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 on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Karaminder Paul Singh, Executive Officer alongwith Shri 


 Kamaljinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



 The complainant has sent a letter stating that he has received the information asked for from the respondent-department.  Case stands disposed of accordingly. Shri Karaminder Paul Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Urmar Tanda is, however,  warned to be more punctual in supplying the information in future.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 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.




Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER




This case has been transferred from PUDA to GMADA.  The PIO of GMADA who is present in person is directed to supply the asked for information within four weeks. The complainant may thereafter go through the same and confirm.  Case stands adjourned to 10.12.2007 for confirmation.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 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:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-


Information stands supplied and as such case stands disposed of.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 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.  660 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




In view of special request made by the complainant, one more  chance is given to him to see  the record available in the department.

2.

Case is adjourned to 12.11.2007.              









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 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.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order




None appeared on behalf of both the parties. The case is adjourned to 10.12.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 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



A perusal of the complaint shows that the Information asked for by the complainant is simple.  He wants to know if the plot which was allotted to him in the year 1979 and later on resumed by the trust has been allotted to anybody else or it is lying vacant.  Respondent-department has supplied copies of various documents running into 101 pages which, according to the complainant, was not the relevant information asked for by him.  Nobody has been appearing on behalf of the respondent-department for the last two hearings including today. The PIO of the respondent-department should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not providing  the correct information and none appearance on the date of hearing. This may be treated as last opportunity.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.11.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal Jain,

R/o House No.175, Phase 3B-1, Sector 60,

Mohali (SAS Nagar)



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 998  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri  


Surjit Paul Singh, Estate Officer and Shri Ashok Sharma, Advocate 


for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



By way of this complaint, the complainant seeks information relating to third party.  Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 specifically prohibits providing of such information. 

2.

This case stands disposed of accordingly. 









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission
October 22, 2007.

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

Shri S.S.Jaspal, 

#762, Phase 3-B-1, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Estate Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  729  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department. 

ORDER




 The information in question is stated to be ready to supply to the complainant. The PIO is directed to send the same to the complainant by registered post.  

2.


Case stands adjourned to 10.12.2007 for confirmation.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Post Box No.361,

Head Post Office, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 625 of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO states that information is yet to be supplied and seeks more time to do so. The information in question should be supplied forthwith. 

2.


Case stands adjourned to 10.12.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.

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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal,

#175, Phase 3B1, Sector 60, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Additional Chief Administrator,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 657  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri  Surjit Paul 


Singh, Estate Officer and Shri Ashok Sharma, Advocate for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Heard both the parties.   The complainant seeks details of the cases where properties have been transferred in the case of death by way of family settlements/court cases where PUDA/GMADA is not a party.  It is felt that voluminous labour is involved in preparing such information wherein no fruitful results are likely to be achieved.  On the other hand,   Shri Surjit Paul Singh, Estates Officer, GMADA stated that the GMADA is making all effort to computerize their record in order to avoid any harassment to the public. He is directed that sincere efforts should be made to implement such a system for the convenience of public.

2.

Case stands disposed of with the above observations. 











( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)






  

State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.

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

Shri Rakesh Jain s/o late Shri Mohan Lal,

#175, Phase 3B1, Sector 60, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.
_______________ Respondent

CC No. 559  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Jain Complainant in person.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri  Surjit Paul 


Singh, Estate Officer and Shri Ashok Sharma, Advocate for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Shri Surjit Paul Singh, Estates Officer states that the orders of Government of Punjab issued vide their letter dated 29.8.1996 have not been superseded and the same still continue to be enforce.  His plea is that because of lack of clarity the case of family settlement of Shri Rakesh Jain was not decided. Now after seeing the record we find that the matter is clear  in the case of family settlement of Shri Rakesh Jain and the complainant  may  be decided in view of the Government instruction dated 29.8.1996 which were circulated later on vide letter dated 18.10.1996.

2.

The plea taken by GMADA is that since one of the family members of Shri Rakesh Jain had disputed, the case of family settlement was not decided by GMADA. If that was the position, the complainant was fully entitled to get the information in this behalf so that he could have taken legal recourse available to him in this matter. However,   instead of telling him the correct position, he has been put to harassment/persecution by GMADA authorities. It is not for the Commission to order transfer of the property in the name of the complainant or otherwise but is only concerned that the complainant is told about the correct position and not misguided by the public authority.

3.

Complainant, if feels so advised, may approach the appropriate legal authority to get the matter decided about inheritance.  Order dated 10.9.2007 stands as far as the disposal of the case is concerned.

4.

Today the case was fixed for deciding action to be taken against PIO, GMADA as well as Estates Officer, GMADA, Mohali. As explained above, there was some confusion about the order being withdrawn or modified.  We feel that ends of justice will met if warning is given to the officers that such delays should not occur in future.  Ordered accordingly.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt.Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

c/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extension, 

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  177  of 2007

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-
 





Case stands adjourned to 10.12.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.

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

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai (Retd.)

c/o Ameliorating India, #205-B,

Model Town, Extension, Ludhiana.
 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 443  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 10.12.2007.









( R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.

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

Shri Bippinjit Singh, #2072-C, Sector 70,

Mohali. (SAS Nagar).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, 

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 61, Mohali (SAS Nagar).







________________ Respondent

AC No. 131   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Bippinjit Singh appellant in person.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum- PIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:



Heard both the parties.   The question is not whether House No.2072 is a corner house or not, but the question is that under what rules the distance is to be measured from the building to the boundary wall.  Shri Paramjit Singh, PIO  states that at present there is no boundary wall around  the house No.2072/C and if  in future any proposal is made by the GMADA  to construct  boundary wall around  that house,  the complainant  will be  informed  well in time.  

2.

Information asked for by the complainant was simple and should have been provided to him by GMADA/PUDA within the prescribed period.  Today is the sixth hearing before this Commission but still  the information has not been supplied to the appellant and the  PIO,  Shri Paramjit Singh is avoiding appearance before the Commission.   Even after the order dated 30.7.2007 whereby the PIO was asked to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, he did not bother to appear.  Ultimately,  a letter was sent  to the Chief Administrator, GMADA, Mohali for directing the PIO to appear before this Commission.  This is a fit case, where the  PIO  is  to  be imposed  fine @ Rs.250/- per day from 20.7.2007 till date subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/- for non-appearance  as also non  supply of the information within the stipulated period.  It will be the responsibility of the Chief Administrator, GMADA to recover the amount of fine from the salary of Shri Paramjit Singh, PIO in three equal installments and deposit the same in the appropriate Head under intimation to this Commission.  In addition to the recovery of the said fine, the Chief Administrator, GMADA may also take appropriate administrative action against him for not complying with the orders of this Commission.  As far as the present case is concerned, it stands disposed of provided the information as assured by PIO is supplied within three days.









( R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission











( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

October 22, 2007.
