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 (Pb.)


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director,

Department of Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  473  of 2007

Present:
Mr. R.K. Saini complainant in person



Ms. Sawaranjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-
department.

ORDER

1.

The Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him today.  The complainant seeks time to go through the same.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rakesh Bhalla

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

Lallheri Road, Khanna, Tehsil Khanna

Distt: Ludhiana





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

.PIO, Office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khanna







…..Respondent.

      




CC No.717  of 2006

Present: 
Shri Rakesh Bhalla complainant in person

                      Shri Naresh Kumar, Ex-BDPO, Khanna presently working as 


CDPO, Patiala alongwith Shri Sanjeev Kumar for the respondent-


department.

  ORDER

1.

The information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied to him so far. This was applied by him to Shri Naresh Kumar, BDPO, Khanna who is presently working as CDPO, Patiala and according to him the information has been supplied. The Superintendent who appeared for the respondent-department has produced a file.   The documents which are said to be sent to the complainant are not available in the file.  Similarly, the list of documents which is said to be sent to the complainant is also not available in the file.  It appears that both   Shri Naresh Kumar and Shri Sanjeev Kumar have been concealing the facts of the case.   The only plea taken by Shri Naresh Kumar who was asked to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information is that the necessary information has been supplied to the complainant even though it was not as per his requirement. The Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khanna who had appeared before the Commission in another case on 9.3.2007 had also made a commitment before this Commission that he will get the information supplied by the BDPO, Khanna within 2/3 days.  However, the information has not been supplied till date. The present B.D.P.O., Khanna Shri Harkamaljit Singh who was asked to be present today has not appeared but has deputed  one Shri Sanjeev Kumar,  Superintendent.  Taking a  serious view  of such a lapse on the part of the concerned respondent authorities,   we impose  fine @ Rs.250/- per day on Shri Naresh Kumar, ex-BDPO, Khanna from 9.3.2007 till 3.5.2007 when he was relieved from the post of BDPO, Khanna subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/-.  Since he is posted in the Patiala District, it is the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to recover this amount from his salary in three equal installments and deposit the same in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head. The present BDPO, Khanna who instead of helping in supplying the necessary information has concealed the facts of the case is also fined @ Rs.250/- per day for the period from 28.5.2007 to 29.6.2007.  The amount of fine in his case will be recovered from his salary by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and will be deposited in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head.

2.

Shri Rakesh Bhalla, complainant who is being unnecessarily harassed at the hands of the respondent-authorities and has been appearing before this commission in this case for the last four hearings deserves to be compensated by the respondent authorities.   He is, therefore, compensated @ Rs.500/- per hearing for the three hearings held after 9.3.2007.  It will be the responsibility of the DDPO, Ludhiana to recover this amount of compensation from the concerned authorities and paid to Shri Rakesh Bhalla.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2007 on which date besides the BDPO, Khanna and the DDPO, Ludhiana, the former SDM, Khanna Shri Amarjit Singh who is reported to be DTO, Mukatsar should be present.  It should also be ensured that the necessary information is provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
CC

1.

The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.

The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana

3.

Shri Amarjit Singh District Transport Officer, Mukatsar

4.

Shri Naresh Kumar, CDPO c/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

5.

The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Khanna, 

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

#9-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.





…Appellant.







Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

.








…..Respondent.
      





AC No. 111 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Yogesh Dewan appellant in person.



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

  ORDER

1.

Information asked for by the appellant being specific needs to be supplied to him.  The appellant has an apprehension that some of the documents may not supplied to him. He wanted an undertaking from the Public Information Officer that whole the documents/information are supplied to him. 

2.
  
The PIO should ensure that all documents asked for by the complainant are supplied to him and nothing is held back.  An undertaking from the concerned officer/official should also be obtained.  In the event of non supply of full documents, the official concerned will be liable for action against him as provided in Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with Section 5(v) of the said Act.  

3.

Shri Kahlon appearing for the respondent-department assured that information asked for by the appellant will be provided to him.  Request of PIO is accepted.   Necessary information should be supplied to the appellant forthwith.  The complainant may go through the same and report whether he is satisfied with the same or not.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.  

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

#9-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.




… Appellant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab

Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.


…..Respondent.

AC No. 112 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Yogesh Dewan appellant in person.

              
Shri Chohan Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-



department.

  ORDER

1.

Shri Yogesh Dewan, complainant states that some of the information given by the respondent-department contained various mistakes which were pointed by him in his letter dated 30.5.2007.  He further states that full notings and file has not been provided to him.  Shri Chohan Singh who appeared for the respondent-department states that the information in question has been called for from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and will be supplied to the complainant as soon as the same is received from there. 

2.

Such information has to be collected on urgent basis and has to be supplied within 30 days.  Inspite of clear order of this Commission dated 28.5.2007, the PIO of the office of the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab; Department of Local Government has not put his appearance before this Commission.  The Commission takes serious view of such an attitude on the part of the department.  Merely saying that the concerned PIO was busy in the meeting is   uncalled for.  The PIO o/o the Principal Secretary Local Government to do the same and also explain why action should not be taken against him under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 30.7.2007.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
CC:


The PIO o/o the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab,


Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

Lawyer For Social Action, Hall No.1,

Opp. Chamber No.106, Ist Floor, 

Lawyer Complex, Distt. Courts, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 588  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




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

ORDER

1.


Case was adjourned for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant. 

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Ist Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dharminder Kumar Banda (Gen. Secy),

Shiv Mandir, Chhangawala, Bassi Pathana,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

. 






________________ Respondent

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bassi Pathana.

CC No.  199  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Dharminder Kumar Banda complainant in person.




Shri Ashok Kumar Accountant-cum-APIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER




After hearing both the parties, we find that the  complainant has been provided with the information in question. The case, therefore, stands disposed of.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

June 29, 2007
