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

Pawan Kumar Kaushal

.No. 8,#41, Mohalla-Gobindpura

Kausahl Street, Doraha, Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhniana.





























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt: Education Officer (S)

Ludhiana

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.800  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              None for the respondents


  ORDER

         The complainant states that information has not been supplied to him.  None is present on behalf of the respondent-department.  

         Necessary information be supplied to the complainant within 3 weeks from today.  The PIO of DEO office should be present personally  on the next date of hearing with full facts of the case.

         Adjourned to 2.4.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007.

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

.











H.C.Arora, Advocate

#2299, Sector 44-C, Chandigarh
















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer

Punjab Urban Development Authority

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.765  of 2006

Present: Mr. J.S.Rana, Advocate for complainant

              Shri Gurbaksh Singh,Assistant Estate Officer for the respondent-               department


  ORDER

           Information is stated to have been provided to the complainant to his entire satisfaction.  The case, therefore stands disposed of.


            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007.

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

.












.H.C.Arora, Advocate

#2299, Sector 44-C, Chandigarh
















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer

Punjab Urban Development Authority

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No 766.  of 2006

Present: Mr. J.S.Rana, Advocate for the complainant

  Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer for respondent-department

ORDER

        After hearing both the parties, we find  that information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to him.  It is directed that the relevant information be collected and supplied to the complainant within 3 weeks from today.

       Adjourned to 2.4.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer

Punjab Urban Development Authority

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali









…..Respondent.

      CC No. 767 of 2006

Present: Mr. J.S.Rana, Advocate for complainant

             Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Asstt: Estate Officer for respondent department

  ORDER

           The information asked for is more or less the same as in CC-766.  This case be thus clubbed with CC 766 and be listed on 2.4.2007 alongwith CC-766

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007.

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

Shri H.C.Arora





…Complainant

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh







Vs.





   





                           The   Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer

Punjab Urban Development Authority

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali










Respondent


      CC No.  of 768 2006

Present: Mr. J.S.Rana, Advocate for complainant

              Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Asstt: Estate Officer for respondent-department


  ORDER

            Information be supplied to the complainant within 3 weeks from today.   Case to come up on 2.4.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007.

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

.Shri Rakesh Kumar s/o Late Sh.Parkash Nath

C/o M/S Hans Raj Subhash Chander

Bata Chowk, Gurdaspur



























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust

Gurdaspur.

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No. 760 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Sh.Baljit Singh, SDO for the respondent-department


  ORDER

              Undisputedly the plot in question was sold by the Improvement Trust to the applicant & others but it is alleged that  construction  on the same is being made by the Improvement Trust.  On the other hand Shri Baljit Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that construction on the same has been stopped.  Regarding  name of the authority who had approved  the construction, it is stated the Trust had given powers to  its Chairman who had taken the decision.  In regard to point No.3 Shri Baljit Singh stated that there is no Taxi Stand in the compound whereas the complainant has alleged that Taxies are being parked in the compound causing  inconvenience to the public

           Shri Baljit Singh, SDO has been instructed that necessary action be taken in respect of  parking of unauthorized taxies on the plot in question and necessary information as stated above be supplied to the applicant in within two weeks from today.

         Case to come up on 19.3.2007 for compliance

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

Satish Kumar Jain.

1134/A, Sector 20-B

Chandi9garh






























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, Punjab Land 

Development & Recl.  Corporation Ltd.

Chandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No. 734 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Mr. Harjinder Singh, Supdt on behalf of Punjab Seed Corp.


  ORDER

         It is stated that the Corporation in question was closed in the year 2003 and additional charge was given to  the Seed Corporation  which is being represented by Shri Harinder Singh.  He has stated that when additional charge was given various files in which documents asked for by the complainant  were not made available and thus there has been delay in supplying the information.

         Shri Harinder Singh appearing for Punjab Seed Corporation has been instructed that  all efforts be made to collect the documents as asked for by the complainant and supplied to him expeditiously except those documents which relate to 3rd party and do not relate to the complainant.

        Case is adjourned to 2.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

Rakesh Bhalla s/o Shri Rj Kumar

#223, Gali No. R-10, GTB Nagar,

Lalheri Road, Khanna, Tehsil Khanna,

Distt: Ludhiana.






























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.718  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Daljit Singh, Clerk for the respondent-department


  ORDER

            The complainant states that some information has been supplied to him only today morning which he has to be gone through by him. Shri Daljit Singh, clerk has appeared on behalf of the SDM Khanna who has been directed  that the remaining information be supplied to the complainant within 7 days from today.  SDM Khanna should appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain  the delay in supplying of the information.
           Adjourned to 9.3.2007

( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.










     Shri Arun Sharma

B-IX/34, Malkana Mohalla,Kapurthala










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges)

Punjab, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

.







…..Respondents.

ii) Public Information Officer, O/o Principal
Hindu Kanaya College, Kapurthala

      CC No. 799 of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

Mr. Chandra Has, Advocate for respondent No.2

ORDER

           A perusal of the file shows that the complainant is asking for information in respect of one Arun Bala.  It is not clear as to whether the information sought for  relates to him or it falls  under 3rd party information.  

         Adjourned to 6.4.2007 when the complainant shall explain the position.


            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

Shri Hemant Kumar Sayal

Syal Street,

Sirhind-140406.





























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer

Municipal Council, Sirhind

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.797  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

Shri Amrik Singh, Clerk for respondent-department


  ORDER

         After hearing both the parties, we find that information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to him  and the same  is stated to be under preparation. The EO, Municipal Council should appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain the delay in supplying of the information.  In the meantime information be supplied to the complainant who may go through the same and give his confirmation.

         Adjourned to 2.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.










  Ranbir Singh Saini

#525, Shiwalik – I.B.

Naya Nangal (Ropar










…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development & Authority

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar (Mohali) 

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.753  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

             Brig. B.S.Taunque for the respondents 


  ORDER

          Counsel appearing for the respondent-departments states that information   as at Page 2 ©  of the complaint has not been received by PUDA and only  a covering letter has been received. The same be provided to the respondent-department and the respondent-department  should  supply  the relevant information  as permissible under the RTI Act.

         Case to come up on 2.4.2007

( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

.

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

Shiv Kumar Garg

5003, Gali Affim Wali,

Bathinda.






























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer

Muncipal Corporation,

Bathinda

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.791  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant for respondent-department


  ORDER

         After hearing both the parties, it is found that information has since been supplied to the complainant through it is delayed by 13 days.  

        The case stands disposed of  with the direction that such delay be avoided in future.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

.

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

.Shri T.S.Bector

#168, Housing Board Colony,

Jamalpur Awana

Distt: Ludhiana






























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Mrs. Usha Sehgal

Under Secretary

Finance Department, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.790  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant


              Mr. Joginder Singh, Supdt. for respondent-departrment

ORDER

             A perusal of record shows the complainant has not submitted a list of information sought by him. The same be submitted  before the next date of hearing.

          Case is adjourned to 6.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

.

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

.Manjit Singh Bhatia

524, Harinder Nagar,

Patiala































…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar

Punjabi University,

Patiala

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.783  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

Mr. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for respondent-department


  ORDER

            After hearing both the parties, we find that  most of the information has been provided to the complainant.  He may go through the same and in case he wants any more information  he may contact the representative of the department appeared today  who has promised to do the needful. 

          Case is adjourned to 6.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.Gurmej Singh s/o Shri Atma Singh

Vil. Pir Mohd. Basti Singh Pura

Tehsil Zira, Distt: Ferozepur




























…Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer

Block Makhu

Distt: Ferozepur

.








…..Respondent.

      CC No.787  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Mr. Sat Pal, Panchayat Secretary for respondent-department

  ORDER

       The complainant stated that part of the information has been provided to him.  He has further stated that he had submitted  a bank draft to the department for Rs.304/- and had paid Rs.30/- as bank charges. However, the same was returned to him by the department.  When it was submitted for cancellation and  refund of money,  the bank paid the amount by deducting a sum of Rs.100/-.as back charges. He has been instructed to produce the  documentary  evidence in this behalf so that further action can be taken. In the meantime  complete information be supplied to him forthwith.  It is made clear that if the complainant is made to visit Chandigarh  again in regard  to this complaint, the PIO Mr. Sat Pal will be asked to pay the expenses incurred by the complainant for his  journey between Ferozepur & Chandigarh  & back  from his own pocket.    

       Case is adjourned to 2.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

.

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

.Hakam Singh

#381, Ward 2

Kafila Bagh, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur































…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Muncipal Council

Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.777  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

              Mr. Manjit Singh, Inspector, APIO for the department

  ORDER

           Mr. Manjit Singh, Inspector who appeared  on behalf of the  department seems to be  not well conversant with the facts of the case.  It is directed that the EO, Municipal Council, Sangrur should personally be present on the next date of hearing to explain the case.  In the meanwhile information in question  be supplied  to the complainant within 3 weeks from today

         Case is adjourned to 2.4.2007

( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.









         Jaswant Singh Sahni, Chief Editor

# 35, New Market, Triperi Chowk, Near Kohli Sweet,

Patiala

















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o District Public Relation Officer,

Patiala

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.763  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Malinder Singh Duggal, APIO for respondent department

ORDER

            Information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied.  The same be supplied within 2 weeks from today.

          Case is adjourned to 19.3.2007


            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.




















…Complainant

Gora Lal Garg s/o Sh.Hem Raj Garg

Mall Godam Road, Goniana Mandi,

Bathinda







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive OIfficer

Municipal Council,

Goniana Mandi,

Bathinda.

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No. 750 of 2006

Present: None for the complainant 

              Mr. Krishan Kumar, Clerk for respondent-department


  ORDER

            Mr. Krishan Kumar appearing for the respondent department states that the necessary information has been supplied to the complainant and has been acknowledged by him. Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant. Hence the case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.Shri Gurjant Singh (Panch of Gram Panchyat)

VPO Malout, Tehil Malout, Distt: Mukatsar.


























…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchyat Officer,

Malout, Distt: Mukatsar.

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.736  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Shri Puranjit Singh, Panchayat Officer for respondent-department

  ORDER

         Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him.  There is  no contradiction on behalf of the complainant in this behalf. Hence the case stands  disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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

.










     Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi (Advocate)

W-4/80, Railway Road, Doraha, Tehsil Payal

Distt: Ludhiana


















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisionali Magistrate

Payal, Ludhiana

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.731  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

              Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Tehsildar for respondent-department

  ORDER

        Shri Bhupinder Singh, Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied  and has been acknowledged by him.  It is seen that the complainant has been charged beyond the prescribed rates. 

      In view of the above, the case stands disposed with a direction to the respondent department to refund the amount charged  from the complainant in excess.  He is required  to be charged @ Rs. 2/- per copy under the RTI Act.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

.

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

.









          Harjinder Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh

# 2275, St. No. 9, Janta Nagar, Ludhaian














…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Revenue Officer, Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.728  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              Mr. Nirmal Singh, Reader, on behalf of the respondent-department

  ORDER

         The complainant states that more than 2 years have passed when a complaint was filed against the Numberdar but no action has been taken against him by the respondent-department  so far.  On the other hand, Mr. Nirmal Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that  inquiry has been completed  and a show cause notice has been issued to the Numebrdar by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  The complainant states that he was never  called  for recording his statement or otherwise in this regard and that when he visited the respondent-department personally, his statement was recorded which does not speak well  of the administration.

        The case is adjourned  to 6.4.2007 when the DRO, Ludhaian who is APIO in the Deputy Commissioner’s Office at Ludhaia should be present in person  to explain the status of the case. In the meantime, information be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. 

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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





















…Complainant

Shri Bishan Singh

1014, Phase-1,

Mohali







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Director

Rural Development & Panchyat Officer,

SCO No. 49, Sector 17,Chandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.725  of 2006

Present:  None for the complainant

               Mr. Rajiv Kumar, Panchyat Officer for respondent-department


  ORDER

         The complainant has filed this application addressed to the  PIO, Office of  the Drector  Rural Development & Panchyat, Chandigarh enclosing therewith a cheque bearing No.012001 dated 8.11.2006 for Rs.50/-  drawn on Centurian Bank of Punjab Limited, Mohali.  Mr. Rajiv Kumar  appearing on behalf of the respondent-department  states that no copy of the same has been received in their office

      It seems that the complainant  has complained against  the BDPO, Majri Blockk and such information may be available  with the Director Rural  & Development  and not the BDPO’s office.  Accordingly, the Director Rural  Development & Panchayat Department is directed to supply the information as asked for by the complainant.

       Case is adjourned to 6.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

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








…Complainant

G.S.Bal

V&PO Muchhal, Block Trishka

Distt: Amritsar-143111







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.752  of 2006

Present:  Complainant in person

               None for the respondents

ORDER

This case relates to embezzlement  of the funds of Gram Panchyat , Muchhal.  According to the complainant  neither any action has been taken for recovery of the embezzled amount  nor   any responsibility has been fixed  Similarly, no action has been taken in regard to the encroachment of panchyat land.  The complainant has further stated that there is  also confusion about the  PIO and APIOs in the Ameritsar District

The D.C.Amritsar will ensure  that proper Sign Boards are displayed indicating   names of the PIOs and APIOs alongwith their Telephone Numbers for  convenience of the public.  As regard the action  not  being taken in the case of embezzlement, the information be supplied  to the complainant within 3 weeks from today

Case to come up on 6.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

26th February, 2007

