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

Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi, 

#2029, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Building, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1049   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh Jaggi, complainant in person.



Shri Mehar Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

Complainant states that he was asked to deposit a sum of Rs.750/- on the plea that the information contains 375 pages and he had deposited the same.  He further states that the copies which are supplied to him were  not asked for by him and the same are not useful for him.

2.

Since the required information has not been supplied and has been delayed beyond one month, the amount of Rs.750/- deposited by the complainant should be refunded to him and necessary information should be supplied to him free of cost.  Shri Mehar Singh will ensure that the copies of the information as demanded by the complainant are supplied to him without any further delay.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

#2029, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1081  of 2007

Present:-
Capt. Gurdial Singh complainant in person.



Shri Baljit Walia, Superintendent –cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing dated 13.8.2007, assurance was given that the information will be supplied to the complainant within a day or two.   However, today Shri Baljit Walia who has been appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that he was asked this morning at 9.45 a.m. to seek an adjournment of the case as the staff is busy in the draw of lots for Sector 76 to 80 of Mohali.  This is not a happy state of affairs.  Such a position must be clear in advance to the employees of respondent-department when the date was fixed and they should have asked for an alternate date and not to cause harassment to the complainant.  Information asked for is specific and factual  and  as such it should be supplied within 15 days from today which the  complainant can go through  and confirm if he is satisfied with the same or not.  Since the information is delayed for more than one month, copies of the information be supplied free of cost.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007 when  besides Shri Baljit Walia, PIO of GMADA should also be present personally to explain delay in supplying of the information.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner

October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor 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 Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana._________ Respondent

CC No. 1110  of 2007

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







                      State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
 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. 851  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 


alongwith Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER



Case was originally fixed for hearing on 12.10.2007 which has been declared as holiday.   Inadvertently, the case has been fixed for today instead of being postponed.  As ordered on 24.8.2007, the respondent-department has supplied one copy each of the asked for information to the complainant as well as a copy of the same to the Commission.  Complainant may go through the information supplied to him and report whether he is satisfied with the same or not.

2. Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner









          ( P.P.S. Gill)







                 State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
CC



Shri Harmel Singh Jhandhu, Section Officer, Munciipal Council,



Khanauri, District Sangrur.

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

Shri Parminder Singh Kala,

#13, Shastri Market, Jalandhar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Engineer (Projects)

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



____   Respondent

CC No. 635  of 2007
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



There is no appearance on behalf of both the parties. Last chance is given to appear on the next date of hearing.

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Naresh Sharma

Ex-Councillor, 

General Secretary, B.J.P.,

Hathi Gate, Amritsar.





--------Complainant







Vs.
 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




____   Respondent

CC No.  568  of 2007
Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.


 Notice in this case has been issued to the Public Information Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar whereas the matter relates to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  In view of this, a  notice be issued in the name of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.


  Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
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. 852  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 


alongwith Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER

1.

Case was originally fixed for hearing on 12.10.2007 which has been declared as holiday.   Inadvertently, the case has been fixed for today instead of being postponed.  As ordered on 24.8.2007, the respondent-department has supplied one copy each of the asked for information to the complainant as well as a copy of the same to the Commission.  Complainant may go through the information supplied to him and report whether he is satisfied with the same or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner









          ( P.P.S. Gill)







                 State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
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 


alongwith Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER

1.

Case was originally fixed for hearing on 12.10.2007 which has been declared as holiday.   Inadvertently, the case has been fixed for today instead of being postponed.  As ordered on 24.8.2007, the respondent-department has supplied one copy each of the asked for information to the complainant as well as a copy of the same to the Commission.  Complainant may go through the information supplied to him and report whether he is satisfied with the same or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.






 



( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner









          ( P.P.S. Gill)







                 State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Surinder Kumar,

President Kirayadar Stall Holder Sabha (Regd.),

Kotkapura, District Faridkot.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Kotkapura.




____   Respondent

CC No. 245    of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Sachdeva, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sachdeva appearing for the respondent-department states that proceedings in 23 cases are going on before the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kotkapura while 26 cases are scheduled to be taken up in the next meeting of the Council, in 24 cases full amount of value has been received and in the remaining 43 cases regular installments are being received.  In view of this, information stands supplied to the complainant.  

2.

Case is disposed of accordingly.






 


( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.)

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.



____   Respondent

CC No. 581 of 2006
Present:-
Col. Prem Singh Grewal, complainant, in person.



Shri Ashok Vij, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court at Chandigarh and fixed for hearing on 9.10.2007 as per statement made by Shri Vij.  Complainant pointed out that on the last date of hearing no advocate had appeared on behalf of this Commission.  Notice, if any, has been received by the Registry and not by this bench.  Deputy Registrar is instructed to bring this fact to the notice of the Chief Information Commission and with his approval write to the office of the Advocate General, Punjab that this case may be defended by a law officer from their office in the Hon’ble High Court on behalf of this Commission.  It is brought to the notice of this Commission that compensation awarded to the complainant vide order dated 16.3.2007 and 16.4.2007 has also not been paid as the orders has been stayed by the Hon’ble High Court.  The issue regarding  paying  of the compensation will be decided after the judgment of the Hon’ble High Court.

2.

In view of the legal position mentioned above, the case is adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner

October 5, 2007.

CC

1.
The Chief Information Commissioner, 


State Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
The Deputy Registrar, State Information 
Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDERS



Respondent-department has written a letter to the Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Ludhiana for supplying the information to the complainant.  Thereafter, nothing has been heard from the Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Ludhiana.  It is sorry state of affairs that even an ex-Councilor is being denied the information sought by him.  

2.

The case is adjourned to 2.11.2007, when PIO from the office of Municipal Council, Sirhind should also be present besides PIO from the office of Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
CC



The Public Information, office of the Municipal Council, Sirhind


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

Capt. G.S. Pandher,

#2029, Sector 21/C, Chandigarh.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Estates Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.






____   Respondent

CC No. 1549 of 2007
Present:-
Captain G.S. Pandher, complainant in person.



Shri Baljit Walia, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Complainant was asked to deposit a sum of Rs.2000/- as cost of the map which was deposited by him on 4.5.2007.  This is stated to be the basic document which is required to be prepared at the time of acquisition process. The same is yet to be supplied. The Punjab Government in its rules has provided that except the priced documents other documents have to be supplied @ Rs.2/- per page in A/4 and A/3 size.  Since more than one month has passed which is the stipulated period, Rs.2000/- deposited by the complainant should be refunded to him.  Copy of the plan may be supplied to the complainant free of cost.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.








 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Sham Lal Goyal (District President),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

Mukatsar.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Mukatsar.




____   Respondent

CC No.  513    of 2007
Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Goyal, complainant in person.



Shri Jagdish Raj Chhabra, PIO alongwith Shri Karam Singh, AME 


for the
respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Karam Singh, who joined the respondent-department as Assistant Municipal Engineer in June, 2007, states that road history etc was required to be maintained from 1988 onward as per the orders issued by the Punjab Government in the year 1991.  After checking the register, he says that information is complete upto 2003-04 and thereafter, no entry has been made.  These entries are to be made by the staff posted in the council at the relevant time.  According to him, whatever information was available has been supplied.  After 2003-04, though he has brought this to the notice of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mukatsar but he has not get the record updated.  PIO Shri Jagdish Raj Chhabra who is also an Accountant in the respondent-department agrees with the submissions made by Shri Karam Singh.  PIO has been directed that this fact of non-maintenance of record after 2003-04 should be supplied to the complainant in writing.

2.

The complainant has submitted a petition dated 5.10.2007 (i.e. Today) pointing out about various encroachments made by private parties, it is not within the purview of this Commission to order about the removal of encroachments or otherwise.  It is for the Municipal Authorities/District Authorities to get the needful done.  Jurisdiction of this Commission is to help the complainant in getting the information available in the record of the public authority. Information about the availability and non availability of the record should be supplied to the complainant. Such information  should be given in writing so that the complainant may  take appropriate action by approaching administrative/judicial authorities for redressal of his grievance.  

3.

About non-maintenance of the record, written information should be supplied to the complainant within 5 days from today.  It will be the responsibility of PIO to do the same.  He cannot shirk his responsibility  by stating that whatever information he got from other branches has been forwarded to the complainant.  PIO has to examine that what information was asked for and what is being supplied.  He cannot merely act as a post office.  Factual position may be intimated to the complainant immediately.

4.

Case to come up for confirmation on 2.11.2007.  Information which is to be sent to the complainant, a copy of the same should also be endorsed to the Commission.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner
October 5, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Prem Singh Grewal,

104, New Officers Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




____   Respondent

CC No.  827   of 2006
Present:-
Col. Prem Singh Grewal, complainant, in person.



Shri Ashok Vij, APIO alongwith Shri Anish Bansal, Inspector for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. 31.8.2007, Shri Ashok Vij appearing for the respondent-department has assured that the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant will be met within a day or two, as the same is to be done by Shri Jaspal Singh, Superintendent, House Tax Branch, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  Shri Vij also informed that he has sent a report in this regard to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, who has ordered that Shri Jaspal Singh, Superintendent should remove the deficiencies and also to appear before the Commission on 5.10.2007.  Yesterday, on 4.10.2007, he attended the office till afternoon and thereafter in the afternoon he reported sick and directed Shri Anish Bansal, Inspector to appear before the Commission.  It is not clear whether he is on leave today or not?  Commission takes serious notice of non compliance of  the directions of this Commission  by  Shri Jaspal Singh, Supdt. Though no notice has been issued to him under Section 5(v) by the Public Information Officer.  This order may be treated as directions under Section 5(v).  He should remove the deficiencies within 5 days and also explain why action should not be taken against him for not obeying the orders of the Commission and for not supplying the information under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Today is the 8th hearing in this case, where a simple information has not been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant who is a senior citizen needs to be compensated in this case, as such for 5 hearing held after 14.5.2007, he should be paid compensation @ Rs.1000/- per hearing to the complainant.

3.

Case is adjourned to 5.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







             
State Information Commissioner

October 5, 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
ORDER



Going through the documents, the following points are to be clarified:-

(i) Whether information asked for has been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant?

(ii) Whether compensation awarded by the Commission has been  paid or not?

(iii) Shri Harmel Singh, Jhandhu has taken various pleas in his affidavit filed before the Commission.  A copy of this affidavit may be sent to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind with the instructions to furnish factual position about points raised by Shri Jhandu.  Earlier, it was brought to the notice of this Commission that Shri Jhandhu had taken away the record and even the matter has been taken up with the Director, Local Bodies, Punjab for issuing necessary directions.  If it is so,  copy of relevant extract should be supplied to the Director Local Bodies, Punjab with the reply of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind.

(iv) If the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind has taken up the matter with Shri Jhandhu directly, copy of those documents are also to be enclosed?

2.


Case is posted for hearing on 2.11.2007.









 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








          ( P.P.S. Gill)







           
State Information Commissioner

October 5, 2007.
