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

Mrs. Rupinder Kaur

w/o Sh. Sampuran Singh,

# B-20-2089, Gobind Nagar, Ludhiana.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 














________________ Respondent

CC No. 258   of 2007

Present: None for the Complainant

               Shri Hartej Singh, PIO for the respondent-department

Order


The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied  though a part of the same related to 3rd party which should not have been supplied  without concurrence of the 3rd party.  Since  the information already stands  supplied to  the complainant he may confirm  and report about the same   by the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 22.6.2007 for confirmation.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Mrs. Anju Sachdeva through

Mrs. Devi Rani Badwal,

451-MIG Flat, Housing Board,

UE-1, Jalandhar-144022.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Administrator, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  265 of 2007

Present: None for the Complainant


    Shri Harbir Singh, PIO for the respondent-department

Order


Shri Harbir Singh, PIO states that the application filed by the complainant was initially sent to the Administrator, PUDA, Jalandhar which is a different office and the same reached to him only on 8.5.2007.  In view of this, he requests for some time to supply the information.  Two weks’ time is allowed for this purpose and the relevant information be supplied to the complainant within that period.   It is made clear that 3rd party information need not be supplied without concurrence of the third party

2.
Case is adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

#1054/21, Gali No.3,

Bal Singh Nagar, Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 267    of 2007

Present: Mr. Sham Lal Saini on behalf  of the complainant


  Shri Hartej Singh, Superintendent for the respondent department

Order


Shri Hartej Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent department states that the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had taken a decision  to file an appeal against the orders passed by the Commissioner, Patiala in February 2005 and that the relevant papers were sent to the advocate  for filing appeal before the High Court.  However, he  does not know whether  the appeal had actually  been filed or not or any fee has been paid to the advocate for this purpose. He has also not been able to produce the orders whereby he has been appointed as APIO in this case.

2.
The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when the PIO as well as APIO shall be present in person to clarify the position and also produce office copy  the orders appointing Shri Hartej Singh as APIO

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Kidar Nath Dua,

1-B71-NIT (One), 

Faridabad.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  274  of 2007

Present: None for the complainant


  Shri Pritam Singh, APIO for respondent-department


The information asked for by the complainant   is the same as in CC No. 105/2007 which has already been disposed of .  This case is also  stands  disposed of accordingly. 

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Jagdish Chand Verma (Advocate),

#3417, Ward No.8 (Old), Near Arya College,

Kharar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Kharar (SAS Nagar)

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No. 282 of 2007

Present: Complainant in person


   Shri Kewal Krishan, PIO for the respondent department


The complainant states that the information asked for by him has not been supplied to him whereas the respondent claims that necessary information has been supplied to him.  A copy of the information available with Shri Kewal Krishan has been handed over to the complainant who may go through the same and report if it covers the points raised by him.


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 for confirmation

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Ramasra Singh s/o Sh. Tulsa Singh,

VPO Brahmpur, Vill. Latala, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Pakhowal, District Ludhiana.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 293 of 2007


None is present on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Ruldu Ram (Contractor)

s/o Shri Khushdev Chand,

Near S.B.S. Colony, St. No.6,

Rampura Phul, District Bathinda.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.     

________________ Respondent

CC No. 294 of 2007

Present: None for the complainant


  Mr. Sikander Singh, for respondent department


None is present on behalf of the complainant.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 18.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Jagan Nath, Qtr. No.C-7,

Municipal Colony, Near Rose Garden,

Bathinda




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Chandigarh. ________________ Respondent

CC No. 299 of 2007


None is present on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

The President, National Welfare Society (Regd.),

2540, Gali Fire Brigade, Mahan Singh Gate,

Amritsar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  310  of 2007

Present: None for the parties


A telegram has been received from the complainant that he is unwell and cannot attend the hearing today.  The case is, accordingly, adjourned to 22.6.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Ajit Singh,

209-A, Focal Point, Rajpura,

District Patiala.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Rajpura (Patiala).
________________ Respondent

CC No.  312   of 2007

Present: Complainant in person


    Shri Vinod Mehta, PIO for the respondent-department


As agreed by  both the parties, the complainant  may visit the office of  Municipal Council, Rajpura at 11.00 A.M. on 16.5.2007 and see the relevant record.  After perusal of the same, he may ask for a copy of the record desired after paying the usual charges to the Municipal Council.  Shri Vinod Mehta, PIO should ensure that the complainant is shown the relevant record on the aforesaid date and time and is supplied copy of the necessary record thereafter.

2.
Case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 for confirmation

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur







 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent, 

Municipal Council,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur. 

















________________ Respondent

AC No. 118   of  2006

Present: None for the complainant


    Mr. Ranbir Singh, E.O. for Municipal Council, Sangrur

ORDER


There is a telephonic message from the complainant seeking adjournment  on account of bereavement in his family.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 22.6.2007

2.
Shri Ranbir Singh, E.O.  has submitted an application dated 23.4.2007 stating that at the time of hearing  of this case  on 12.3.2007 he was present  but was marked absent inadvertently.  A perusal of the record shows that the first hearing of this case took place on 19.2.2007 when one Deepak Kumar, Clerk appeared who was not conversant with the facts of the case and the case was adjourned to 12.3.2007 with a direction that the E.O. should be present in person. Since the EO had not appeared,  the case was again adjourned to 13.4.2007 when a fine was imposed  on  the  E.O. – Shri Ranbir Singh.  Every order passed by the Commission is put on the web site within 2/3 days and thereafter  a copy of the same is sent   to both the parties by Registered Post or otherwise.   It is strange that  he was not shown to be present when the order dated 12.3.2007 was passed.  After such a long time he has reported that he has  been marked absent on 12.3.2007.  The order  dated 12.3.2007 show that a  representative had appeared on behalf of the Municipal Council, Sangrur. As such,  there was no reason for recording his presence.  However, a perusal of the attendance in other cases filed by the same complainant  and his associates on  the same date  i.e. CC No. 884/2006, CC No. 885/2006, it shows that Shri Ranbir Singh, EO was present in all those cases.  In view of this and also  giving him the benefit  of doubt, the order dated 13.4.2007 is modified to the extent that no action shall be taken against Shri Ranbir Singh, E.O. However, a final decision on his application shall be taken on the next date of hearing i.e. 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Pawan Kumar Kaushal

W.No. 8  # 41, Mohall Gobindpura,

Kaushal Street, Doraha,

Tehsil Payala, Distt: Ludhiana



 


 










Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Educatopm Pffocer (S)

Ludhiana





________________ Respondent

CC No.  800   of 2006

Present: None for the complainant Complainant in person


    Shri Madanjit Singh, Superintendent for the respondent department

Order


The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied.  Nothing contrary is reported on behalf of the complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of accordingly.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

S.Gurdial Singh s/o Shri Mohan Singh

# 3620, St. No.1

New Shivaji Nagar,

Ludhiana




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East)

Ludhiana



.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  848   of 2006


None is present on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust

Jalandhar







_ Respondent

CC No.  883  of 2006


None is present on behalf of both the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Munish Kumar  

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Respondent

CC No.  884  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant


    Shri Ranbir Singh, EO respondent


There is a telephonic message from the complainant that on account of bereavement in his family, he will not be able to attend the court.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.6.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Niraj Bansal

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber

Sangrur







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







_ Respondent

CC No.  885  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant


    Shri Ranbir Singh, EO - respondent


There is a telephonic message from the complainant that on account of bereavement in his family, he may not be able to attend the court.  He also informed that the required information has been supplied to him and he does not want to press this complainant.

2.
In view of above, the case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 for confirmation in writing.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Syal Street,

Sirhind










_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  555  of 2006

Present: Shri N.K.Sayal for the complainant


    Shri S.J.Sharma, EO for the respondent

Order


As observed by this Commission in its order dated 9.3.2007 , the Municipal Counsel, Sirhind  seems to be  reluctant in supplying  the information asked for by the complainants.  Today is the 6th hearing in this case but still the information has not been supplied and the complainant is being harassed unnecessarily.  The complainant deserves to be compensated for being harassed at the hands of the respondent department.  The complainant should, therefore, be paid by the Municipal Council, Sirhind  @ Rs. 500/-  for each hearing he attended after   9th of March, 2007.  It will be the responsibility of the  Director Local Bodies to recover the said amount from the Municipal Council, Sirhind and disburse the same to the complainant.  


A copy of this order be sent to the Director, Local Government Department, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the affairs of the Municipal Council, Sirhind and ensure that the information asked for the complainant is supplied to him  without any further delay.


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when besides the PIO  and APIO Shri Harmel Singh Jaddu of Muncipal Council, Sirhind, the PIO of the  Department of Local Government, Punjab shall be present to clarify the position.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

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

Shri Sher Singh

Municipal Councilor

Ward No. 4, Sirhind 






Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  451  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person


    Shri S.J.Sharma, E.O. for the respondent department

Order


Shri S.J.Sharma, EO states that he is now under transfer to Sahnewal and Shri Charanjit Singh is likely to join in his place.  He further stated that even though he is on leave during these days but still has appeared in this case as  his successor has not  yet joined the office 


 The record indicate that there is a  flaw in the working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  In many of the cases, neither the PIO appear before the Commission nor information is supplied to the complainants inspite of repeated adjournments. Before we proceed to take action against the PIO of the respondent-department under section 20 of the RTI Act for non supply of the required information,   a letter be sent to the Director, Local Government, Punjab to look into the affairs of the Municipal Council, Sirhind and issue necessary instructions to the concerned PIO not to delay in supply of necessary information to the complainants.  


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when besides the PIO  and APIO Shri Harmel Singh Jaddu of Muncipal Council, Sirhind, the PIO of the  Department of Local Government, Punjab shall be present to clarify the position.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

CC: The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh 

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

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind









_ 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 for the complainant


    Shri S.J.Sharma, EO for the respondent

Order


Shri S.J.Sharma, EO states that he is now under transfer to Sahnewal and Shri Charanjit Singh is likely to join in his place.  He further stated that even though he is on leave during these days but still has appeared in this case as  his successor has not  yet joined the office 


 The record indicate that there is a  flaw in the working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  In many of the cases, neither the PIO appear before the Commission nor information is supplied to the complainants inspite of repeated adjournments. Before we proceed to take action against the PIO of the respondent-department under section 20 of the RTI Act for non supply of the required information,   a letter be sent to the Director, Local Government, Punjab to look into the affairs of the Municipal Council, Sirhind and issue necessary instructions to the concerned PIO not to delay in supply of necessary information to the complainants.  


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when besides the PIO  and APIO Shri Harmel Singh Jaddu of Muncipal Council, Sirhind, the PIO of the  Department of Local Government, Punjab shall be present to clarify the position.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

CC: The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh 

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

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ 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 for the complainant


    Shri S.J.Sharma, EO for the respondent

Order


Shri S.J.Sharma, EO states that he is now under transfer to Sahnewal and Shri Charanjit Singh is likely to join in his place.  He further stated that even though he is on leave during these days but still has appeared in this case as  his successor has not  yet joined the office 


 The record indicate that there is a  flaw in the working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  In many of the cases, neither the PIO appear before the Commission nor information is supplied to the complainants inspite of repeated adjournments. Before we proceed to take action against the PIO of the respondent-department under section 20 of the RTI Act for non supply of the required information,   a letter be sent to the Director, Local Government, Punjab to look into the affairs of the Municipal Council, Sirhind and issue necessary instructions to the concerned PIO not to delay in supply of necessary information to the complainants.  


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when besides the PIO  and APIO Shri Harmel Singh Jaddu of Muncipal Council, Sirhind, the PIO of the  Department of Local Government, Punjab shall be present to clarify the position.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

CC: The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh

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

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ 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 for the complainant


    Shri S.J.Sharma, EO for the respondent

Order


Shri S.J.Sharma, EO states that he is now under transfer to Sahnewal and Shri Charanjit Singh is likely to join in his place.  He further stated that even though he is on leave during these days but still has appeared in this case as  his successor has not  yet joined the office 


 The record indicate that there is a  flaw in the working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  In many of the cases, neither the PIO appear before the Commission nor information is supplied to the complainants inspite of repeated adjournments. Before we proceed to take action against the PIO of the respondent-department under section 20 of the RTI Act for non supply of the required information,   a letter be sent to the Director, Local Government, Punjab to look into the affairs of the Municipal Council, Sirhind and issue necessary instructions to the concerned PIO not to delay in supply of necessary information to the complainants.  


The case is adjourned to 22.6.2007 when besides the PIO  and APIO Shri Harmel Singh Jaddu of Muncipal Council, Sirhind, the PIO of the  Department of Local Government, Punjab shall be present to clarify the position.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

May 11, 2007

CC: The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh
