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

Shri Pritam Chand, Mohalla Kasha, VPO Mehatpur,

Tehsil Nakodar, District Jalandhar.
 
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Panchayat Punjab,

Batra Building, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh. 

________________ Respondent

CC No. 530  of 2007

 Present: 
Shri Pritam Chand, complainant in person



Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDPO, Nakodar alongwith Smt. Shamsheran Devi, 


Superintendent  and Smt. Ramesh Kumari,  
Dealing  Assistant  for the 


respondent-department.

ORDER


    
 The case of the complainant is that around 700 kanals of Government land has been encroached upon by various people.   Tehsildar, Nakodar has given demarcation only in regard to 70 kanals of the said land but no demarcation has been given about the remaining part of the said land.    He wanted to know as to what   action has been taken by the authorities for eviction of the said land, which has been encroached upon by various people. This case was initially addressed to the Director Panchayats and Rural Developments, Punjab, Chandigarh which forwarded the same to the BDPO, Nakodar for doing the needful.   It is reported that nothing has been done in this behalf so far.  It appears that the concerned officials viz. Shri Rajiv Verma, Tehsildar, Nakodar and Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDPO, Nakodar have neither clarified the position nor   have made due efforts in  providing the  required information. They should explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Shri A.S. Pannu, Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar may please depute District Revenue Officer, Jalandhar to personally supervise the demarcation of the land in question. 

2 
It is further noticed that nobody from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, SDM, Nakodar and Tehsildar Nakodar has appeared.  Shri K.S. Grewal, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar who was asked to appear today has also not appeared. Sarvshiri K.S. Grewal, DDPO, Jalandhar, Ajay Kumar Sood, SDM, Nakodar and Rajiv Verma, Tehsildar, Nakodar will explain why action should not be taken against them for not supplying the information as envisaged  under Section 5(v) of the RTI Act, 2005.


3

Shri Pritam Chand complainant who is 70 years old and a senior citizen has to come to Chandigarh to attend the hearings time and again.   The information asked by him has not been provided to him within the stipulated period and he is being harassed unnecessarily at the hands of the respondent-department.  He, thus, deserved to be compensated for such attitude of the department.  He shall, therefore, be paid by the respondent-department Rs.500/- per day for his visits to Chandigarh he attends hearings of case from today onwards.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 24.9.2007 for final hearing.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Roshan Lal,

182/15-D, Street No.6,

New Kartar Nagar, Ludhiana.







 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Rural Development and 

Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








________________ Respondent

                                                 CC No. 567/2007

Present: 
Shri Roshan Lal, complainant in person.


  
Shri Chhaju Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent department

ORDER



Shri Chhaju Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that original file of the complainant is not traceable and only a part of file is available with the department.  A perusal of the same indicates that since option given by complainant was time barred his case was filed in the year 1990. No other record is stated to be available with the department.  

2.

Under these circumstances, no further action is required. Case stands disposed of accordingly.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singh, Shivalik Market Association,

Phase-4, Near Shivalik Public School, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA (PUDA),

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 477   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Mohan Paul, Superintendent for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Mohan Paul, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-departments says that he got copy of the notice only today morning and that he has not received copy of the complainant. A copy of the complaint has been handed over to him and he has been directed to supply the information to the complainant without any further delay.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.9.2007 when the PIO of the respondent-department should appear in person  









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Shri Mohinder Singh s/o Sh. Amar Chand,

R/o Vill. Nurpur Khurd, P.O. Jatauli,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Rupnagar._________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Rupnagar.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 605  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Darshan Singh states that he has joined as BDPO, Nurpur Bedi only recently and has brought the information as required by the complainant.  The same has been handed over to the complainant who may go through the same and report whether he is satisfied with the information supplied to him or not.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.9.2007 for confirmation.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Mrs. Neera Gupta

w/o Lt. Col. A.K.Gupta

167, MH, Pathankot, Punjab-145001.




Appellant.







Vs

The Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/oDirector Public Instruction (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







…..Respondent.

AC No.148  of 2006

Present: 
None for the appellant.

               
Shri Dalbir Singh, District Education Officer, Gurdaspur alongwith 


and Shri Gulzar Singh, PIO  for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Shri Dalbir Singh, District Education Officer, Gurdaspur has appeared in person and has produced copy of the information which has already been supplied to the appellant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007

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

Maj. Gen.(Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa,

#97, Sector 2, Panchkula.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar..







…..Respondent.

CC No.90  of 2007

Present: 
Maj. Gen. (Retd.) Sukhdip Singh Randhawa complainant in person 



alongwith Shri Ramandip Singh Bal, Advocate. 



Shri Mukul Soni, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Sonu 



Mohindru, Assistant Town Planner for the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is stated that the respondent-department had sent a proposal to the Government for acquisition and development of 275 acres of land but because of non-receipt of clearance from the Government, the scheme lapsed in the year 1998.  Without receiving any fresh proposal from the respondent-department or Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, the Department of Local Government issued a letter dated 29.10.1999 to the respondent-department and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar   indicating that the  proposal regarding development of 275 acres of land has been approved subject to exemption of three colonizers which amounted  to 87 acres of land.   In the letter referred to above, names of three colonizers had been mentioned and has also been explained that 100 meters of area on both sides of the bye-pass has also been exempted. This was, however, not applicable to the three colonizers whose names were mentioned in that letter.  The respondent-department does not know the reasons of giving exemption of the land developed by these colonizers 

2.

The PIO of the office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh should appear on the next date of hearing i.e. 24.9.2007 alongwith relevant record on the basis of which letter NO.10/58/95-4LG-II/14254 dated 29.10.1999 was issued.  On that day besides Shri Mukul Soni, Superintending Engineer, Shri A.S. Grewal, Predecessor of Shri Soni should also appear in person to clarify the position and explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 5(v) of the RTI Act.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
CC:-



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



Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.



Shri A.S. Grewal, Superintending Engineer,  Improvement 




Trust, Patiala.

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

Shri Gurmesh Chadha 

s/o Shri Saim Parkash Chadha,

Moh. Chaddian, Hadiabad,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Phagwara.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  201  of 2007

Present:
Shri Gurmesh Chadha complainant in person.



Shri Dharaminderjit Singh, Inspector for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Information is stated to have been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction.  The only point which remains to be considered and decided is regarding imposition of fine on the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Phagwara who has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.9.2007 when the EO of the respondent-department would explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

 Demand Draft bearing No.032139 dated 9.4.2007 for Rs.50/- drawn on Central Bank of India sent by the applicant alongwith his application be returned to him in original under registered post.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Ist Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

R/o Plot No.203, Haibowal,

Dairy Complex, Ludhiana.   

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  238  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



 The information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  However, despite specific instructions, Shri Sanjeev Uppal, APIO has not appeared.   The Commission takes a serious view such lapse on his part and imposes a fine @ Rs.250/- per day on him w.e.f. 23.7.2007 till today subject to a maximum of Rs. 25000/-   It will be the responsibility of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to recover the amount of fine from Shri Uppal and deposit the same in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head and report compliance of the same on 21.9.2007.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 21.9.2007.









 R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Shri  Tejinder Pal Singh, Vill. Dumewal,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, P.O. Jhaj,

Distt. Rupnagar.



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab,

SCO 49, Sector 17-E, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 631 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Tejinder Pal Singh complainant in person.



Shri Gurmel Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Gurcharan Dass 


for the respondent-department.

ORDER



 The information provided to the complainant on 23.7.2007 is found to be deficient on certain points which has been pointed out to the respondent department by the complainant vide his letter dated 24.7.2007.   It appears that the concerned PIO Shri Das Raj Bhagat is not taking interest in taking action in the matter.   He is instructed to supply the required information within two weeks from today.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 24.9.2007.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Shri L.D. Gupta, #106, Panch Sheel Enclave,

Opp. Ferozepur Road Octroi Post, P.O. Threekay,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D,

Municipal Corporation, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.______________ Respondent

CC No. 619 of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



A perusal of the complainant shows that the complainant wants to know details of properties of persons of which he has no concern. The matter, therefore, related to third party.  Information in such cases cannot be supplied without obtaining consent of the parties concerned.

2

The case stands disposed of accordingly.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma #572/15,

Bank Colony, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 373  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Sunil Verma, Accountant-cum-APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Sunil Verma appearing for the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. The complainant has not presented himself and   nothing contrary has been heard from his behalf 
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 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:-
Shri Krishan Thakur for the complainant.



Shri Kirpal Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER




Heard both the parties. 


It seems that the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is helpless in providing the information to the complainant for want of the details from Water Supply and Sewerage Board which is executing the Galiara Project.  Shri Kirpal Singh appearing for the respondent-department is stated to have  written a letter to Shri Amarjit Singh, Executive Engineer (now officiating as Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project) and also to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar who is the Project Director of Galiara Project in this regard.  He further stated that when he alongwith Dr. Krishan Thakur visited the office of Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN to get the information in question,   he did not cooperate and declined to give the information.  He also produced a copy of letter written to Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN. The Superintendent of office of the said XEN is reported to have refused to receive the letter on the plea that there were no orders from their PIO to accept the same. This is a sorry state of affairs. We are of the view that the communication sent by Shri Kirpal Singh to Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN should be treated as a request made under Section 5 (v) of the RTI Act.  Accordingly

,   Shri A.S. Pannu, Deputy Commissioner-cum-Project Director, Galiara Project, Amritsar and Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN (now officiating as Superintending Engineer of Galiara Project) are directed to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not providing the information in question.
2.

It has been observed that Shri Kirpal Singh, PIO of the department has been taking all possible steps to collect the information to be provided to the complainant.   Therefore, no action is proposed to be taken against him.  

3.

Case stands adjourned to 21.9.2007 when besides Shri Kirpal Singh, Shri A.S.Pannu, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar-cum-Project Director, Galiara Project and   Shri Amarjit Singh, XEN (officiating as S.E. of Galiara Project)  should  be personally present to clarify the position.








( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 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: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Ashwani Kumar, APIO alongwith Shri Jalaur Singh, Municipal 


Council Engineer for the respondent-department

ORDER



Shri Ashwani Kumar appearing for the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.   Complainant has not appeared   and nothing contrary is reported on his behalf. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









( R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner








            ( P.P.S. Gill)







State Information Commissioner

August 20, 2007
