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 H.L. Karkara, Superintendent  Grade-1, Punjab Civil 



Secretariat alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER

                     The case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  The case, therefore, stands disposed of.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007





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

Shri Ruldu Ram s/o Shri Khushdev Chand

Contractor, New SBS Colony, St. No.6,

Rampuraphul (Bathinda)




…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rampuraphul, Distt: Bathinda.



…..Respondent.

CC No.77  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ruldu Ram, complainant in person.

               
Shri  Vijay Kumar,  Accountant -APIO for the respondent

ORDER

                    The information in question is stated to be ready and the same has been handed over to the complainant.  He may go through the same and report if he is satisfied with the same or not.   In case he finds any deficiency in the information supplied to him, he may contact the PIO concerned who will help him in getting full information.  In pursuance of order dated 18.6.2007, the fee of 2968/- charged from the complainant has been refunded to him by way  of a cheque which has been handed over to him today .  

2.               
Adjourned to 30.7.2007.

 3.        
It is seen that inspite of clear instructions issued by order dated 18.6.2007 that the information should be provided without any further delay; the information is stated to have been sent to the complainant only on 6.7.2007.  There is clear violation of the provisions of the RTI Act which provide that every citizen should get information at the earliest.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007





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

Shri Ruldu Ram s/o Shri Khushdev Chand

Contractor, New SBS Colony, St. No.6,

Rampuraphul (Bathinda)





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rampuraphul, Distt: Bathinda.



…..Respondent.

CC No.78  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ruldu Ram, complainant in person.

               
Shri Vijay Kumar, Accountant  for the respondent

ORDER

                    The information in question is stated to be ready and the same has been handed over to the complainant.  He may go through the same and report if he is satisfied with the same or not.   In case he finds any deficiency in the information supplied to him, he may contact the PIO concerned who will help him in getting full information.  In pursuance of order dated 18.6.2007, the fee of 2968/- charged from the complainant has been refunded to him by way  of a cheque which has been handed over to him today .  

2.               Adjourned to 30.7.2007.

 3.                It is seen that inspite of clear instructions issued by order dated 18.6.2007 that the information should be provided without any further delay; the information is stated to have been sent to the complainant only on 6.7.2007.  There is clear violation of the provisions of the RTI Act which provide that every citizen should get information at the earliest.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri N.K. Garg (Advocate)

s/o Shri Lal Chand,

#13188, Namdev Road,

Suraj Basti, Bhatinda.










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.




…..Respondent.

CC No.52  of 2007
Present:  
None for the parties.

ORDER  

                   This case was earlier fixed for hearing on 26.3.2007 when none on behalf of the complainant appeared.  On 7.5.2007, a representative appearing on behalf of the respondent-department had stated that the information asked for the complainant was to be supplied by the District Town Planner and accordingly a notice was sent to him.  The policy regarding charging of fees was clarified.  The case was again fixed for hearing on 18.6.2007 when none of the parties appeared.   Today also there is no appearance on behalf of the parties.  It seems that the complainant is not interested in pursuing the matter.

 2.                   In view of the above, the case stands disposed of

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri Ruldu Ram s/o Shri Khushdev Chand

Contractor, New SBS Colony, St. No.6,

Rampuraphul (Bathinda)





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rampuraphul, Distt: Bathinda.



…..Respondent.

CC No.294  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ruldu Ram, complainant in person.

               
Shri Vijay Kumar, Accountant  for the respondent

ORDER

                    The information in question is stated to be ready and the same has been handed over to the complainant.  He may go through the same and report if he is satisfied with the same or not.   In case he finds any deficiency in the information supplied to him, he may contact the PIO concerned who will help him in getting full information.  In pursuance of order dated 18.6.2007, the fee of 2968/- charged from the complainant has been refunded to him by way  of a cheque which has been handed over to him today .  

2.               Adjourned to 30.7.2007.

 3.         It is seen that inspite of clear instructions issued by order dated 18.6.2007 that the information should be provided without any further delay; the information is stated to have been sent to the complainant only on 6.7.2007.  There is clear violation of the provisions of the RTI Act which provide that every citizen should get information at the earliest.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri Harnek Singh Bhari

H.E. 155, Phase-1, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali






















Complainant






Vs

.Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Rural Development 

& Panchayat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

.







…..Respondent.

CC No.140  of 2007






.

Present: 
Shri Harnek Singh Bhari complainant in person.



Shri Bahadur Singh, Dy. Director alongwith 
 


 

Shri Ravinder Singh, BDPO for the  respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him.  The complainant states that even though he has been  provided with the information but he has not been kept  informed  about the developments of the case.

2.

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of  with the observations that applicants  who are fighting  for the public cause should be kept informed about the developments in the administration. 

 ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch

s/o Sh.Sardara Singh, VPO Gill, 

Distt: Ludhiana









…...Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana






.....Respondent
CC No. 222  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri  Chaman Lal, Superintendent  for the respondent-department

Order:



Case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.   The case is, therefore, disposed of.

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartmemnts,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur (Pb.)


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur (Pb.)

________________ Respondent

CC No. 315  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



Shri Parvinder Singh, Inspector  for respondent-Department.

ORDER


 

The Executive Officer of NAC Zirakpur had stated that the lay-out plan of the complex of N.P.Zirakpur has been approved by the District Town Planner and copy of the same has been supplied to the complainant. On the other hand,   the complainant states that the building plan is different to the one   a copy of which has been provided to him.  

2.
A similar case is fixed for hearing on 27.7.2007.  This case is also adjourned to 27.7.2007 when Shri Parvinder Singh, Inspector shall be present in person.  Shri Nirmal Preet Singh, Assistant Town Planner is stated to have been transferred.  Therefore, his successor should also be present on that day.


 ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri  Hardev  Sekhon

# 495, VPO Dakha, 

District Ludhiana.







 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Principal Secretary to Govt,, Punjab

Local Govt.  Department, Civil Secretariat

Chandigarh




________________ Respondent

CC No. 186 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant



Shri  Hakam Singh, Superintendent  and Shri Jagjit Singh Johl, 


Asstt.  for respondent-Department.

ORDER

1.
 
Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been provided.  None appeared on behalf of the complainant. 

2.

The case is adjourned to 30.7.2007 for confirmation. 

 ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




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

Shri  Harjinder Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh

# 2275, St. No. 9, Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  District Revenue Officer, 

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana)

________________ Respondent

CC No. 728  of 2007

Present:-
Complainant in person.



Mrs. Surinder Kaur, Clerk  for respondent-Department.

ORDER

1.

Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied but not within the stipulated period.  It appears that the DRO, Ludhiana who is also the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana had not taken adequate measures in sorting out the matter.  The Financial Commissioner Revenue may like to take appropriate action against him for the lapse on his part.             

2.

Under these circumstances, the case stands disposed of 


 ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
July 9, 2007




