum-E.O.,M.C.Malerkotla.



Sh. Vikas Uppal, APIO-cum-Inspector, MC Malerkotla.


Order:

With reference to application dated 17.4.06 of Sh. Sushil Kumar under the RTI Act in which he had asked for information on 4 points, the applicant has confirmed that he had received full information on point No. 1-4 except the portion in point No. 1 which concerns the action taken on the resolution No,. 23/571 dated 17.8.01. In this connection he had already been told that no action was taken on that resolution due to the stay imposed by the Deputy Director. However, thereafter a long exercise ensued in which it was found that deliberately wrong and misleading information had been given to the applicant earlier, which had been pointed out in order of the Commission dated 15.11.06.  2.
The matter revolves around the action/no action taken on resolution No. 23/571 dated 17.8.01. According to the applicant, a copy of the resolution was required to be forwarded by the Municipal Council to the Deputy Director Local Government as well as to the Director Local Government and copies had been sent to both. Thereafter, according to him, approval had been received from the Director since the proceedings were confirmed, but the Deputy Director had stayed the resolution No. 23/571 amongst other resolutions. There was some dispute also about which were the resolutions in respect of which objection had been made and which had been approved. The information supplied vide letter dated 8.9.06 had been found to be false and misleading. The PIO was given an opportunity to show cause why proceedings u/s 20(1) be not initiated against him. He has not yet given any explanation and the matter is still under consideration. Neither  has he filed any report today regarding the action taken  against Sh. Harjinder Singh, who he had stated earlier, was found to be responsible for misleading the Commission. 

3.
As for Sh. Sushil Kumar, he is still not satisfied and has pointed out many discrepancies in the information supplied and analyzed that certain papers are missing and certain papers are forged etc.  This Commission is not in a position to go into the authenticity of the papers. Sh. Sushil Kumar has admittedly inspected the complete file of plot No,. 13 and has taken copies of all the documents that he wishes to have. Now he states that he would like to see the noting in connection with the letter received from the Director and the noting regarding different communications made by the Director/Dy. Director in connection with these cases from time to time. 

4.
 It is observed that this case cannot be dragged on indefinitely and the request made for more and more documents not earlier specified, under the garb of getting information about action taken on the resolution No. 23/571 dated 17.8.01cannot be entertained. The applicant has already received the information which was on the file. In case he now wants the specific documents, he should make a separate application giving the details of documents required. He can ask for full file to be inspected in the application made by him in future. No further document can be supplied to him with reference to his application dated 17.4.06 as all of them, available on record, had already been seen by the applicant and I can not permit the roving and fishing to continue indefinitely,

4.
Armed with the documents and information  which he has got from the authorities under the RTI  Act in respect of application dated 17.4.06, Sh. Sushil Kumar may, if advised,  approach the Competent Authority in the Executive for redressal of his perceived grievances or the courts as may be advised. 

5.
To come up for consideration of the written explanation, if any,  filed by the PIO-cum-EO, MC Malerkotla as well as for the status report of the action taken against Sh. Harjinder Singh, Clerk.  Adjourned to 9.4.2008.







Sd/- 







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008

(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gupal Krishan Duggal,

S/O Sh. Haarbans Singh, Sewadar, 

Mandir Shri Gru Bhai Mool Chand Ji Maharaj,

VPO Dhanaula, The & Distt. Barnala.



Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.


.....Respondent

CC No. 532 of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Manmohan Singh, APIO-cum- Naib Tehsildar,Dhanaula.



Sh. Major Singh,Clerk, O/O Sub Tehsil, Dhanaula.


Order:

In accordance with the orders passed on 28.11.07, the APIO has produced a letter dated 19.2.08 with   (87 pages) information duly indexed and numbered and arranged against each of the point in the application dated 25.1.07 made to the office of FCR which also satisfies the application dated 5.12.06 made to the address of Chief Officer empowered under the RTI Act District Barnala. 

2.
Today, I have gone through the papers which have been systematically arranged by the APIO with great efforts. The information is complete according to the APIO. It had already been given earlier also. However, additional information has been given with respect to the latest order of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh for different writs filed by the different parties. Sh. G.K.Duggal was present on the last date of hearing and he knew that this information required by him was to be provided to him today. Since Sh. G.K.Duggal, complainant has not come today, the Naib Tehsildar is hereby directed to give him full information tomorrow and to fax the receipt to the Commission after which the case will be disposed of. A full set of information (87 pages) has also been placed on the record of the Commission.

3.
On 22.2.08, the complainant had come to the office of Commission and told the Personal staff that he was under the impression that the date of hearing 
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is 21st February. He has also handed over the receipt of the full information supplied to him by the Naib Tehsildar on 21.2.2008, in the Commission’s office.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain,

# 372/R, Model Town Ludhiana.




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Distt. Education Officer(S), Ludhiana.

.....Respondent

CC No. 564  of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain, complainant in person.

Sh. Jasbir Singh, Principal, SDP Sr.S.School, Ludhiana-cum-PIO.

None for the PIO O/O DEO(S) Ludhiana.


Order:

This case has been called 3 times but none has appeared on behalf of the DEO(S), Ludhiana. On the last date of hearing it had been seen that the Management of the School had provided all the proceedings from the year 2001 onwards whereas the relevant period required by the applicant was from the year 1995 upto 2000, the period when he was illegally suspended and later dismissed by the Management. Certain directions had been issued in para 2-4 of the orders dated 9.1.08 to the PIO of the  Management as well as to the DEO(S) Ludhiana for making all out efforts to get the information supplied to Sh. Tarsem Lal from all the sources. I found that the case has not moved further from the last date of hearing i.e. 9.1.08 despite clear directions. Neither Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, DEO(S) Ludhiana, who had been issued show cause notice u/s 20(1) by name nor Sh. Jasbir Singh, officiating Principal-cum-PIO of the said school, who was present in the Court and had been issued similar notice, have filed any written explanation, as directed. None either of them have explained what efforts, if any, they have made in accordance with para 2-4 of the orders dated 9.1.08. Sh. Jasbir Singh, Principal has requested for further time as he stated that he has not received the copy of the order. It is observed that he was fully aware of the order since it was dictated in his presence. However, on his request a further date is given. However, in the case of DEO(S) Ludhiana, neither she has cared to be present today, not has sent any written communication nor any explanation in response to the show-cause-notice issued vide order dated 9.1.08 dispatched on 8.1.08, despite adequate and due notice. It is, therefore, clear that she has noting to say in the matter. She is therefore, now given an opportunity for personal hearing as provided u/s 20(1) proviso thereto of the Act, in case she has anything to say. She is directed to file a written explanation also as oral submission shall not be entertained.

Adjourned to 2.4.2008.








  

Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar S.O Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O Director, Local Govt.,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent

CC No. 600 of 2007:

Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person.



Sh. Bhajan Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Director, Local Govt..



Sh. Surmakh Singh, Sr. Asstt. On behalf of the PIO.


Order:

Sh. Bhajan Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Director, Local Government has reported compliance of order dated 5.12.2007 by finally withdrawing letter dated 10.10.07 and he has stated that it is not necessary to issue any other letter in its place.

Adjourned to 9.4.2008.










Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Des Raj, # 65-C, Phase I,

Urban Estaste, Bathinda.





Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Estate Officer, Urban Estate, Bathinda.

.....Respondent

CC No.844 of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Pirthi Singh,  PIO-cum-E.O., PUDA, Bathinda.

Sh. Hem Raj Mansal, Sr. Asstt. Dealing hand, now O/OBathinda Development Authority. 


Order:

A letter dated 13.2.08 has been received from the complainant, with enclosures (5 pages). Sh. Des Raj has obviously not endorsed a copy of this to the PIO, which he should have done. He has also requested for another date of adjournment. The PIO has no objection. Photocopy of the full file has been given to the PIO also.


Adjourned to 26.3.08.










Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, # 382, Block-B,

Dasmesh Nagar, Naya Gaon, Distt. Mohali.


Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kharar.


.....Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Devinder Singh Clerk, O/O SDM Kharar, on behalf of the PIO.


Order:

In compliance of the order dated 18.12.07, a proof of the speed post of having sent the material to the applicant on the same date i.e.18.12.07 has been produced. The complainant was not present on the previous occasion but a copy of the order dated 18.12.07 had been sent to him on 8.1.08. Therefore, in case he had still not received the information as directed in the order, he would have appeared today. Since he has not appeared despite due and adequate notice, it is presumed that information has been received by him. With this, the matter is hereby disposed of with today’s order as read with earlier order dated 18.12.07 of the Commission.







           Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Navneet Kumar, S/O Sh. Baldev Raj,

# 10E, Police Line Colony,

Opp. Bus Stand, Gurdaspur.




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Director of Public Instructions(S)

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


.....Respondent

CC No. 1094. of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Ram Sarup, Clerk, on behalf of the PIO.


Order:

The case could not be taken up as the Court time is over. Adjourned to 2.4.2008.











Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jasbir Singh (Journalist)




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Sub Divisional Magistrate (West)Ludhiana.
.....Respondent

CC No. 1157/07:

Present:
None for the complaint.


Sh. S.M.Sharma, PIO-cum-SDM (West), Ludhiana

Order:

Sh. S.M.Sharma, SDM (West) who is present in the Court today seeks an adjournment, which is granted. Even otherwise the applicant has also vide his letter dated 5.2.08 requested that he would not be in a position to attend the Court today and had asked for an adjournment. 

The case is hereby adjourned to 26.3.08.







        

Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

20.2.2008
(Ptk.)

