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 K.S. Kahlon, PIO for the respondent-department

Order




The case was adjourned for today for confirmation from the complainant. The complainant has sent her confirmation through her  letter stating that she has received the  information asked for by her  to her satisfaction.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri K.S. Badwal for the Complainant



Shri Harbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri 



Ganesh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department

Order



The Information asked for by the complainant is reported to  be ready  and the complainant  has been asked to deposit the charges for the same  @ Rs.2/- per page.  The total amount to be paid  by the complainant  comes to Rs. 76/-.  He may deposit the said amount  by way of Indian Postal Order or through  Demand Draft and get the information in question

2. 
Case is adjourned to 10.8.2007 for confirmation.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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 K.S. Kahlon, PIO for the respondent department

Order



Mr. Sham Lal Saini appearing for the complainant wanted to know from the respondent about the action taken on the orders passed  by the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala. Shri Kahlon appearing for the respondent department states that an appeal has been filed before the Punjab & Haryana High Court against the orders passed by the Commissioner, Patiala Division  Mr. Saini asked for the  No. and date of the CWP filed before the High Court  and Shri Kahlon  has offered  to supply the same to the complainant within a day or so..

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri Jagdish Chand Verma complainant in person



Shri Raghunandan Singh, PIO for the respondent department

ORDER



 The Complainant had asked for the specific information about a Shop No.3263 in the Main Bazar, Kharar whereas he is stated to have been provided information relating to some other shop. Shri Raghunandan Singh states that he has recently joined in the Municipal Council, Kharar and has been appointed as PIO.  He made a commitment to supply the required information to the complainant within two weeks from today.  The complainant further wanted to know about the action taken on his application dated 10th November, 2006. 

2.

The information in question be supplied to the complainant within two weeks from today 

3.

  Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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

Present:-
Shri Ram Asra Singh complainant in person.



Shri Harwant Singh, Superintendent-cum- APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:



The Complainant states that the information in question has not been supplied to him by the respondent-department so far. Shri Harwant Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that Shri Madan Lal who was the APIO in this case has been transferred and he has joined in his place only recently and does not know the facts of the case.  He promised to supply the requisite information to the complainant within two weeks.

2.

In view of the above, case is adjourned to 27.7.2007.

    







   ( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

June 22, 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

Present:-

Shri Jagan Nath complainant in person.




Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete.  Shri Hakam Singh, APIO appearing for the respondent-department states that information on two of the counts has been supplied to the complainant and the remaining information will be supplied to him within one month.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2007.








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 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.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Krishan Thakur appearing for the complainant states that the information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to him by the respondent-department so far.   None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.

2.

The information in question be supplied to the complainant positively within two weeks from today.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2007 when the PIO of the respondent-department shall be present in person to explain the delay in supplying of the information








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri Ajit Singh complainant in person



Shri Ashwani Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department

ORDER



Heard both the parties.   The complainant states that some of the information has been supplied to him after he visited the office of the respondent-department but full information has not been supplied to him.     Mr. Ashwani Kumar, APIO of the department offered that the complainant may visit their office on any working day when all the relevant information will be supplied to him.  The complainant agreed to visit the office of the respondent-department on 28.6.2007 when Shri Ashwani Kumar will be present in the office and will provide all possible help in supplying the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2007.







       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri Kamal Anand  complainant in person.


    
Mr. Ranbir Singh, E.O. Municipal Council, Sangrur and Mr. Bal 


Krishan, Inspector-cum- PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  Mr. Ranbir Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sangrur stands transferred to the Municipal Council, Maloud in the same capacity.  Performance of Shri Ranbir Singh in implementing the Right to Information Act, 2005 and providing information was not adjudged satisfactory either to the complainant or even for the Commission.  Inspite of repeated orders frank full information was not provided.   There is no doubt that there may be certain lacunae in implementation of Government orders about disposal of garbage or any other things.  It is always advisable to accept mistake committed and try to ensure that the mistake is rectified and not repeated in future. 

2.

In the instant case, the applicant wanted information in regard to the disposal of the garbage and making public aware about keeping the city neat and clean.  There is no doubt that every citizen like to have a neat and clean atmosphere in the town.  It is not denying the fact that not only  the Sangrur town    but in every  village or city heaps of garbage are  witnessed The endeavor of  the  appellant that  the public should  be  made aware  of  the disposal of garbage in the town needs to be appreciated.  However, on the other hand the complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete and efforts on the part of the respondent-department in this regard appears to be far from satisfaction.

3.

On two points i.e. about awareness programme conducted by Municipal Council, Sangrur among the public detail is yet to be furnished though Government guidelines have been issued as what steps should be taken to create awareness among public. Though Shri Ranbir Singh has been transferred but through PIO Shri Bal Krishan, it is stressed that Government guidelines should be brought to the notice of successor of Shri Ranbir Singh to take effective steps for creating awareness amongst the citizen about the disposal of garbage.  The remaining information though not supplied by the respondent-department has been obtained from Punjab Pollution Control Board.  Efforts made by the appellant are appreciated by the Commission.

4.

There were three aspects which need to be taken up. One was to compensate Shri Kamal Anand appellant @ Rs.1000/- per visit for three visits as per order dated 13.4.2007. Thereafter two other hearings on 11.5.2007, the appellant did not come to attend the hearing so the compensation for four visits @ Rs.1000/- should be paid.  Order dated 11.5.2007 about stopping operation or earlier order was regarding the fine imposed on Shri Ranbir Singh and recommendation about departmental action.  Whereas according to Shri Ranbir Singh and Shri Bal Krishan, they thought the whole order has been stayed.  Benefit of doubt is given to Shri Ranbir Singh and PIO of Municipal Council, Sangrur for not paying compensation.  It may be paid within two working days i.e. by Tuesday  (26.6.2007).  Other point was about taking departmental action, it was both on account of not providing full information as well as not obeying the orders of the Commission.  As observed in order dated 11.5.2007, there seems to be some misunderstanding about his earlier appearance as such order relating to initiation of departmental action is dropped.  Final point regarding imposition of fine on Shri Ranbir Singh, penalty is imposed for not providing full information deliberately or otherwise.  If there is a lacuna in the particular field it is always advisable to admit the lacunae and taking steps to rectify the same.  In the instant case, performance of Shri Ranbir Singh is not up to the mark on this count.  Even after order dated 13.4.2007 and 11.5.2007, information asked for by the appellant is yet to be provided though appellant has got the same through other channel to enable him to file Public Interest Litigation in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Commission takes a serious view on this account and imposes fine @ Rs.250/- subject to a maximum of Rs.5000/- to be recovered equally from Shri Ranbir Singha and Shri Bal Krishan PIO.  It will be the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur to recover the fine amount from the abovesaid two officials and deposit the same in the Government Treasury, Sangrur and report compliance by 15.7.2007.

5.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:  
The Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

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

Present:-

None for the parties.

ORDER




None on behalf of the parties has been appearing before the Commission despite number of hearings held on 5.3.2007, 9.4.2007, 11.5.2007 and also today.  It seems that the parties are not interested in pursuing the case. 

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

      







 ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 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

Present:-
Shri Kamal Anand complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Neither the information in question has been supplied to the complainant nor the PIO of the respondent-department has been appearing before the Commission despite repeated directions given to him. As a matter of indulgence, last opportunity is given to him to appear before this Commission on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Case is adjourned to 27.7.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri Kamal Anand  for the complainant.


    
Mr. Ranbir Singh, E.O. Municipal Council, Sangrur and Mr. Bal 


Krishan, Inspector-cum- PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that even though the required information has not been provided to him but the work leading to the construction of the road has been carried out.  He does not wish to press this matter further. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

 ( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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: 
Shri Kamal Anand  for the complainant.


    
Mr. Ranbir Singh, E.O. Municipal Council, Sangrur and Mr. Bal 


Krishan, Inspector-cum- PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



 Heard both the parties.  Necessary information in the proforma has as desired by the complainant has not been provided to him  On the other hand  the respondent-department is stated to have  provided to the complainant  a list of the  properties which have been rented out by the Municipal Council, Sangrur.   However, the information in regard to the properties which are either in their own possession or are lying vacant have not been provided. A complete list should be provided to the complainant in the proforma asked for by the complainant within three weeks from today.

2.

Case is adjourned to 27.7.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 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 Charanjit Singh, E.O. alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 


for the respondent department

ORDER



Shri Charanjit Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that most of the information asked for by the complainant is in the files and since Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer has been transferred to Municipal Council, Khanauri efforts are being made to get the relevant files from him.  They have also written to the Director, Local Government, and Punjab in this behalf.  He has assured that the necessary information will be supplied to the complainant at the earliest.

2.

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2007 on which date besides Shri Charanjit Singh, Exeuctive Officer and Shri Dharminder Kumar, the PIO of the Local Government, Punjab should be present failing which  action shall be taken under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has joined at Municipal Council, Khanauri in District Sangrur is also directed to appear before this Commission on the said date.

3.

  A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government Department.  He is requested to ensure that Shri Harmal Singh Jhandu   appears before this Commission besides PIO of his Department on the next date of hearing i..e. 16.7.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,


Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

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: 
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person



Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 


for the respondent department

ORDER



Neither the information has been supplied nor has Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu appeared before the Commission despite repeated directions of this Commission.   Last chance is given to the PIO of the respondent-department for supplying the information under Section 5 (V) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The concerned PIO is directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2
  
Shri Charanjit Singh who has joined only 20 days back as Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind stated that Shri Jhandu who has been transferred has not handed over the charge of all the files in which the information to be supplied to the complainant is available .The respondent-department has already written to the Director Local Government, Punjab on 19.6.2007 in this connection.

3.

Even though the Commission in its order dated 11.5.2007 had ordered that the PIO of the Local Government Department, Punjab should be personally present today but he failed to do so.. The Commission had also ordered that the complainant should be paid Rs.1000/- as compensation  for coming to Chandigarh to attend to the hearing before this Commission but the same has not been paid to him so far. 

4.

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2007 on which  date besides Shri Charanjit Singh, Exeuctive Officer, Shri Dharminder Kumar, the PIO of the Local Government, Punjab should be present failing which  action will taken under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has joined at Municipal Council, Khanauri in District Sangrur should also be present in person on that day.

5.

A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government Department.  He is requested to ensure that Shri Harmal Singh Jhandu is directed to appear before this Commission alongwith the PIO of his Department on the next date of hearing i.e. 16.7.2007.

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:



The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,



Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat,



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 complainant in person.


    
Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 



for the respondent department

ORDER



The complainant has  pointed out several loopholes and inadequacies in the reply given to him by the respondent-department.  Shri Charanjit Singh and PIO of the respondent-department are directed to go through the letter dated 20.6.2007 submitted by the complainant and give comprehensive reply to the same.   It is reported that most of information is in the files and since Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer has been transferred to Municipal Council, Khanauri and they are making efforts to get the relevant files.  In this respect they have written to the Director, Local Government, Punjab. Shri Charanjit Singh EO will ensure that information will be supplied to complainant as desired by him within two weeks.  

2.

Shri Charanjit Singh will ensure that information should be provided on each point including the subsequent points raised by the complainant.

3.

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2007 on that date besides Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Shri Dharminder Kumar and PIO of the Local Government, Punjab should be present otherwise ex-party decision will taken about imposition of fine under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has joined at Municipal Council, Khanauri in District Sangrur is directed to appear before this Commission on 16.7.2007.  A copy of this order should also go to Principal Secretary, Local Government Department, who is requested to ensure that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu should appear before this Commission besides PIO of his Department.








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,


Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 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 complainant in person.


    
Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 



for the respondent department

ORDER



Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO appearing for the respondent-department states that information asked for by the complainant in his  original application has since been supplied to him and In his subsequent application,   has raised certain different points  Shri Charanjit Singh states that most of information is in the files and since Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer has been transferred to Municipal Council, Khanauri efforts are being made to get the relevant files from him.   They have also  written to the Director, Local Government, Punjab in this behalf.  Shri Charanjit Singh EO will ensure that information will be supplied to complainant as desired by him within two weeks.  Reply given by Shri Charanjit Singh and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO is not satisfactory. As was mentioned in the order dated 11.5.2007, action is to be initiated under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 against both the official of the respondent department if specific reply is not sent to the complainant by the next date of hearing.   

2.

Shri Charanjit Singh will ensure that information should be provided on each point including the subsequent points raised by the complainant.

3.

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2007 on that date besides Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Shri Dharminder Kumar and PIO of the Local Government, Punjab should be present otherwise ex-party decision will taken about imposition of fine under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has joined at Municipal Council, Khanauri in District Sangrur is directed to appear before this Commission on 16.7.2007.  A copy of this order should also go to Principal Secretary, Local Government Department, who is requested to ensure that Shri Harmal Singh Jhandu should appear before this Commission besides PIO of his Department.








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:
    The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,


Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 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 complainant in person.


    
Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. alongwith Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO 



for the respondent department

ORDER



Shri Charanjit Singh states that most of information is in the files and since Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer has been transferred to Municipal Council, Khanauri and they are making efforts to get the relevant files.  In this respect they have written to the Director, Local Government, Punjab.Shri Charanjit Singh EO will ensure that information will be supplied to complainant as desired by him within two weeks.  Reply given by Shri Charanjit Singh and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO is not satisfactory. As was mentioned in the order dated 11.5.2007, action is to be initiated under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 against both the official of the respondent department if specific reply is not sent to the complainant by the next date of hearing.   

2.

Shri Charanjit Singh will ensure that information should be provided on each point including the subsequent points raised by the complainant.

3.

The case is adjourned to 16.7.2007 on that date besides Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Shri Dharminder Kumar and PIO of the Local Government, Punjab should be present otherwise ex-party decision will taken about imposition of fine under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu who has joined at Municipal Council, Khanauri in District Sangrur is directed to appear before this Commission on 16.7.2007.  A copy of this order should also go to Principal Secretary, Local Government Department, who is requested to ensure that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu should appear before this Commission besides PIO of his Department.

   






           ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

CC:
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,


Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

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

Shri Surinder Kumar,

President, Kirayedar Stall Holder Sabha (Regd.)

Kotkapura, District Faridkot.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Kotkapura. 




________________ Respondent

CC No.  245    of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2007.








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

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

Shri Vishal Mohindra (Advocate),

#1-A/2, Model Town, Patiala.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 249   of 2007

Present:-

Shri Vishal Mohindra Advocate complainant in person.




Shri Ashok Vij, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Ashok Vij appearing for the respondent-department  has submitted a report given by the Assistant Town Planner and  duly initialed by Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala whereas the request of the complainant  was to  obtain a chronological statement on his original application dated 26.2.2006.  Shri Vij agrees to supply the same within two weeks and thereafter the complainant can go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied or not.

2.


In view of the above, case is adjourned to 13.7.2007 for confirmation.




( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 2007

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

Dr. K.S. Badwal and

Mrs. Devi Rani Badwal,

451, MIG flats, Housing Board,

Urban Estate-I, Jalandhar-1440022.


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 464   of 2007

Present:-
Shri K.S. Badwal complainant in person.



Shri Harbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri 



Ganesh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department

ORDER



Though this case was fixed for hearing  on 25.6.2007 but since both the parties are present and have consented  for hearing of this case today, the case is being taken up accordingly..

2.

Shri Harbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Punjab Urban Development Authority says that the information in question is ready  and is running into 52 pages and the complainant has  been asked to deposit the amount for the same @ Rs.2/- per page.  The amount comes to Rs. 104/- and  complainant can deposit the same by way of Indian Postal Order or through  Demand Draft and get the information.

3. 
Case is adjourned to 10.8.2007

( P.P.S.Gill)







( R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commission


State Information Commission

June 22, 2007







