STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Shri Ajit Singh,

209-A Focal Point,

Rajpura, Distt.Patiala.



___________ Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

 O /O Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rajpura, Distt Patiala

____________Respondent.

C.C.No. 172 of 2006.

Present:
1. None  on behalf of the Complainant
2. Sh. Manvir Singh Gill, Executive Officer, Municipal Council,Rajpura, Distt.Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.
3.Mr. Raj Kishan , Asstt. Municipal Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.



The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura has stated before this Court that the information required by the Complainant has been supplied to him.  On  the other hand, Shri Ajit Singh, the complainant, has again asked for an adjournment.


In view of the fact that two opportunities have already been given to the Complainant,  and taking into consideration the assertion of the  respondent that the information has already been  supplied  to him, and, further, that the complainant has not pointed out in his written communication any deficiency in the information which has been supplied, I consider the request for a further adjournment unreasonable.

The complainant’s request for an adjournment is, accordingly, rejected and the case disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO  No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

S/o Sh.Bachan Singh,

Sarabha Nagar,Abhohar.

Distt Ferozepur.






____________ Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Punjab Homeopathic Council,

SCO No 3027-28 (2nd Floor),

Sector 22-D, Chandigarh.

______________ Respondent
C.C.No. 257 of 2006

Present:     1. None on behalf of the Complainant.

2.  Dr. Ashwani Kumar Sharma, Department of Homeopathy, Pb, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 

The Respondent states that the information required by the complainant has already been supplied to him on 29.8.2006.The  complainant, however, has written that the information which has been given to him is incomplete. Dr. Sharma has given to this Court a copy of the information which has been provided. The complainant has written to say that he is not able to attend the Court because of financial problems and has requested  this Court to get  him the complete information. Since, however, the information provided to him appears to be complete, a letter may be sent to the complainant asking him to specify the exact information which has not been supplied with reference to his application dated 3-5-2006.
 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 12.10.2006. The PIO or his representative will not be required  to attend on the next date.



                                                             

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO  No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,
Ex.Additional Director,

1, Adarash Nagar, Bhadson Road,, Patiala.

____________Complainant

Vs

Sh.Dev Chand ,

Superintendent -I-_cum Assistant Public Information Officer,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






_________Respondent.

C.C.No. 211 of 2006

And

C.C. No. 209 of 2006

And

CC No. 210 of 2006

Present: 
1. Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Complainant, in person.

2. Sh. Sandeep K. Wadhawan, Advocate,  Counsel for Respondent.

ORDER

 
Heard.

 

This  order will apply to C.C. No.209, 210 and 211, since the nature of information, which is the subject matter of the three complaints and the complainant and Respondent in all the three cases are the same.



The Respondent has made an  application dated 31.8.2006 to this court seeking that the orders passed on 22.8.2006 may be reviewed/recorded/modified for the  reasons stated therein. 
 

Respondents are directed to supply a copy of the afore mentioned  application to the complainant today itself in order to give him an opportunity to make his submission with response to it.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 5.10.2006. The directions contained in the orders of this Court dated 22.8.2006 will be kept in abeyance till the next date of hearing. 
 

                                                          
    (P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO  No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. Vineet Kumar,

S/o Sh. Des Raj,

Ward No. 7 Khuhwali Gali

Maur Mandi

Distt Bhatinda.



______________  Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Maur Mandi , Distt Bhatinda.

______________ Respondent

C.C.No. 196 of 2006

Present:  1. None on behalf of the Complainant.

2. Shri  Yoginder  Mohan  Bhatnagar,  O/o Municipal Council, Maur   Mandi,  on  behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 
The Respondent has stated that the information required by the Complainant has  been supplied to him. He has referred to the letter of the Municipal  Council ,Maur, No. 928 dated 22.6.2006 addressed to the Commission and has verbally confirmed its contents.

The Complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No.  84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. V.P.Dubey 

Advocate,

759, Sector 8,Panchkula

_________________________Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Punjab Civil Secretariat,
Chandigarh.



_______________________Respondent

C.C.No. 166 of 2006

ORDER

 

None present.
 

Dismissed in default.










(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO  No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. Jagdeep Singh Chowhan,

H.No.1 Adarash Nagar,

Badhson Road,Patiala    



__________Complainant

Vs

Sh. Suresh Arora,

I.G. Police/ Public Information Officer,

Punjab Police H.Q.

Sector 9,Chandigarh



__________Respondent

C.C.No. 100 of 2006

Present:   1. Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Complainant, in person.

 2. Sh Harpreet Singh, S.P. Litigation, O/o I.G. Police Punjab H.Q. Sec-9,   Chandigarh.
ORDER


Heard.


In this case, the Respondent has informed the Commission that the required information is to be provided by the PIO O/O  Principal  Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, Chandigarh.
 
Accordingly notice may be issued to the PIO/  Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, enclosing a copy of the complainant’s letter dated 1.3.2006 addressed to the I.G. Police, Punjab,  H.Q ,Chandigarh, and referring to the letter of the D.G.P. addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, Vide No. 17270-71/Con.SA-5 dated 20.6.2006, for appearing before this Court on 5.10.2006.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 5.10.2006.











(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




        State Information Commissioner

.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Mrs. Balvir kaur

W/o Harnek Singh

V.P.O Fullan Wal

H. No. 175, Ludhiana

________________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Director Social Welfare Women

& Children Development, Punjab

SCO no. 102 sec 34 A

Chandigarh



________________ Respondent
CC No. 223 of 2006

Present :

1. Ms Shakuntla, Superintendent O/o Director Social Welfare Women & Children Development, Punjab on behalf of the Respondent.
2. Mrs. Balvir Kaur, Complainant, in person.
ORDER


Heard.

 
The respondent has given to this court vide letter number RE Act/ 2006/30472 dated 1.09.2006, copies of the information provided to the Complainant. The Complainant, however, is not satisfied and has requested for an adjournment.

 
The case is adjourned to 10 AM on12.10.2006 at complainant’s request.

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Sh Prem Kumar Rattan

Kothi No. 8 E New Lal Bagh 

Patiala




___________________ Complainant

V/s

Public Information Officer

O/o  D.C Patiala



___________________ Respondent

C.C 95 of 2006

Present:

1. None on behalf of the Complainant.

2. Sh Mohinder Singh, Clerk, O/o D.C Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
 

Heard.

 

Sh. Mohinder Singh has informed the court that after giving a personal hearing to the complainant and Smt. Sumana Devi, the PIO O/o D.C Patiala has passed orders regarding the supply of certain documents to the complainant, a copy of which has been taken on record. The Complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied.

 

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO.  No,84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.
Ludhiana Oil Expeller Co-op. House 
Building Society Limmited, 
(through Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, President),

Nirankari Street No. 3, G.T. Road,

Miller Ganj,Ludhiana  141003


_____________Complainant
V/s

The Public Information Officer

O/o The Chairman,

 Improvement Trust,

 Ludhiana.





_____________ Respondent 

C.C No. 207 of 2006

Present :
1. Sh Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.
2. Sh.. Pritam Singh, APIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 
The information required by the complainant has been sent by the Executive officer of the Trust vide his memo number LIT/DB/9606 dated 6.09.2006 through registered post. A copy of the covering letter of the Trust has been taken on record and also supplied to the complainant.

 
The registered letter has not yet reached the complainant. If, when he receives the information, he is not satisfied, he may make his submission on the next date of hearing.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2006.
(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO  No.  84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Shri Rakesh  Kumar Garg,

Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,Dhanaula,

Distt Sangrur.                                                      _____________Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer, 

The Manager,

Co-operative Bank,

Dhanaula, Distt Sangrur.



_____________ Respondent
CC No. 239 of 2006

Present :
1. None on behalf of the Complainant.

2. Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Branch Manager, Co-operative Bank,   Dhanaula on behalf of the Respondent.

Order



Heard.

  
The Complainant in this case has already been informed by the  Respondent that he cannot be given the details of  the accounts of other account holders in the Bank, since this is confidential.


The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied.


Disposed of.










    (P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB.

SCO  No.  84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh.  Baldev  Singh

S/o S.  Gurdial  Singh

Vill. Hakumatsinghwala

Ferozepur




-------------------------Complainant

V/s

Public Information Officer

O/o Divisional Commissioner 

Ferozepur




-------------------------Respondent

C.C No.  307  of 2006

Present: 

1.Mr.  Baldev  Singh, Complainant in person
2.Mr Vijay Mehta, Superintendent. O/o  Divisional Commissioner,  Ferozepur

Representing the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has admitted in his letter dated 31.8.2006, addressed to the Commission, that the required copy of the letter dated 18.2.1998 sent by the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab, to the Divisional Commissioner,  Ferozepur , can be given to the Complainant under the RTI Act 2005. He has further submitted that the complainant should be directed to apply for the copy, since the earlier application was from his counsel.

 It is hereby ordered that an attested copy of the letter which is required by the complainant, should be given by the respondent within seven days from today. No other application is required to be given by the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28.9.2006 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No.  84-85 Sector 17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. B.B.Bagga,

Advocate,
2775, Sector 37 –C,

Chandigarh


_______________Complainant
Vs

Examiner, Local Funds Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 1-2-3, Sector 17-A,
Chandigarh


_________________Respondent

CC No. 263 of 2006

Present: 

1. Sh. B. B. Bagga, Advocate, Complainant in person.

 2.   Sh. Karnail Singh, Jr. Auditor, Representing PIO, Examiner, Local
      Funds    Account, Punjab..

ORDER

Heard.

In this case, the Respondent wrongly returned the application of the Complainant for information on the ground that the PIO of the Department had not been notified. When, eventually, PIO was notified on 1.1.2006, the Department informed the Complainant of this fact and have since been waiting for a fresh  application  for the required information.

Needless to say that the procedure adopted by the Department is neither reasonable nor correct. The Department should have kept the application pending and placed it before the PIO on his appointment.  A copy of the required information has now again been given to the Respondent today in the presence of the Court. The Respondent is directed to supply the information within 15 days.

In view of the unavoidable delay that has already occurred, no fees will be chargeable from the complaint for the information which is supplied.

Adjourned to 10 A.M.  on 5.10.2006    for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K. Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB.

SCO  No.  84-85  Sector  17 C Chandigarh.

Sh. Naresh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Kaur Chand,

16940/A Basant Vihar, Street No. 1

Bhatinda.




_____________Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Distt. Town Planner,

Town and Country Planning Department,

Mini Secretariat, Bhatinda.
2. Public information Officer,

  O/o Senior Town Planner,

District Council Building,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.



​​​​​​​​​_______________ Respondent.

AC No. 47 of 2006

Present:              1.  Sh. Naresh Kumar, Appellant in person

 2.   Shri  Munshi Ram, Planning Draftsman,

              
      On behalf of of the PIO Distt Town Planner, Bhatinda.

ORDER

Heard.

Shri Munshi Ram, appearing on behalf of the PIO,  has shown to the Court an order of the Department dated 2.3.2004 according to which the original  Survey Plan of Town Planning Scheme ,Area No. 2 Part 3 (DTP(B)10/74 (Survey Plan)  has been destroyed.  He has also made a submission before the Court that Drawing No. DTP(B) 36/70 dated 25.3.1996 has also been destroyed, although, he has produced an attested traced copy of the original  

The Complainant has not been able to get the original records in this case. In a nutshell, he wants the Department to give him all the record/information regarding the inclusion of the land owned by him in the road which runs through the scheme.  He made a submission before the court that it would satisfy him if he can be given the plane tabling prepared by the Department of the area around the land which was under his ownership,  but the Departmental representative  has expressed his inability to prepare the plane tabling  on the ground that the concerned  area has become over-populated and it would not be possible to carry out the required measurements in this area. The appellate authority had been directed to dispose of the complainant’s appeal within 21 days of the receipt of the order. This period has barely expired.

In the above circumstances, the senior town planner is again directed to dispose off the appeal of the complainant at the earliest and in any case before 5.10.2006. While doing so, he must record his clear finding on the documents asked for by the complainant, whether these are available and/or can be prepared.


If the complainant still has any grievance he can appeal before the Commission within 90 days from the date of receipt by him of the orders of the appellate authority. 

 
Disposed of.

























     September 14,2006




                                                                                                                                      (P.K.Verma)                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 State   Information Commissioner        

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB.

SCO No.  84-85 Sector 17 C Chandigarh.

Shri Bachan Singh Mundra,

#1014 Phase IV,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali)


__________________Complainant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,.

O/O The Principal Secretary,

Department of Research & Medical Education, 

Government of Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.




_____________Respondent.

CC No. 14 of 2006
ORDER


None Present.


The Complainant has made a written submission that he has received the information which was applied for, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.










       (P.K.Verma)

September 14 2006




State Information Commissioner
