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

Shri Hardev Singh, Gali No.5,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk, Baba Farid Nagar,

Bhatinda.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Coucil,,

Batala.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  2349  of 2007

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant. 



(ii)
Shri Amardeep Singh, Inspector-cum-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)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Manmohan Kumar s/o Shri Telu Ram,

Resident of Village Jhinjri, Teshil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roop Nagar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.


____________ Respondent

AC No. 424  of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Mr. Manmohan Kumar complainant in person.



(ii)
None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information about ‘Gohar’ is yet to be provided.  The same should be provided within 10 days from today.  The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Anandpur Sahib, should personally appear before this Commission to explain the reasons for delay on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.7.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia 

Village Sahora Kandi,

P.O. Siperian, Tehsil Mukerian,

 Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)                               _________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Hazipur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 2300  of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Hardeep Singh, Superintendent o/o the Block Development 



and Panchayat Officer, Hazipur, on behalf of for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Neither the two letters dated 10.11.2006 and 4.12.2006, from the complainant, have been properly replied to nor the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Shri Kuldeep Singh has appeared before the Commission, inspite of specific directions.  Shri Kuldeep Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Hazipur should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information and for disobeying the orders of the Commission. The information sought by the complainant should be supplied in chronological order indicating that what record/noting has been done on different dates by different officials/officers, within 15 days from today.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.7.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

 Village Sahora Kandi,

P.O. Siperian, Tehsil Mukerian,

 Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)




_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsil Welfare Officer, 

DasuyaDistt. Hoshiarpur.




___________ Respondent

CC No. 2301  of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Tarsem Masih, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya, alongwith 



Smt. Pushpa, presently working as Tehsil Welfare Officer, 




Jalandhar, formerly Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya,on behalf of



the respondent-department.

ORDER



Sh. Tasem Masih joined as Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya, in March 2008. It is evident from the record produced by the complainant that a letter signed on 19.5.2008, was sent to the complainant on 5.6.2008 i.e. after a delay of 17 days.  The pleas taken by the Shri Masih was that the address of the complainant was not known, whereas all the proceedings of the Commission have been duly received by the respondent-department as well as by the complainant at complainant’s address.  The required information is yet to be prepared and supplied.  This indicates that there is a willful reluctance on the part of Shri Tarsem Masih in supplying the information and the same was the attitude of Smt. Pushpa.  Last chance is being given to them to supply the information within 15 days from today with a copy to the Commission..  They should also explain as to why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information and for not appearing before the Commission during the last three hearings. 

2.

It is further observed that complainant is unnecessarily being harassed for asking the required information; he should be compensated with a cost of Rs.500/- per hearing from today onward.

3.

The case stands adjourned to 21.7.2008, when both Shri Tarsem Masih, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya and Smt. Pushpa, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jalandhar, will appear before this Commission personally. 










 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Gobind Singh s/o Sh. Chanchal Singh,

Vill. Choudhary Wala (Naushehra Panuan),

Tehsil and Distt. Tarantarn.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Social Welfare Officer,

Tarantaran.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  2445   of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri Brahm Dutt on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



During the last three hearings held in this case, none has appeared on behalf of Tehsil Welfare Officer, Tarantaran, or District Welfare Officer, Tarantaran.  A letter dated 26.3.2008 from the respondent was received by the Commission that the grant has not been received so far for the last financial year.  A copy of letter dated 26.3.2008 has been handed over to the complainant. The grant for the current financial year must have been released by the Finance Department, Punjab, but there must be a lapse on the part of the Directorate, Social Welfare Department for releasing the grant.  The District Social Welfare Officer, Tarantaran, and the PIO from of the Office of the Director, Social Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh should personally appear before this Commission on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against them for not supplying the information and disobeying the orders of the Commission.  The complainant has already appeared three times and today is the fourth hearing; he is to be compensated with @ Rs.500/- per hearing from today onward.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.7.2008










 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh,

 Ward No.7,

Ralla Wala Takia, 

Vill. & P.O. Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  636    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Smt. Bimla Bhatia, Executive Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



This case was fixed for hearing today for confirmation of compliance. The complainant is not present and nothing contrary has been heard from him. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information supplied to him by the respondent.

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.
         



State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Ravinder Komal,

 22-B, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.





____________ Respondent

CC No.  667    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Ravinder Komal complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that information has been supplied, but the complainant states that he had not received the same. A copy of the information submitted to the Commission for its record by the respondent has been handed over to the complainant.

2.

Information about para-1, it should be clearly stated if the construction is as per the plan.  Regarding this, Shri Harinder Singh states that the record is not available.  He is directed to state clearly whether it was checked at the time of construction or not.  In para-3, it is stated that land use was allowed vide letter No.3366 dated 29.2.87, a copy of the same is not supplied, the same should be supplied. 

3.

 Case stands adjourned to 25.7.2008.









 
( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Krishan Lal Behl,

61, Century Enclave,

Phase-II, Nabha Road, Patiala.




…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent.

CC No.1110  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Krishan Lal Behl,  complainant in person 




 



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO,  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands provided.  Complainant says that information asked for by him in para Nos. 1, 5, 6 and 7 of his letter has not been provided.  Para Nos.5, 6 and 7 relates to illegal encroachments made by various persons on the land belonging to the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.   Once the respondent-department has admitted that land is in occupation of illegal encroachment, it will not be appropriate to supply information regarding names and address of illegal encroachers, because the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has already been  seized of the matter about illegal encroachment.  In view of admission made by the respondent-department that their land is being occupied by illegal encroachers is sufficient to meet the spirit of law.  

2.

As far as the present case is concerned, it stands disposed of.

3.

As regards para-1 about benefit to be given, Shri Harinder Singh states that the matter is under process and decision will be taken soon.  Since the matter is pending since long, Shri Harinder Singh will convey to the authorities concerned to take early decision and inform about the same to the complainant.  

4.

About the compensation, Shri Harinder Singh, PIO states that compensation will be paid within one week because they had not received the copy of the order dated 23.5.2008.  If the orders regarding compensation are not complied with, complainant can approach the commission for reopening this case.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Sh. Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Thales (Sangrur).





        ----------Respondent

      CC No. 816    of 2006

Present:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harminder Singh, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Thales 



alongwith Smt. Paramjit Kaur, PIO for the respondent-department, Shri Brij 


Mohan, APIO, on behalf of the Director Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab and 

Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer and Shri Ajaib Singh, Junior 



Assistant on behalf of the District Education Officer (Schools), Sangrur.









ORDER



Two points, which remain the subject matter, are about the deduction of Group Insurance Scheme and General Provident Fund during the financial year 2006-07.  Shri Brij Mohan, APIO will examine it and intimate the correct position regarding   the amount, which was deducted and transferred to Government High School, Ramgarh Jawanda.

2.

As per the earlier orders dated 1.6.2007 of this Commission, the visit of Shri Tarsem Lal, complainant, to Chandigarh is treated as on duty and he is to be paid TA/DA for coming to Chandigarh to appear before this Commission.  Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer, Sangrur will ensure that TA/DA is paid to the complainant.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 18.7.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008.
         



State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Kuldip Raj Verma,

245, Mota Singh Nagar, 

Jalandhar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Improvement Trust,

 Ludhiana.



        ----------Respondent

      CC No. 965    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Harinder Singh, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has asked for the noting which was made on letters received from him.  The PIO indicates that Executive Officer, Ludhiana Improvement Trust, has written to the Deputy Director, Urban Development Department, to finalise the matter within a week and supply personal file of the complainant to settle his retirement benefits.  

2.

The  case stands adjourned to 25.7.2008 to finalise the whole issue.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

June  20, 2008. 
        



State Information Commissioner

