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

Shri Hardeep Singh

s/o Shri Ishar Singh

c/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majitha Mandi, Amritsar.





…Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.












…..Respondent.

AC No. 97 of 2007

Present: 

Shri Hardeep Singh appellant in person.




Shri  V.K. Sandhir, Advocate for the respondent-department 



alongwith Shri H.S. Deol, District Revenue Officer on behalf 



of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

ORDER




Information except Khasra No.45 and 46 is stated to have been supplied.   Dates of sanction of plans have also yet to be provided. 

2
 

The remaining information be supplied forthwith.  Shri Sandhir, Advocate appearing for the respondent-department has made a commitment that he will get the remaining information   supplied to the appellant within 10 days.

3.


Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Parful Chand Thakur s/o Shri Dinkar Chand Thakur,

r/o 2-A, Ratna Giri Avenue, Albert Road,

Amritsar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  580  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Parful Chand complainant in person.



Shri Satinderjit Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Case stands disposed of.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Ms. Ramneek Kaur d/o Shri Ram Singh,

2851/9-17, Opp. Galli Peer Wali,

Andooran Gate Hakeeman, Amritsar.
 _________________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

AC No. 152 of 2007

Present: 

Shri Hardeep Singh on behalf of appellant.




Shri  V.K. Sandhir, Advocate for the respondent-department 



alongwith Shri H.S. Deol, District Revenue Officer–cum-



PIO on behalf of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

ORDER




Shri Hardeep Singh appearing for the appellant states that the plot does exist and  in view of this  he had  produced a copy of the document purported to have been prepared and signed by Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

2


Shri H.S.Deol appearing on behalf of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar has been instructed to go through the record personally and satisfy himself about the status of information asked for by the appellant and the existing position should be supplied to the appellant. He may also ascertain the record independently and provide correct position to the appellant with a copy to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

3.


Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Amrit Pal Garg

c/o Mada Mal Om Parkash,

Maur Mandi, District Bhatinda.

  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Maur Mandi,

District Bhatinda.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 154  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Amrit Pal Garg complainant in person.



Shri Raj Kumar, Junior Assistant for the respondent-deptt.

ORDER:- 



Information in question has been supplied though it has been delayed by 18 days.  Shri Raj Kumar appearing for the respondent-department has been instructed to convey to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Maur Mandi that such information should not be delayed and should be supplied within the stipulated time.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.


        



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Panchayati Raj, Gurdaspur.


________________ Respondent

AC No. 162  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 




There is no appearance on behalf of the respondent-department. Case is adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Brij Lal s/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

Mohalla Kamarpuria, Samana District Patiala. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Registrar, 

Department of Local Government, Patiala.
________________ Respondent

AC No. 172   of 2007

Present:-
None for the appellant.



Shri Gulzar Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum- APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER:-


Shri Gulzar Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum- APIO appearing for the respondent-department states that information in question has been supplied.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 3.9.2007 for confirmation.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Jasbir Singh, Plot No.80, 

Premier Enclave, Village Nichhi Mangli,

Post Office Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  621  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


 

Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the Information in question will be supplied to the complainant by 20.8.2007.  

2.


After the information is supplied to the complainant, he can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not. 

3.


 Case is adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Post Box No.361,

Head Post Office, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 625 of 2007

Present:-

None for the parties.

ORDER:-
 




None appeared on behalf of the parties.  The case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  643  of 2007

Present:-

Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


 

Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the Information in question will be supplied to the complainant by 20.8.2007.  

2


After the information is supplied to the complainant, he can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not. 

3
 

Case is adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  644  of 2007

Present:-

Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


 

Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the Information in question will be supplied to the complainant by 20.8.2007.  

2.


After the information is supplied to the complainant, he can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not. 

3.


 Case is adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  649  of 2007

Present:-

Shri R.P.Gosain complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


 

Shri Jagbir Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the Information in question will be supplied to the complainant by 20.8.2007.  

2.


After the information is supplied to the complainant, he can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not. 

3.


 Case is adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra, 

Staff Correspondent, Hindustan Times,

SCO 43, Near PUDA Building, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.




      _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 654  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri D.P. Singh Wadhwa, Superintending Engineer for 



the respondent-department. 

ORDER:-         




Shri D.P.Singh Wadhwa appearing for the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  Accordingly, the case stands adjourned to 31.8.2007 for confirmation.






                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal,

#175, Phase 3B1, Sector 60, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Additional Chief Administrator,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 657  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



This case is inter-related with case No. CC-559/2007 which is fixed for hearing on 27.8.2007.  None appeared on behalf of the respondent-department. 

2

This case is also fixed for hearing on 27.8.2007 when the  PIO, GMADA should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 in this case also.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal,

#175, Phase 3B1, Sector 60, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.
_______________ Respondent

CC No. 559  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.



Shri Kuldip Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 



Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of 



Housing  and Urban Development alongwith Shri Jatinder Joshi, 


SDO on behalf of GMADA.

ORDER:-



Inspite of clear instructions, PIO, GMADA and Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali has not appeared.  Both the above officers should be present personally on the next date of hearing when it will be decided  why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.  Shri Jatinder Joshi appearing for the respondent-department says that family settlements are not allowed even if done in the court.  He states that he has been handed over the case file only this morning   and he is not conversant with the rules, regulations and directions for transfer of property on succession. 

2.

 This is a most unfortunate that a body like PUDA/GMADA instead of laying clear policy for the public, which they are supposed to serve, are creating obstacles in the name of Law Officer who has to give legal opinion about the interpretation of law/rules/regulations already framed but in the instant case, it seems that there is no such rule/regulation/guideline for the public which is a unfortunate state of affairs and to create problems for the public for which they are supposed to serve.  

3.

Shri Kuldip Singh appearing on behalf of the Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development has got a letter issued by PUDA itself bearing Memo No.PUDA-LC-96/32449/32461 dated 29.8.1996 with the subject “Transfer of ownership on the basis of family settlement” which has laid down the principals to follow in case of family settlement.  It is most unfortunate that inspite of the guidelines issued, a copy of which is available with the department but PUDA/GMADA authorities seems to be ignorant about the same.  A copy of letter referred to above is placed on the record of the Commission and a copy of the same has also been handed over to the complainant.

3.

Plain reading of this letter issued in the year 1996 which according to the department may have been modified but not superseded as per record of it. Violation of the same order is nothing but causing harassment to the public and keeping the information under raps which is against the spirit of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  

4.

As already stated above, PIO of GMADA and Estate Officer, GMADA should appear on the next date of hearing and it will be decided why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for denying the information.  Similarly, GMADA authorities have not supplied information to the complainant about action taken on his applications dated 27.1.2007 and 5.2.2007 which is a reflection on their working and non-implementation of Right to Information Act, 2005.

5.

In view of the clarification issued by the department of Housing and Urban Development, their PIO/representative need not come on next date of hearing in this case. 

6.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  659 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




alongwith Shri Sanjeev Rabra, Superintendent for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-


Complainant wants to inspect files regarding rental housing, promotion and pay fixation.  Shri Sanjeev Rabra appearing for the respondent-department has been instructed to show the concerned files to the complainant and supply copies which are required by the complainant.

2.

Case is adjourned to 31.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  660 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




alongwith Shri Sanjeev Rabra, Superintendent for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Information asked for should be collected and supplied within 10 days from today.  Case stands adjourned to 31.8.2007.






                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Sham Lal Saini, #50/30-A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Behind N.M. Jain Sen. Sec. School

Ludhiana. 




_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Welfare Department, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 680  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Deepak Arora, Deputy-Director-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-              



Asked for information relates to Government and not to the respondent-department.  Shri Deepak Arora appearing for the respondent-department states that he has already advised the complainant to take up this matter with the Government, as it relates to them and sent the original complaint to the complainant.    The complainant Shri Sham Lal Saini has sent the original application alongwith postal order of Rs.10/- to this Commission.  This Commission orders that postal order amounting to Rs.10/- be returned to the complainant. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.





                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007



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

Shri Jagdish Singh M/s Gentle Cloth House,

336/100, Block-J, B.R.S.Nagar, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 690 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Jagdish Singh complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Shri Jagdish Singh complainant can visit the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and meet Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO and get the required information.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2007.


         



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Nirdesh Kumar,

#86-C, Udham Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  722  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Nirdesh Kumar complainant in person.




Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 





Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department says that asked for information relates to third party which cannot be supplied under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri G.S. Bal,

VPO Muchhal, Block Trishka,

District Amritsar-143111.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.






____   Respondent




      CC No.  752   of 2006
Present:-
Shri G.S. Bal complainant in person.



Shri H.S. Deol, District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 



Shri H.S. Deol, PIO  appearing for the respondent-department has joined only on 2.7.2007 and is not fully conversant with the facts of the case.  Office has not even handed him a copy of original complaint dated 6.10.2006 made by complainant.  Hence, a copy has been handed over to him from the record of the Commission to expedite the matter and get the issue settled.  He may go through the same and get the matter settled within 15 days from today, keeping in view the order passed by this Commission on 23.4.2007. He will get the entire inquiry made and produce a statement within 20 days to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Kapil Dhawan s/o Shri R.K. Dhawan,

E.K.-71, Shivrajgarh, Jalandhar.




…Complainant.







Vs.

(i)
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Co-Op. Bank, Ltd.,


Jalandhar.

(ii)
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Registrar, Coop. Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…..Respondents.

CC No. 52 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Munish Bhardwaj, Advocate for the complainant.



Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate for respondent No.1.



Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for respondent 


No.2.

ORDER



In the order dated 2.7.2007, counsel for respondent No.1 was instructed to file a copy of the petition, which has been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and whereby stay has been granted.  Counsel appearing for the respondent No.1 says that they are going to file a copy of the petition and Commission may pass any order and it will be challenged in the Hon’ble High Court.  Plea taken by him is that a copy of the judgment staying operation was filed without the copy of the petition, but what was the ground in which other bench of this Commission has taken cognizance, which is not possible to say if the subject matter was similar or not. He further says that he is making a statement on bar that cases in which other bench of the Commission has passed order are similar and information sought from the bank though not similar but Hon’ble High Court has held that from Cooperative Banks, information cannot be provided.  He has also submitted a copy of judgment titled as S.S. Rana Vs. Registrar, Cooperative Societies and another (J.T. 2006 (S) SC 186) whereby it is held by the Hon’ble Himachal Pardesh High Court that  even if the Government holds 75% share still Cooperative Society Bodies cannot be supposed to part with the information.

2.

Here, the information sought is not relating to banking activities, which is to be governed by the Banking Act or other Provisions of law prevailing.  Information sought is on 11 points, of which on 9 points information has been provided but on the two points, information which will be available with the bank as well as with the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab.  Question which is under consideration is :-

(i) Copy of notice of election, list of Board of Directors published in any newspaper.

(ii) List of candidates alongwith their qualifications and minimum qualifying requirements.

3.

Information on these two points is available with respondent No.2, Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO appearing for it is not aware about this information.  Her plea is that PIO is one Shri Harinder Singh Sidhu who has not given any briefing in this case though this case was being handled by the Deputy Registrar, Jalandhar obviously information has not been sought.  This only indicates lack of interest on the part of PIO of respondent No.2.  If the information on above two points is available, then PIO of respondent No.2 will collect the information and supply it to the complainant.




 


4.

As far as the attitude of respondent No.1 is concerned, final decision about their uncooperative attitude, decision will be taken after the judgment pronounced by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Information should be supplied after collecting the same within 15 days from today.  Case stands adjourned to 31.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#495, VPO Dakha,

District Ludhiana.



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  87  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



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


department.

ORDER



In the information supplied to him, the complainant has pointed out various deficiencies.  According to Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, such deficiencies have been removed and additional information has been supplied vide their letter dated 1.8.2007.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 3.9.2007 for confirmation.


              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#495, VPO Dakha,

District Ludhiana.



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  88  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



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


department.

ORDER



The complainant has pointed out various deficiencies in the information supplied to him.   According to Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, such deficiencies have been removed.  A copy of information supplied to the complainant has been produced before the Commission for its record.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 3.9.2007 for confirmation.


              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




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

Lt.Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

c/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extension, 

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  177  of 2007

Present:-

None for the parties.

ORDER:-
 





Complainant had made a request on 30-7-2007 that his case bearing No.CC-177/2007 be fixed on 27.8. 2007. Accordingly, this case is adjourned to 27.8.2007.

              



                                ( R. K. Gupta)





                   State Information Commissioner










( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 3, 2007




