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

Ms. Rajesh Kumari,

#263,Labour Colony, 

Jamalpur, Ludhiana



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Estate Officer, PUDA,

Raj Guru Nagar, Ludhiana.

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No.  184  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



Shri Ram Singh, Assistant Estates Officer-cum-APIO.

ORDER



The problem of encroachment is not restricted to  street or a city but is wide spread all over the country,   The Hon’ble Supreme Court has also  taken a serious note of the same.


  Shri Ram Singh, APIO in reply to the quarry stated that massive construction by way of Temples/Gurudwaras has come into existence and for removal of such construction,  help of the police is  required.  He further stated that the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana has been approached for providing police help/assistance.  He, however,  could not provide the details about the correspondence made with the Deputy Commissioner in this behalf..  As such PIO, PUDA, Ludhiana is directed to look into the matter and send a satisfactory reply to the complainant within three weeks from today.


  Case stands adjourned to 18.6.2007, when the PIO should be personally present to explain the position. 

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Hardev Sekhon,

#495, VPO Dakha, Distt. Ludhiana.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Local Government Department, Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  186  of 2007

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent for the respondent-



department.

ORDER




Since the information asked for by the complainant relates to the period more than 10 years back for which old record  have to be seen, it is likely to take some time in supplying of the information.   Shri Hakam Singh appearing for the respondent-department has requested for  two months’ time which is given to him for supplying the information.  

2.


Case stands adjourned to 9.7.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Dharminder Kumar Banda (Gen. Secy),

Shiv Mandir, Chhangawala, Bassi Pathana,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

. 






________________ Respondent

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bassi Pathana.

CC No.  199  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Dharminder Kumar Banda complainant in person.




Shri Ashok Kumar Accountant-cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER




Shri Dharminder Kumar Banda complainant can visit the office of the Municipal Council, Bassi Pathana  on 14.5.2007 at 11.00 AM when the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Bassi Pathana should be present to explain the things and make the record available to the complainant.  It is made clear that the complainant should not be harassed/prosecuted on his visit to their office and  whatever information is required by him should be provided after  scrutiny of the record.  


Case stands adjourned to 4.6.2007. 

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Gurmesh Chadha 

s/o Shri Saim Parkash Chadha,

Moh. Chaddian, Hadiabad,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Phagwara.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  201  of 2007

Present:
Shri Gurmesh Chadha complainant in person.



Shri Narinder Sharma, PIO  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant  appears to be  vague and the stand taken by Municipal Council, Phagwara appears to be correct.   The complainant has been explained  that he may ask for the information about the status of his earlier letter and not to about the  decision taken in case of other persons.  The complainant  has agreed to submit his  revised request within 10 days from today and the information will be provided by the Municipal Council, Phagwara within 20 days thereafter.

2.

The case stands adjourned to 18.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Hardial Singh,

V-VI, 90-A, Madhopuri,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 204  of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 18.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Chaman Lal s/o Sh. Dharam Parkash,

c/o Sharma General Store,

Subhash Bazar, Rama Market, 

Khanna, District Ludhiana.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. 
________________ Respondent

CC No. 205   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Ashok Pathria, PIO for the respondent 

ORDER



Instead of asking for the information, complainant has made some questions , which cannot be replied.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Satish Sharma s/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

#572/15, Bank Colony, Khanna, 

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Khanna.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 207   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Narayan Dass, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is stated that information has been supplied.  Case stands adjourned to 4.6.2006 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Inderjit Sahni,


s/o Shri Tilak Raj Sahni,

#135-HIG, Phase-I, Bhatinda.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Bhatinda.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  214  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Inderjit Sahni complainant in person.




Shri Ashok Kumar Setia, APIO for the respondent-deptt.

ORDER




Information stands supplied.  Case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Devinder Singh,

Village Adhiana, Tehsil Sarmala, P.O. Machhiwara,

District Ludhiana.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

SCO 112-113, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. ________________ Respondent

CC No. 223  of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



 The complainant appears to have  alleged about misuse of Government funds.  Instead of taking action against the guilty person, he was detained when he visited the office of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara.  No specific information has been asked for by the complainant. Hence, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Des Raj #65-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Bathinda-151001.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  226  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Des Raj complainant in person.



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


department.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department, is not well conversant with the facts of the case.  PIO of the respondent-department is directed to appear on the next date of hearing.  Case is adjourned to 4.6.2007.
In the meantime if the information is supplied, the complainant can confirm by writing  a letter and need not to be present personally.  However, the PIO of the respondent-department must be present personally.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Kuljit Singh

s/o Captain Harbhajan Singh,

r/o Salema, Post Sehal Jagir,

Tehsil Shahkot, District Jalandhar.



--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer/Incharge,

Civil Hospital, Nakodar.    




---------Respondent




      CC No. 673    of 2006

Present:-
Captain Harbhajan Singh for the complainant.



Dr. Y.C. Madkan,    Director,   Punjab  Health   System       Punjab, 


Chandigarh, alongwith Dr. Ajay Sahni, D.M.C., Jalandhar,                  

Dr. V.K.Khullar, PIO
 and Dr. G.K.S.    Taank, Advocate for               

Dr. Mukesh Kumar and Dr. V.K. Gupta.

ORDER



Dr. Y.C. Madkan appearing for the respondent-department says that since  orders  of the Commission  have been received   by them only recently some time may be given for conducting the enquiry. He requested for grant of one month’s time.  Captain Harbhajan Singh has no objection if further time is given to him but has requested that the inquiry may be conducted at the place of occurrence/treatment, for which Dr. Madkan has no objection. 

2.

 Dr. G.K.S. Taank, Advocate appearing on behalf of Dr. Mukesh Kumar and Dr. V.K. Gupta has taken the plea that this Commission has no jurisdiction for ordering the inquiry.  It was explained by the Commission to him that two prescription were received, copies of which are available with the complainant, which are contradictory that is why the Managing Director, Public Health System Punjab was instructed to conduct the inquiry to find the truth and information can be made available to the complainant, which is authenticated for which he can take further action as per law.  Dr. Taank wanted to file some protest for which he has requested for some time.  Time has been given so that he can do so on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 18.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri L.D. Gupta,

Assistant Commissioner (Retd.),

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

Ludhiana-142021.






--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.







---------Respondent

CC No. 564  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pritam Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Pritam Singh, APIO is not conversant about how many cases have been decided, in how many decided cases, appeals have been filed and how many cases are pending in the Courts.  A perusal of the original request made by the complainant indicates that the information asked for by him relates to third party.  As such complainant is not entitled for same.  Case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Satish Kumar

s/o Shri Ram Rachhpal,

Joshian Mohalla, Raikot,

District Ludhiana.






--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Local Bodies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





---------Respondent

CC No. 897 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Satish Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Santokh Singh, Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER



A similar case which is asked for by different parties (relative to each other) has been transferred to another bench headed by Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj.  This case is also transferred to the same bench for dealing as all are linked and on the same subject. 

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Prabh Singh

Tiny Shed No.5, 

Industrial Area, Phase-1,

Backside Fire Brigade,

Mohali







……
Complainant







Vs

.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Additional Director,

Directorate of Industrial Commerce, Punjab

Sector 17, Cdhjandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.691  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.


       
Shri J.S. Bhatia, Chief Engineer, Punjab State Industries and 


Export Corporation alongwith Shri R.P.Sandhu, Joint Director-cum- 


APIO for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



It is stated that the numbering plan has been provided to the complainant.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  As such case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Satish Kumar Jain.

1134/A, Sector 20-B

Chandi9garh






























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, Punjab Land 

Development & Recl.  Corporation Ltd.

Chandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

CC No. 734 of 2006
Present: 
None for the complainant.

                      Mr. Harjinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of Punjab Seed 


Corporation.


  ORDER



Complainant is not present as he has to go out of station for unavoidable circumstances.  Shri Harjinder Singh, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department states that complainant visited their office and has taken some record.  After going through the record, the complainant will let him know whether some more information is required or not.

2.

The case stands adjourned to 4.6.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Gurmej Singh s/o Shri Atma Singh

Vil. Pir Mohd. Basti Singh Pura

Tehsil Zira, Distt: Ferozepur




























…Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer

Block Makhu

Distt: Ferozepur

.








…..Respondent.

CC No.787  of 2006
Present: 
Shri Gurmej Singh complainant in person.



Shri  Sat Pal, Panchayat Secretary for respondent-department

  ORDER



Original letter asking for the record i.e. form A is not available in the record of the Commission. Shri Sat Pal, Panchayat Secretary has stated that he has supplied the information which was admitted by the complainant.  Whereas the complainant has pleaded that document is not supplied.  To settle the matter BDPO, Makhu will look into the matter and ensure that asked for record is supplied to the complainant as per law.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

.

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

Shri Paul Sharma (Advocate)

809/2-A, Prem Nagar,

Bindravan Road, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana.



















Complainant






Vs

.Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana







…..Respondent.

CC No.144  of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



The perusal of the case reveals that Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has already supplied the information vide their letter dated 21.12.2006.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

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

Shri Gurbaksh Singh s/o Shri Darshan Singh

1-162, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana





















……..
Complainant






Vs

.Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Local Bodies, Punjab

Sector 17, Chandigarh









…..Respondent.

CC No.133  of 2007

Present:
 None for the complainant.



Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department states that original application is not available in their office.  The department has written a letter to the complainant for supply a copy of the original complainant, but complainant has not supplied the same.  Copy of the complainant available on the file may be supplied to the respondent-department for doing needful.  However, it is clarified that information relating to third party which have been requested by the complainant should not be supplied without concurrence of third party as laid down under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Case stands adjourned to 18.6.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jasbir Singh

Plot No. 80, Premier Enclave

Vill. Nichni Mangli, Post Office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.





















……
Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent.

CC No.106  of 2006

Present: 
None for the parties

ORDER



Perusal of the request of Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant indicates that he is complainant about the commercial use of properties in residential area but there is no specific information, he wants.   Hence, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

May 4, 2007.

