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

Shri N.K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retired),

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.





____   Respondent




      CC No. 853  of 2006

Present:-
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the 


respondent-department and Shri Harmel Singh Jhandhu and Shri H.S. Sethi, 


Advocate.

ORDER



On the last  hearing  held on 2.11.2007, it was stated by the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind and Shri Satija, Advocate that the amount is deposited by the builder/colonizer with PUDA and thereafter, it is transferred to the Director Local Government, Punjab who in turn releases the same to the concerned Municipal Corporation/Council or other concerned local bodies.  It was further stated that detail of the amount deposited by the builder will be supplied to the complainant in due course.  According to the  letter dated 16.11.2007 issued by the Director, Local Government, Punjab addressed to Shri N.K.Sayal complainant,  the information is being collected from the Municipal Council, Sirhind regarding  the amount deposited by colonizer/builder.  Whereas according to a letter dated 17.11.2006 written by the Director, Local Government, Punjab to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind mentioning that an amount of about Rs.58.00 lacs was being sent to them towards external development charges collected from various colonizers/builders.  The said amount was received by the Director, Local Government, Punjab from PUDA. According to this, builder in question has deposited an amount of Rs.4,85,000/- and the same was passed on to Municipal Council, Sirhind.  Letter dated 16.11.2007 indicates that o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab does not know about the letter dated 17.11.2006.

2.

On receipt of the information, Shri Sayal  pointed out various deficiencies  and less recoveries made by the respondent-department from the concerned builder. Commission has no jurisdiction to go into the detail about the amount recovered  or the  amount to be recovered.   Its function is of  ensuring supply of  information to the complainant and thereafter it is upto the complainant/appellant to take up the matter  with an appropriate administrative/judicial forum for redressal of his grievance.  Without commenting upon the calculations made by Shri Sayal, he is free to take appropriate administrative/legal action against the respondent-department.  A copy of the letter dated 17.11.2006 alongwith enclosures has been supplied to Shri Sayal.  

3.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Harvarinder Pal Pathak,

Ex-Municipal Councilor,

Shiv Shakti Body Builders, Sirhind-140406.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







____   Respondent

CC No. 1241    of 2007

Present:-
Shri  Harvarinder Pal Pathak, complainant in person.



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


department.

ORDERS



Shri Harmel Singh appearing for the respondent-department  states that reply has been sent to the complainant  on 21.11.2007.  On the other hand, the complainant states that he  has not yet received the same.  A copy  of the said reply is handed over to him.  He can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with the same or not.  Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Sayal Street,

Sirhind.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.





____   Respondent

CC No.  555   of 2006

Present:-
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija Advocate alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the 


respondent-department, Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate on behalf of Shri Harmel 


Singh Jhandu .

ORDER



It is stated by Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate, counsel appearing on behalf of the Municipal Council, Sirhind that respondent-department has not received the copy of the affidavit filed by Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu as was ordered by this Commission on 5.10.2007.  On the next date of hearing i.e. 2.11.2007, it was remarked that the respondent-department is not coming out with clear facts and wants to avoid the answer to the quarries raised by this Commission.  At that time, Shri Charanjit, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind was asked to  get a copy of the affidavit made by Shri Jhandhu but he had  left stating that it was in emergency.  According to him on the next day, they sent the court clerk to collect the copy of the same but nobody is reported to have come to the office of the Commission.  While copy of the order is stated to have been received but the enclosure is reported  to be not received by them.  Doubt which was mentioned in the order dated 2.11.2007  further strengthen  the attitude of the respondent-department. While passing final order, this aspect will be kept in view.  A copy of the affidavit submitted by Shri Jhandhu is handed over to Shri Dharminder Banda, PIO of the respondent-department. Final order will be passed on 17.12.2007.

2.

According to the order dated 11.5.2007, the respondent-department was directed to pay compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing after 9.3.2007.  According to the order dated 16.7.2007, the orders were further reiterated. upto 16.7.2007, only four hearings had taken place, accordingly Rs.2000/- was paid.  Only three hearings took place including today. On 24.8.2007, the orders were reserved and on that date, Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal was not present personally and was represented by Shri N.K.Sayal.  On the next date of hearing i.e. 2.11.2007, complainant was present personally; final orders were not issued because the respondent-department had not replied on the plea that they had not received quarries of the Court, as such it is held that no further compensation is due to Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ishar Singh Walia s/o

Shri Harnam Singh, R/o

B-36/366, Vikas Nagar,

Sunet Road, Ludhiana.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1218   of 2007

Present :-
Shri Ishwar Singh Walia complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information is reported to have been withheld by Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent who has also been issued a notice under Section 5 (v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 by Shri Harinder Singh, PIO.  Taking cognizance of the same, a notice may be issued to Shri Pritam Singh  to show cause  why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Some of the information which related to  third party  has been supplied.  Though the same should not have been supplied, but nothing can be done when it is already supplied.

3.
  Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.

CC



Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent,



o/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

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

Smt. Kamla Devi,

#50, Block 12, Harinder Nagar,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer


o/o Ludhiana Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society,


Ludhiana.


2.
The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


Ludhiana (West).







________________ Respondent

CC No.  1234 of 2007

Present :-
Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Parminder Singh, Clerk for the respondent No.2.

ORDER

1.

Shri Parminder Singh, Clerk has brought a copy of the  information  sent to the complainant by registered post on 21.11.2007.  If Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the complainant wants a  copy of the same, he  may get the same from the office of the Commission. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri D.R. Bhandari s/o

Shri Karam Chand, Opp. Balbir Hospital,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer


o/o Ludhiana Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society,


Ludhiana.


2.
The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


Ludhiana (West).







________________ Respondents

CC No. 1235  of 2007

Present :-
Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Parminder Singh, Clerk for the respondent No.2.

ORDER



Shri Parminder Singh, Clerk has brought a copy of the  information  sent to the complainant by registered post on 21.11.2007.  If Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the complainant wants a  copy of the same, he  may get the same from the office of the Commission. 

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007





 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kamla Devi,

#50, Block 12, Harinder Nagar,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  1236 of 2007

Present :-
Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the instant case, notice was issued by the PIO under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Smt. Kuljeet Kaur.  She should explain why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for withholding the information and  also obstructing Shri Harinder Singh, PIO in  supplying the information to the complainant.  She is further directed to supply the requisite information to Shri Harinder Singh PIO enabling him to supply the same to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri D.R. Bhandari s/o

Shri Karam Chand, Opp. Balbir Hospital,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 1237  of 2007

Present :-
Shri Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the instant case, notice was issued by the PIO under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Smt. Kuljeet Kaur.  She should explain why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for withholding the information and  also obstructing Shri Harinder Singh, PIO in  supplying the information to the complainant.  She is further directed to supply the requisite information to Shri Harinder Singh PIO enabling him to supply the same to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Ranbir Singh s/o Shri Jai Singh,

c/o Sawaran Nursing Home, Chowk Barewal,

Ludhiana.                                                   _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 1228  of 2007

Present :-
Shri Vivek Chauhar, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Sketch plan brought by Shri Harinder Singh, PIO has been handed over to Shri Vivek Chauhan, Advocate.   For the remaining information, notice has been issued under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Shri Ajaib Singh, Supdt. vide letter dated 20.11.2007.  Shri Ajaib Singh should explain why action should not be taken against him under section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for withholding the information and thereby obstructing Shri Harinder Singh, PIO in discharging his duties.  Since more than four months have passed when the information was requested, the plan in question should be supplied free of cost without charging requisite amount of Rs.225/-.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pritam Chand, Mohalla Kasha, VPO Mehatpur,

Tehsil Nakodar, District Jalandhar.
 
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Panchayat Punjab,

Batra Building, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh. 

________________ Respondent

CC No. 530  of 2007

 Present: 
Shri Pritam Chand, complainant in person



Shri B.S. Bali, Advocate alongwith Shri R.K. Verma, Tehsildar, Nakodar,
 

Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDPO, Nakodar and Smt. Shamsheran Devi, Supdt.for 

the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singh, Shivalik Market Association,

Phase-4, Near Shivalik Public School, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA (PUDA),

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 477   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Neither complainant nor anybody on his behalf has been putting appearance.  According to the respondent-department, information in questio9n has been supplied.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.

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 for the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is stated by Shri Harinder Singh, PIO that the file in question is with Shri Mohinder Paul Gupta, Administrator of the respondent-department. Inspite of repeated requests he has not released the file,  the information could not be provided.  Shri Mohinder Paul Gupta is instructed to release the file immediately to Shri Harinder Singh to enable him to take further action.  On the next date of hearing, Shri Mohinder Paul Gupta should be present personally to explain why action should not be taken against him for obstructing in supply of the information by way of holding back the file under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 20005. Copy of this order be sent to the Administrator.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.
CC



Shri Mohinder Paul Gupta, Administrator, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

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

 Shri  Tejinder Pal Singh, Vill. Dumewal,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, P.O. Jhaj,

Distt. Rupnagar.



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab,

SCO 49, Sector 17-E, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 631 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Tejinder Pal Singh complainant in person.



Shri Baldev Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant has agreed to the request of Shri Baldev Singh  to visit his office and get the necessary details. Even if the complainant does not come to the office, Shri Baldev Singh should  ensure that information is sent to the complainant  by registered post.  The complainant can go through the information and confirm whether he is satisfied with that or not. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.

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

Shri B.R. Bhadhi, Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar (Jalandhar).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1067  of 2007

Present:-
Shri B.R.Bhadhi, complainant in person.



Shri Hans Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri K.K. JIndal, Senior 


Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the reply given by the respondent-department to  Shri B.R. Bhadhi vide  letter dated 15.10.2007, the whole case is being heard by a full bench headed by Shri Rajan Kashyap, IAS, Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab.  Complainant  states that all his cases may be referred to Shri Rajan Kashyap, CIC who  is fully aware of  the facts.  In view of the request made by complainant, all his cases including the present one  be sent to the  CIC for orders which may be heard in full bench consisting of all members/Commissioners and Chief Information Commissioner as requested by the complainant






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.

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

Shri Sher Singh

Municipal Councilor

Ward No. 4, Sirhind 






Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  451  of 2006

Present: 
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith  Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for 


the respondent department and Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate for Shri Harmel 

Singh Jhandu,
Section Officer,  Nagar Panchayat, Khanauri, District 


Sangrur.

ORDER



Inspite of the detailed order dated 24.8.2007 of this Commission, the Principal Secretary to Government of  Punjab, Department of Local Government has not bothered to take appropriate steps.  Complainant has informed that he personally visited the office of the Director, Local Government, Punjab and handed over a copy on 24.9.2007.  Since the date of the original order, a long adjournment was given with a view that the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government will be able to tentatively find out the result of special audit.  I am informed that so far no audit has been ordered and no process has been started.  This does not speak well either for the Municipal Council, Sirhind or Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government and Director, Local Government, Punjab.  Last opportunity is being given to the Public Information Officer o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Local Government, Chandigarh to take corrective steps of special audit otherwise the Commission may be constrained to request the Accountant General, Punjab, Chandigarh to take appropriate steps in this regard to clear the ambiguity, which has cropped up into the statement furnished by the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  It is further noted that in the order dated 24.8.2007, Municipal Council, Sirhind was directed to compensate the complainant for six hearings @ Rs.500/- per hearing.  The same has not been carried out.  In the instant case, today is 11 hearings and it seems to be an effort to tire out the complainant instead of providing him the information.  Red-tapism prevailing in the Government is blatantly clear from this case.  It seems Municipal Council, Sirhind is adopting all possible means to evade to supply the information to the complainant who himself is an Councilor in the instant case.  Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate appearing on behalf of Municipal Council, Sirhind pleads that entire information has been supplied available with the Municipal Council, Sirhind and they are ready to submit an affidavit to that effect.  The request of Shri Satija is acceded to, if the entire information has been supplied it should be stated on affidavit which is to be sworn by the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind.

2.

Complainant has rightly been pointing out that this case is pending for last more than 14 months and information is yet to be provided subject to the submission of an affidavit to be submitted by the Executive Officer about the information.  Decision regarding imposing of fine under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 will be taken for deliberately not providing the information on the next date of hearing, which will be the final date.  Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate pleads that the information asked for by the complainant in his original application was supplied long back but in his subsequent petition, he has asked more and more information by way of supplementaries.  In the Commission, we generally strict to the original application and do not proceed with the supplementaries.  However, it is to be seen that original application by words as well as by spirits, information is to be provided and not try to avoid furnishing the information.   Main purpose of Right to Information, Act is that public should be come aware about the working/happening in the public authority/Government/semi Government offices.  Act goes to the extent that applicant is also entitled to collect samples of the work under construction/constructed to satisfy himself about the quality of material used.  This indicates the intention of law framer that public has to be aware about the happening/working of the Government/semi Government bodies/offices.  Case is adjourned to 17.12.2007 to decide the following issues:-

(i) Action to be taken against the Principal Secretary to Government of  Punjab, Department of Local Government/ Director Local Bodies, Punjab for not carrying out the orders of the Commission, if by that date special audit is not initiated.

(ii) Action to be taken against the Municipal Council, Sirhind for delay in supplying the information and not paying the compensation to the complainant keeping in view the affidavit. If the respondent-department files the affidavit as undertaken by them by that date.

3.

A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh and the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

November 26, 2007.

CC

The Public Information Officer o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Local Government, Chandigarh
