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

Shri Des Raj #65-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Bathinda-151001.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  226  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Des Raj complainant in person.



Shri Hardev Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Copy of the affidavit submitted in the Punjab and Haryana High Court stands supplied to the complainant.
2. In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 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:
Shri Rohin Chaudhary, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Karaminder Paul Singh, Executive Officer for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Karaminder Paul Singh, EO appearing for the respondent-department requires from the complainant, the following documents in original  in order to meet out  the demand of the complainant :
(i) Original death certificate.

(ii) Original legal heir  certificate.

(iii) Original affidavit by the legal heir.

2,

Shri Chaudhry has agreed to supply the above three documents on the next date of hearing.  

3.

Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

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

Shri Manjit Singh, 

#2877, Phase-7, Mohali.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Estate Officer, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 727  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Manjit Singh complainant in person.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Because of split up of the office, this case now relates to GMADA and not to PUDA.  A notice may, therefore, be issued to GMADA. 
2.


Complainant states that field officers of GMADA had disclosed his identity to the persons who have done unauthorized encroachment.  As a result, those persons came to his residence and threatened him and his family members and pressurized for withdrawal of the complaint made against them. 

3.


Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007 when the PIO GMADA shall appear in person and explain about the above indiscretion on the part of his officers.










( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  659 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


 Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, APIO states that the asked for information has been supplied. The complainant is not present.

2.

 Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007 for confirmation. Copy of order dated 31.8.2007 of this Commission be sent to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Chandigarh for his information.










( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.
CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Chandigarh 
DA : As above.

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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  660 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Ms. Jaswinder Kaur states that for inspection of the Jalandhar Office, no audit para was made.  Shri Pardeep Kumar Aggarwal, Divisional Engineer (Works), PUDA, Jalandhar has submitted an affidavit to this effect.  The said affidavit in original may be supplied to the complainant.  A copy of this affidavit is placed on record of this Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007 for confirmation.










( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission












( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

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

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, RSD Colony, Shahpur Kandi,

Talwara Township, Distt. Pathankot.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Engineer, Personnel Division,

RSD Project, Shahpur Kandi, Talwara Township._______________ Respondent

CC No. 1052  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu complainant in person.



Shri I.S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Sohan Lal Sharma, 


Financial Adviser-cum-Chief Accounts Officer and Shri Rajinder 


Kumar, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

Orders:-

1.

Shri Sohan Lal Sharma, FA & CAO explained that the original vouchers are with the Accountant General, Punjab and copies of the same were shown to the complainant who was satisfied with the same.  Shri Sharma has been instructed that there should be no delay in providing the information.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

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

Shri B.R. Bhadhi, Ashok Vihar Colony,

Nakodar (Jalandhar).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1067  of 2007

Present:-
Shri B.R.Bhadhi, complainant in person.



Shri Hans Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Bhupinder 



Singh, Clerk  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has made number of complainant/applications about his grievances.  In the instant case, his application dated 28.8.2007 addressed to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Finance is being dealt.  In this application, he has sought the following information:-

1. Copies of file noting according to which decision was taken for the promotion of District Treasury Officer and wrong reply was given to the complainant.

2. List of officers of various cadres i.e. District Treasury Officer, Deputy Controller ( F & A), Joint Controller ( F. & A) and Additional Director and Examiners who were promoted or otherwise also indicated the category for which they are promoted.

3. Date of vacancies and date on which they were filled on adhoc/ regular basis to fill up the vacancies and date of promotion from 1969 onwards.

4. Complainant also wanted to justification for passing various orders.



It is not within the purview of this Commission to ask justification or interpretation of the rules.  The scope of  Right to Information Act, 2005 is to help the citizens to get the information/ copy of the record available in the public offices.  Information as stated above, has to be supplied since the information relates to 1969 onwards and they will have to go through the record.  All efforts needs to be made to see the record and collect the copies.  Shri Hans Raj, Superintendent asked for one month’s time to collect the information to be supplied to the complainant.  Request of Shri Hans Raj is considered and he may collect the necessary information and supply the same to the complainant by 19.10.2007.  Complainant can go through the same and confirm on the next date of hearing whether he is satisfied with the same or not.  If there are deficiencies then he may write to the department with a copy to the Commission. No additional Information except the point noted above should be given.  If there is any deficiency pointed out, the department should supply the same.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 26.11.2007. 








( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission










( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surjit Singh

Village Sansarpur,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Secondary),

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 872  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri Sardara Ram, Panchayat Officer-cum-APIO  on behalf 



of the DDPO, Jalandhar.

Order




Information relates to the District Education Officer (Secondary), Jalandhar.  Original application sent to DDPO, Jalandhar was forwarded to the District Education Officer (Secondary), Jalandhar vide his letter No.REA-07/5554 dated 24.7.2007.  Notice may be issued to the District Education Officer (Secondary), Jalandhar.  Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007.










( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission












( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, #2010, C-Block,

Ranjeet Avenjue, Amritsar.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 959  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.


Order



Last opportunity is given to the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, PIO is directed to appear personally in this case.  Information asked for is simple  and should have been supplied to the complainant.  PIO will also explain on the next date of hearing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information and not obeying the orders of the Commission and not appearing himself or through an authorized representative to intimate the position.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.10.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

September 17, 2007.

