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

Shri Gurmukh Singh

s/o Shri Piara Singh, V.P.O. Manakpur,

Tehsil Nangal, District Ropar.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and  Panchayats, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1260  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Ranjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Ms. Ranjit Kaur appearing for the respondent department states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. None is present on behalf of the complainant.  

2.

Case is  adjourned to 28.12.2007 for confirmation.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.K. Bhardwaj,

#1552, Sector 7-C, Chandigarh.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Estates Officer, Grate Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Building, Mohali.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1278 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO states that details  of  plots which are lying vacant has been collected but  the addresses etc. of the same  are yet to be collected. He seeks some more time to supply the information in question.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sunder Lal # 113, Ward No.16,

Adarsh Nagar, Streat N.16, Near Railway Station,

Sirhind-140406.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Sirhind.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1429       of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the parties. Case stands adjourned to 17.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri J.S.Dhawan,

Kothi No.1010, Sector 21-B, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA, PUDA Building, 

Sector 62, Mohali




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1422 of 2007

Present:-
Shri H.S. Dhawan on behalf of the complainant.



Shri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO alongwith 


Shri Gulshan Kumar, Superintendent for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant was supposed to be supplied to him within 4-5 days of the last hearing held on 15.10.2007.  However, the same has been provided to him today only.  The complainant is reported to have paid a sum of Rs.500/- towards cost of the photocopies.   Since the information has  been delayed more than 30 days beyond the prescribed period,  the entire amount of Rs.500/- paid by the complainant to the respondent-department should be refunded to him and  photo copies of the information be provided  without charging any fee from him. It should be ensured that a cheque of Rs.500/- towards refund of the amount is sent to the complainant by registered post within two days from today.  

2.

Case stands disposed of with the above observations.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri H.S.Dhawan,

Kothi No.1010, Sector 21-B,

Chandigarh.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrative Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Building, Sector 62, Mohali.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  1411      of 2007

Present:-
Shri H.S.Dhawan, complainant inperson.



Shri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO alongwith Shri 


Gulshan Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant relates to third party.  As such, the same cannot be supplied to him.  Shri S.K.Goyal appearing for the respondent-department may inform the complainant accordingly.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Parkash Goyal,

#1053, Sector 11, Panchkula.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Engineer (C-1),

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, SAS Nagar.

________________ Respondent

AC No. 255  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of  the complainant.



Mr. Rajiv Moudgil, Chief Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Mrs. Chanchal 


Atwal, Assistant Estates Officer for the respondent-
Department.

ORDER



Shri Rajiv Moudgil, Chief Engineer who is stated to have joined as PIO in the second week of November, 2007 states that the information to be supplied to the complainant relates to the Estates Officer (Housing).  He is not furnishing the said information inspite of directions given to him alongwith copy of the orders of this Commission dated 15.10.2007.  He further states that he has also written a Demi-Official letter to Shri Balwinder Singh Multani, PCS in this regard but of no avail.   Shri Multani is given last chance to furnish the required information within a week failing which action shall be taken against him under Section 20 of RTI Act. .  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Shri 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 for the respondent-department alongwith 



Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer, Sangrur and Smt. Paramjit Kaur, PIO.

ORDER



Shri Harminder Singh, Principal is trying to play with the words to avoid furnishing of the correct information. He admitted that the accounts are not being properly maintained in the school,. According to him a grant of Rs.35,000/- was received in June, 2006 but was brought on record only in September, 2006.  This tantamount to temporary embezzlement on the part of the staff maintaining the accounts. I find it a  fit case where action needs to be taken against him  under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.   As such he is fined @ Rs.250/- per day w.e.f. 30 July, 2007 subject to a maximum of Rs.25000/-.  It will be the responsibility of District Education Officer, Sangrur and the Director, Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh to recover the said fine  from the salary of Shri Harminder Singh, Principal in four equal installments.  Besides imposition of  fine on him,  it is recommended that Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh should take administrative action against Shri Harminder Singh, Principal.  The role of District Education Officer, Sangrur has also not been satisfactory.  It is a matter of investigation whether it was his carelessness or negligence that the school staff has not been maintaining the accounts/record properly.  The Director, Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh may look into the role of Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer, Sangrur and take appropriate administrative action against him.

2

No compensation has been paid to Shri Tarsem Lal, complainant as per orders of this Commission.  Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer, Sangrur explains that TA/DA grant to be received from the Headquarters  has not been received for the current year and for  want of  the same, compensation could not be paid.  Shri Bhalla will take up the matter with the Director, Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh for early allocation of funds so that the payment of compensation is  made without any further delay. The information in question should  also be supplied to the complainant within three months from today.  

3.

Case to come up in March, 2008, when new date will be given. 







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
CC:-
1. The PIO o/o Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh 

2. Shri Ashok Bhalla, District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur.

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

Smt. Balwinder Kaur w/o Shri Charan Singh

96-C, New Partap Nagar, G.T. Road, Amritsar._____________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punajb,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1574  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Charan Singh husband of Smt. Balwinder Kaur for the 



complainant.



Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Accountant-cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Information is to be provided yearwise indicating  deduction made from the salary of the complainant, contribution made by the employer and interest accrued thereon since March, 1983.  From March, 1983 to  May, 1990  complainant remained at Chogawan Block and thereafter she was transferred to Verka Block.  Ms. Jasbir Kaur who is from Chogawan Block has been directed to prepare the statement  for the period when the complainant remain posted at Chogawan Block and for the remaining period, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Verka will furnish the detail.  In the same way as instructions issued for Ms. Jasbir Kaur i.e. the statement is to be provided.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.1.2008.

3.

In CC-1573/2007, Shri Naresh Kumar, S.O. had promised to supply the necessary information to the complainant and accordingly the complaint was disposed of.  Shri Charan Singh husband of the complainant states that the information has not been supplied.   On the next date of hearing, Shri Naresh Kumar, S.O. will personally appear to explain why he did not carry out the orders of this Commission and why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007

CC



The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Verka, District Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Kumar, Near Andarala Dera,

Tappa, District Barnala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Tappa, District Barnala.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 1524   of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri  Charanjit Bhullar,

c/o the Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bhatinda.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Freedom Fighters, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1584   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Sawaran Singh, Sr. Assistant alongwith Shri Harjit Singh for 


the respondent-department.

Order 



Shri Sawaran Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent states that information has been supplied.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007 for confirmation.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

The President, 

National Welfare Society (Regd.),

2540, Gali Fire Brigade,

Mahan Singh Gate, Amritsar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.










____   Respondent

CC No.  310   of 2007

Present:-
Dr. Krishan Thakur on behalf for the complainant.



Shri Kirpal Singh, PCS, A.D.C., Tarntaran alongwith Shri K.C. 


Gupta, Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project, Amritsar and Shri 

Jasbir 
Singh Sandhu, Executive Engineer, Galiara Project, Amritsar 

for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information brought by Shri K.C.Gupta, SE  has been handed over to the complainant.  He can go through the same and see if it  is correctly supplied to him or not.  Regarding compensation, in pursuance of the orders dated 8.10.2007, two hearings have been held and today is the third hearing.  A draft of Rs.1500/- is handed over to the complainant for three hearings.  If he is satisfied with the information, he may send a communication to us and if there is any discrepancy, he may also point out.  

2.

Shri Kirpal Singh, PCS, Addl. D.C., Tarntaran need not appear here on further hearings.  Commission appreciates the act of Shri Kirpal Singh because he was not directly associated with the case.  He was appearing before the Commission to help the Commission.  Shri K.C.Gupta, new Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project who has joined on 1.11.2007 has collected the information and the same has been supplied to the Complainant.  

3.

Shri Amarjit Singh who was earlier Executive Engineer-cum- officiating Superintending Engineer has since retired on 31.10.2007, so I refrained from passing any order against him.  

4.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

r/o Plot No.203, Haibowal, Dairy Complex,

Ludhiana.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.










____   Respondent

CC No.  238   of 2007

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



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is specific i.e. file note wherein the application of the complainant was dealt with.  Copies of the noting portion supplied to the complainant indicate that the file was marked to Law Officer and what happened thereafter is not being revealed.  PIO of the respondent-department is not coming out with the full facts.  He is directed to furnish all the copies of the documents asked for by the complainant.  

2.

Commissioner, Municipal Council, Ludhiana will also report action taken by him on the orders dated 20.8.2007 passed by this Commission about the imposition of the fine on Shri Sanjeev Uppal for failure to furnish the information to the complainant.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Major Gen. (Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa,

#97, Sector 2, Panchkula.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 90 of 2007

Present:-
Major Gen. (Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa complainant.in 


person alongwith Shri Ramandip Singh Bal, Advocate.



Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu, PCS, Joint Secretary to Government 


of Punjab, Department of Urban Development for the respondent-


department.

Order 



Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu, who is the PIO in the Urban Development Department states that the file in question is not readily available as such they will make all efforts to trace out the file and furnish the information within three weeks from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.12.2007.







  

  ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

November 30, 2007
