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

Shri R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd.),

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartmemnts,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur (Pb.)


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur (Pb.)

________________ Respondent

CC No. 315  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.K. Saini complainant in person.



Shri Sanjay Tandon, Assistant Municipal Engineer for respondent-


Department.

ORDER



The functioning of Notified Area Committee, Zirakpur appears to be far from satisfaction and the authorities are not coming out with truth. The information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied so far. Last opportunity is being given for supplying the information within 10 days from today.  Information should be supplied as asked for by the complainant and should be duly authenticated by the competent authority.  Any attempt to beat around the bush in the matter of supply of information will be viewed seriously.  After the information in question is supplied, the complainant goes through the same and confirms whether the information is as per his requirement or not.  

2.

Since mandatory period of 30 days has passed, no charges are to be recovered from the complainant and all copies should be supplied free of cost.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 2007

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

Shri R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society (Regd)

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur.





________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Town Planner, Punjab,

Local Government Department, 1-B,

Sector 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.    
________________ Respondent

CC No.  382  of 2007

Present:-

Mr. R.K. Saini complainant in person.




Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER




 Though a statement was made before the Commission on 21.5.2007 that the information has been sent to the complainant on 12.4.2007 but the same has not been supplied to him.  When the respondent-department was asked to produce a copy of the information supplied to the complainant, they only produced a letter addressed to the complainant without explaining whether it was dispatched or not.  Enclosures with the said letter were also not duly attested.  Shri Gautam Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondent-department gives an undertaking that the needful will be done and the required information will be sent to the complainant by registered post by Monday i.e. 30.7.2007 positively.   

2.


Complainant can go through the information to be supplied to him and let us know on the next date of hearing whether he was satisfied with the same or not. Shri Gautam Kumar appearing for the respondent-department should also be present on the next date of hearing i.e. 24.8.2007.

3.


Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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:-
None for the parties.

ORDER:



Information asked for by the complainant relates to third party and as such it could not be supplied.  

2.

The case stands disposed of accordingly.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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




In this complaint, the complainant wants to know as to whether the Government instructions issued on 18.6.2003 are being implemented or not by the respondent-department.  Shri Hakam Singh is not clear in this regard.   He has changed his statement that 14% reservation is being provided in promotion cases of Class-I and Class-II employees.  The position be clarified as asked for by the complainant in his letter dated 8.12.2006 and copies of information already supplied to the complainant should be got attested.  Complainant is instructed to visit the office of the respondent-department and get the copies of information attested and also obtain from them the letter regarding implementation of instructions dated 18.6.2003.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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




Shri Kirpal Singh appearing for the respondent-department is not prepared at all..  The plea taken by him is  that the complaint relates to  allegation and corruption against an Executive Engineer which does not fall within the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  When it was pointed out that allegation of corruption is not the  subject matter before this Commission and  was  only about  application moved by the complainant received in Municipal Corporation, Amritsar’s office on 18.10.2006 vide receipt No.9131, he pleaded  that  such application was never put up to him.  Further, his stand was that the application in question was transferred to M.T.P. (Municipal Town Planner).  He also states that first reminder was issued to M.T.P. in June, 2007 and in July, 2007, M.T.P. Department returned the file with the comments that this file does not relate to them.  He also took the stand that this application does not relate to the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar but relates to the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.  It  was pointed out that if it was so, why application has not been transferred to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar within five days as provided under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Inferences can be drawn from the replies of Shri Kirpal Singh that he is not coming out with the truth and is evading  supply of  the information in question.  Now he  seeks a week’s,s time  to enable him to supply the  information.  As requested by him,  one week’s time is given.  The information in question be supplied to the complainant who may  go through the same and see if the information supplied to him is as per his requirement.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.8.2007 when  Shri Kirpal Singh shall explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not only delaying the supply of  information but also for misleading  the Commission by giving wrong statements.  If  he fails to appear in person on the next date of hearing, ex-parte decision shall be taken against him.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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



Information supplied to the complainant is reported to be not as per his demand.  Shri Ashwani Kumar, APIO appearing for the respondent-department has been directed to bring a consolidated reply on 10 points received from the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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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




 _________________ Appellant

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. Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



In view of the fact that the information in question has been obtained by the appellant through Punjab Pollution Control Board, no further action in this case is pending. Fine imposed on Shri Ranbir Singh, former Executive Officer and Shri Bal Krishan, PIO has also been deposited in the District Treasury Office on 16.7.2007 and compensation awarded to the complainant in this case has also been paid to the complainant 

2.

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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.



Shri Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Harmesh Kumar appearing for the respondent-department states that information has been provided.  He, however, stated that the notice except the order dated 22.6.2007 were not received in their office. Such inefficiency in the department is not called for.  The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government may like to conduct an enquiry how the earlier orders dated 22.3.2007, 13.4.2007 and 11.5.2007 were not received in the office of the respondent-department.  If, these orders have been intentionally misplaced, responsibility may be fixed and action may be taken against the defaulter.  The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government will report the result of enquiry on 24.8.2007.  Details of officers holding the post and at which rate the work has been provided should be given to the complainant within 10 days from today.  However, the information has been delayed over one month, so the copies of the information will be supplied free of cost.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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. Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



A list containing properties in the name of Municipal Council, Sangrur has been provided to the complainant.  However, this list does not include the properties which are not in the name of Municipal Council, Sangrur but are in the possession of the respondent-department.  Similarly, properties which have been sold but for want of full sale-price, the ownership has not been transferred in the name of purchaser.  Shri Rajpinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department is directed that such list should also be provided within 10 days.  The case will come up for confirmation on 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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 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 complainant.



Shri Rajinder Sachdeva, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is about defaulter- tenants of Municipal Council shops. Shri Rajinder Sachdeva states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant on 22.12.2006 as was the position on 31.3.2006.  It is stated that the rent is due for 3 to 4 years from 116 parties.  Of these 116 defaulters, only against 16 defaulters court cases have been filed under P.P. Act.  18 cases are with the Court clerk for filing the case in the Court and 48 cases are yet to be taken in the house of the council for obtaining approval for filing court cases.  It could not be clarified why this pick and choose policy has been taken.  This seems, issue raised to augment the finance of the Municipal Council.  Concrete steps should be taken to improve the finances of the Municipal Council.  These people are using dilatory tactics on one pretext or the other to hold the issue.  Complainant has not been attending this Commission for the last three hearings.  It is fit case where the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot should ensure that Municipal Council who is starving for funds takes appropriate action against defaulters and inform the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government  for recovery from tenants.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007 for reporting compliance.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission
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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 Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.














_ Respondent

CC No.  640  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kamal Anand complainant in person.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Question raised by the complainant is that when a particular work like laying a street is sanctioned and approved by the Municipal Council, Sangrur, how without completion of the same, fund can be diverted which was earmarked for the approved street.  Shri Rajpinder Singh states that it was done and was got approved by the house of the Council.  Shri Kamal Anand wants to know if there are any law/rules/regulations/instructions in this regard, if so, copies may be provided to the complainant.  Shri Rajpinder Singh does not know anything about the law/rules/regulations/instructions.  He is instructed to verify from the office and supply the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)









State Information Commission

July 27, 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 District Town Planner, 

Administrative Complex,

Sangrur. 





________________ Respondent

CC No. 639   of  2006

Present: 
Shri Kamal Anand  complainant in person.


    
None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information in question was asked in the month of February, 2007.  Now it is stated that they need Rs.2016/- towards the cost of supplying the information.  Information asked for by the complainant has been delayed more than 30 days as such the District Town Planner, Sangrur  has no authority to ask  for the payment and information should be supplied free of cost within 10 days.  After receipt of the information, complainant can go through the same and confirm on 24.8.2007 whether he is satisfied with the information or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Rajesh Kumari,

Labour Colony, # 263,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Estate Officer,

PUDA, Raj Guru Nagar, Ludhiana.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 184 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Naurang Singh, SDO-cum- APIO for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:



Shri Naurang Singh appearing for the respondent-departments states that information has been sent on 13.7.2007 with a copy to the Commission. But the same has not been received in the Commission.  As far as the complainant, a fax message has been received today stating that the information supplied to her is wrong and false.  Though the information; which has been supplied to her, no date has been given by the complainant but it is presumed that it relates to 13.7.2007 which was sent by the respondent-department to her.  According to the fax message received, land on which the complainant has constructed two rooms for school are shown in the name of temple under the guardianship of Shri Avtar Dass.  Shri Naurang Singh states that information has been supplied as per their record.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007 for confirmation.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parminder Singh Kala,

#13, Shastri Market, 

Jalandhar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Engineer (Projects)

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 635 of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER:



Case is adjourned to 24.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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