STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. A.S.Wadhawan,
415/9, Mohalla Punj, Piplan, 

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Hoshiarpur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2163 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Randhir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Randhir Singh states that Complainant has filed an application for information for which he has deposited application fee on 08.02.2008, and accordingly he worked out additional fee of Rs.18, 274/- for giving the required information and the Complainant was asked vide letter No.543 dated 18.02.2008, to deposit the said fee but so far, additional fee has not been deposited by the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the earlier hearing also which shows that he is not interested in getting the information and neither he has deposited the additional fee as demanded by the Respondent. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta,
Bhattan Street,
 Nabha,
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Nabha.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2107 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer -cum-PIO, 


     the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that still information have not been supplied to him inspite of orders issued by the Commission. During the last hearing show cause was issued to the PIO that why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005. PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing and also ensure that the complete information as per application of the Complainant should be provided to him without any further delay.

3.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind.

       …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2002 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. N.K.Sayal, Complainant



(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO, Respondent

ORDER


Heard.

2. Complainant states that he has already pointed out the deficiencies in the information provided to him but so far no suitable reply has been given to him. In his application, he has specifically asked for information, relating to works undertaken departmentally by the Municipal Council, Sirhind and supply of material obtained  during the  period from 01.04.2006 to 31.03.2007. PIO stated that this information is to be supplied by Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu, Junior Engineer who has been transferred to Nagar Panchayat, Khanauri. Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu was asked to provide the information and in his reply he states that he had been transferred from Sirhind on 30.05.2007, and had given complete charge to Sh. Gurwinder Pal Singh, Junior Engineer, who is present in the Commission today  and states that Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu had not handed over  to him any record relating to the works under taken departmentally during the period for which information has been asked  for in and no handing over and taking over of the charge papers has been 
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signed by him. It is observed that Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu is avoiding to supply the information.

3.
PIO is directed to supply the information relating to the works for the period mentioned in the application for information work wise, showing material purchased, payments made to labour etc for carrying out the work. Since, the works were carried out during the tenure of Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu, he should prepare this information and should be present personally on the next date of hearing, alongwith the PIO. A copy of this order should also go to Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Department who is requested to ensure that Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu should appear before the Commission along with the information relating to a works while he was working with Municipal Council, Sirhind. Copy of the orders should also be sent to Sh. Harmel Singh Jhandu who is working in the Nagar Panchayat, Khanauri to be present on the next date of hearing along with the information for the works carried out by him for the period as asked in application for information. Complainant states that he should be compensated for his number of visits to the Commission office and detriment suffered by him in not getting the information in time. The Respondent is also directed to file his written submission on the prayer of the Complainant for the award of the compensation under Section 19(8)(b) RTI Act, 2005 by the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties





Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Harinder Pal,
S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,

R/o Phul Town,

Patti Jatana, Tehsil-Phul,

Distt-Bathinda.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1511 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Harjinder Pal, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jasbir Singh, Suptd & Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO, on behalf 


     of the Complainant
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been given to the Complainant. Copy of the same has been taken on record. Complainant is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pintu Monga,

Shiva Collection Middul,

Mal Street-Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

MC, Goniana Mandi,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2145 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Lal Chand Monga Brother of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Deepak Sethia, Accountant-cum-PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard.

2.
During the last date of hearing, Sh. Surinder Kumar Garg, Executive Officer was directed to appear personally but Sh. Deepak Sethia, Accountant-cum-PIO states that due to some other engagements at Talwandi Saboo today, he is unable to attend the hearing. The Respondent also places on record a communication dated 26.03.2008, from the Executive Officer, Goniana. 

3. 
As per original request for information, the Complainant had demanded copies of the house tax assessment register in relation to property no.C/113 for the years 1965-66, 1986-87 & 2007-08. Vide letter dated 20.11.2007, the Respondent intimated the Complainant that copy of the house tax  assessment register for the year 1965-66 was being supplied to him. Regarding the years 1986-87 and 2007-08, it was intimated that for these years property no.C-113 does not exist in their record.  

4.
In view of the aforementioned reply by the Respondent, the Complainant 
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raised the question that as property C-113 still existed, why there is no record of

 house tax assessment available in regard to that property. He also wanted to know whether for subsequent house tax assessments, the number of this property was changed.  

5.
During the hearing held on 15.02.2008, the Respondent had shown the original property register for the year 1965-66 and 1966-67. Perusal of the entry pertaining to the property number C-113 disclosed that in the year 1966-67, the name of Sh. Roshan Lal had been deleted and the names of Sh. Hari Ram and Sh. Chanan Ram had been added as owners.  No reasons or material existed on the record, shown to the Commission, justifying the change in ownership of the property in question. It has also not been explained as to how this property does not find mention in the house tax assessment registers for the year 1986-87 and 2007-08. It was in these peculiar circumstances that the Executive Officer, MC, Goniana was directed to personally appear before the Commission on next date of hearing i.e 27.03.2008.

6.
On 27.03.2008, that is today’s hearing, the Executive Officer has not appeared as, according to the Respondent, he has some other engagements at Talwandi Saboo.   His letter of 26.03.2008 does not clarify the position, even a wee bit, in regard to the discrepancies of a very grave nature existing in the maintenance of the house tax assessment record by the Municipal Council, Goniana.

7.
 I, therefore, once again direct the Executive Officer, MC, Goniana to look into the matter and file an affidavit properly explaining the position in regard to the discrepancies indicated in paragraph 5 hereinabove. 

3.
Adjourned to 24.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R/o New Bhagat Singh Colony,

St No.6, Rampura Phul,

Distt-Bathinda.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

MC, Rampura Phul,

Distt-Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2185 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Ruldu Ram, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Vijay Kumar, PIO-cum-Accountant, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that there is a dispute regarding the payment made to the Municipal Council by the Complainant so the required information could not be supplied to the Complainant and further states that the cheque earlier issued by the Complainant has cutting in the date and amount, which shows that the cutting is not done later on but it had been done by the Complainant himself.  Complainant states that he had sent another cheque to the Municipal Council for Rs. 250/- and against which the information has still not been supplied. Respondent states that they were under the impression that since the dispute is going on regarding the cutting on the cheque, the information is to be supplied only after the matter is sorted out. The cheque  needs to be revalidated or a fresh cheque or draft is to be given by the Complainant.
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3.
Respondent is directed to return the invalid cheque to the Complainant within two days for which complainant will issue a new cheque or will send a bank draft. In the meanwhile Respondent will prepare the required information which will be sent to him on receipt of payment from the Complainant, before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (2.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties





Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Lakshmi Narian Goel, Advocate,
H.No.3042, Power House Road,

Bathinda.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o MD, Pb,
Tourism, Corporation, Ltd,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 91 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. P.M.Kansal, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant. Complainant is absent, it is presumed that he is satisfied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Janak Raj,
S/o Sh. Ram Lal, 

Opp. Improvement Trust Colony,

Ariya Nagar Jail Road,

Gurdaspur.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 8 of 2008
Present:
None 
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. Dismissed for non prosecution, copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Inqulab Singh, Alias Ajit Singh Lambardar,

S/o Gurbax Singh, Vill-Rania at present Near Riar,

Hospital Dadwan Road Dhariwal,

P.O-Dhariwal,  Tehsil & Distt-Gurdaspur.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (Elementary),

Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 121 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Inqulab Singh Alias, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Balwinder Kumar, BPEO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him with respect to his application for information dated 10.09.07 in which he has requested for matriculation and 8th class certificate of Sh. Tarlok Singh S/o Sh. Bua Singh. District Education Officer (Elementary), Gurdaspur wrote to Block Primary Education Officer, Dhariwal-1 to send the required certificate of Sh. Tarlok Singh, JBT Teacher who is working as clerk now in the office as BRP, O/o BPEO, and Dhariwal-1. In response to this letter, Block Primary Education Officer, Dhariwal-1 reported vide his letter no. 481 dated 24.10.07 that the required certificate is not available in the personal file of Sh. Tarlok Singh. Sh. Balwinder. BPEO states that the above information is ready regarding the matriculation certificate. So far as the 8th class certificate is concerned during that period there 
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was no board examination as reported by Sh. Tarlok Singh. Complainant states that the information supplied to him is late and the certificate given to him is not attested. Respondent is directed to supply attested copy of the certificate to the Complainant. As required the delay in supplying the information, Respondent states that as the certificates were not available in the file. PIO is directed to file an affidavit before the next date of hearing stating the delay in providing the information and is also directed to supply the attested copy of the certificate to the Complainant immediately.
3.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Citizen’s Forum New Officers Colony,

Patiala, 239 New Officers Colony,

Patiala.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 136 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER


The fax has been received from the Assistant Public Information Officer, Municipal Corporation, Patiala that he is busy in providing time bound information  as per directions of the Hon’ble High court dated 25.03.08 issued in CWP No. 17815/06-Rachhpal Singh and another Vs. State of Punjab and others and has requested for another date.
2.
Adjourned to 25.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2008
