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 Nirmal Preet Singh, Assistant Town Planner for the respondent-



Department.

ORDER



Shri Nirmal  Preet Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information is ready and the same will be supplied to the complainant within a day or so.  The complainant  may confirm about the receipt of the information  and thereafter go through the same and report whether he is satisfied with the same.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Satwinder Pal Singh,

St. No.3, Hardyal Nagar, Chaina Road, Jaitu

District Faridkot.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Jaitu (Faridkot)

________________ Respondent

CC No.  320 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Ravi Kumar Loona, Inspector-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

Order:-



Information is supplied, case stands disposed of.









            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Gobind Singh Pipli,

District Secretary (BSP),

VPO Pipli, Tehsil and District Faridkot.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Welfare Scheduled Castes

& Backward Classes, Pb., SCO No.128-129,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 326 of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




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




respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Deepak Arora appearing for the respondent-department states that the information is ready and the complainant has been asked to deposit the requisite fee towards the cost of the copies @ Rs.2/- per page. He further states that after the fee is deposited, the requisite information will be sent to him.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 330 of 2007

Present:
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The point raised in the complaint is very serious.  A fresh notice may therefore  be issued for 15.6.2007.

2.

Case is adjourned to 15.6.2007








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 331  of 2007

Present:
Shri N.K. Sayal, complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.



There is no appearance on behalf of the respondent. The case therefore, stands adjourned to 15.6.2007








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri V.P. Marwaha,

A-114, Gujranwala Town-1,

Delhi-110009.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Urmar Tanda, Tehsil Dasuya (Hoshiarpur).
________________ Respondent

CC No. 335  of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.



None appeared on behalf of both the parties. The case, therefore, stands adjourned to 15.6.2007








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Chetan Verma,

Chamber No.243, Lawyers Chamber,

New Judicial Complex, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 339  of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amarjit Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information has since been supplied to the complainant.  None appeared on behalf of the complainant. 

2.

The case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Suresh Gupta

#1, Mayur Enclave, Back Side Kaintal Petrol Pump,

Bhupendra Road, Patiala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  341 of 2007

Present:-

Shri Suresh Gupta complainant in person.




Shri Naresh Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER




The information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been  supplied to him.  Though the information related to third party but the issue being in public interest of opening of commercial complex (particularly restaurant) in the residential area, supplying of such information is not being objected to..  In the report given to the complainant, it is admitted that excess construction has been done and action will be taken as per law.  While disposing of this case, Shri Naresh Kumar has been instructed that after the  action is taken, the complainant should be informed about the same.  Instead of trying to locate the file, it will be appropriate to reconstruct the file and take action as per law.  The complainant  is free to approach this commission again, if he does not get the information.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of. 




           




 ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Surinder Pal Moudgil,

Chamber No.556, Lawyers Chambers,

New Judicial Complex, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 345 of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amarjit Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information has since been supplied to the complainant.  None is present on behalf of the complainant to confirm about the same.

2.

The case, therefore, stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Pawan Sood, General Secretary,

Federation of Pollution & Park Management Committees,

34-E, Tagore Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  357  of 2007

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Surinder Kumar, Land Scape Officer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.



Information is reported to have been supplied. Case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 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, Deputy Director-cum- PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Shri Bahadur Singh appearing for the respondent department states that the asked for information will be supplied to the complainant within 20 days.

2.

Case to come up for confirmation on 15.6.2007.







                 ( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Naib Subedar Dilbagh Chand s/o Sh.Ramji Dass\

Vill. Hiyatpur, P.O. Haibowal, Tehsil. Samrala, 

Block Machhiwara, Distt: Ludhiana.


......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.
                                 .....Respondent

CC No. 48  of 2007:

Present:
Naib Subedar Dilbagh Chand, complainant in person.



Shri Bahadur Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO O/o Rural Devel 


& Panchayats, Punjab-respondent.

Order:



Shri Bahadur Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information has been supplied to  which complainant has also confirmed.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri P.L. Sharma (Retd.XEN)

9-A,Sunder Nagar, Main Road,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Principal Secretary to Govt. , Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh






.....Respondent
CC No. 520  of 2006:

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




Shri Deepinder Singh, PCS, Addl. Secretary-cum-PIO for the 




respondent-department.

 Order:



The point as to whether the pension is to be sanctioned or not to be sanctioned is an administrative issue to be decided by the department.  The Commission has no jurisdiction to pass any order in this regard.  However, the contention raised in the information sought by the complainant was as to what action has been taken on his representation which was made to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government.  The complainant is entitled to get  such information including  copies of the note-sheets thereof.   Shri Deepinder Singh, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO appearing for the respondent-department has consented  to supply the said information to the complainant  within one week from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.









( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 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
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.

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

                        Shri Ashok Vij, APIO alongwith Shri C.L. Sharma, former PIO of the 


Municipal Corporation, Patiala now Superintendent, Water Supply, 


Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
ORDER



Shri Ashok Vij appearing for the respondent-department produced a photocopy of a letter written by Shri Parminder Singh, Advocate, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh which states that  the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the orders dated 16.3.2007 and 16.4.2007 passed by this Commission. Neither a copy of the petition filed before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court nor  copy of the order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has been brought on the record of the Commission. In the absence of the same, it is difficult for the Commission to see  what was the prayer made before the Hon’ble High Court and what portion of the orders has been stayed.

2.

In regard to the information asked for by the complainant in his original complaint, Shri Vij states that  inquiry has been initiated against the concerned Tax Inspector.  The perusal of the record indicates that he was issued show cause notice on 9.4.2007  to which  he has replied denying  the allegations.  While this Commission is not concerned about the inquiry or the result  thereof, the moot question before this Commission is  the supply of information which is being delayed on one count or the other.  The complainant wanted to know the proof on the basis of which enhancement of ratable value has been done as admitted by the respondent-department in Para-B of their reply given to the complainant.  It is stated that no specific instance of the proof is available.  This tantamount that no proof is available and complainant can take further action as deemed fit on the basis of letter received by him from the respondent department.  As mentioned in the order of the Commission dated 16.4.2007, the department is avoiding in furnishing the information.

3.

The only alternative available with this Commission is to award punishment  by way of imposing fine or taking administrative action against the guilty persons.  As far as imposition of find is concerned, the same was done but as per photocopy of letter from Shri Parminder Singh, Advocate, the same has been stayed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  There is no doubt that Municipal Corporation, Patiala has been avoiding  furnishing  of the documents asked for by the complainant either willfully or because the same are not available as admitted by them in their letter to the complainant. The complainant who is a senior citizen in his eighties needs to be spared from visiting Chandigarh time and again for appearance before the Commission. He  can proceed further as per law for  furnishing wrong information to him by the respondent-department.

4.

As far as the imposition of fine on the respondent-department is concerned, the same will be decided after the perusal of the writ petition submitted before the Hon’ble High Court and order passed on the same.  It is further submitted by Shri Vij that case is scheduled to be heard on 21.9.2007.  The case is accordingly adjourned to 12.10.2007 for deciding the quantum of punishment or otherwise.

5.

The complainant has moved an application that the compensation ordered by this Commission on 16.3.2007 and 16.4.2007 has not been paid to him by the respondent department.  As stated above, these two orders dated 16.3.2007 and 16.4.2007 have been challenged before the Hon’ble High Court and Hon’ble High Court has stayed the operation of these orders as per the letter received from Shri Parminder Singh, Advocate.  I, therefore, refrain to make any  observation on the same without perusing  of the writ petition filed before the Hon’ble High Court and order passed on the same by Hon’ble High Court.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 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 .Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.



















…..Respondent.





CC No.827  of 2006
Present:  
Shri Prem Singh Grewal complainant in person

               
Mr. Ashok Vij, APIO for Municipal Corporation, Patiala

  ORDER



According to the submissions made before this Commission on 16.3.2007, it was stated by Shri Vij that asked for information has been supplied and the case was adjourned to 16.4.2007 so that the complainant can go through the same and report if he is satisfied or not.   On the next date of hearing i.e. 16.4.2007, it was stated by the complainant that information supplied to him was not correct.   Shri Vij  has stated that this order has also been challenged before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  The order passed by the Hon’ble High Court is not known and  it is also not known  as to when the case is fixed for further hearing. 


 Shri Vij will ascertain the orders passed by Hon’ble High Court and  in case  there is no any stay, then the case will be heard on 15.6.2007.  But if there is a stay then the case shall be heard on 12.10.2007 when the other case of the same parties is listed, since the Hon’ble High Court has fixed the next hearing on 21.9.2007.






           


 ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana



......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer, PUDA

Adminstrator Greater Mohali Dev. Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)








.....Respondent
CC No.21  of 2007:

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon complainant in person..

 

Shri  Mahesh Kapil, Superintendent o/o for the respondent-


department. 

Order:



 Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon  has stated that the  information has been received by him  and he is satisfied with the same

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







            ( R. K. Gupta)





State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Plot No. 80, Village Nichhi Mangli,

Post Office Ramgarh,Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissisoner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana






.....Respondent

CC No. 913  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Joint Director for the Respondent-


Deptt. 

Order:



Case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

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

Shri Amar Nath Sharma,

R/o 1271, B.-XIII, Kot Almgir, 

Near Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana



















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

.Office of Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







…..Respondent.

CC No.665  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

              None for the respondent-department

  ORDER



It is stated that the information is ready.  Complainant has been asked to deposit the required fee and get the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 15.6.2007 for confirmation.








            ( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

May 14, 2007

