STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

President Senior Citizens Society,

Rama, Distt. Bhatinda.





….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rama, Distt. Bhatinda.


….Respondent.

CC No. 119   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri A.P.S. Mann, Advocate alongwith Shri K.L.Goyal, Executive 


Officer, Rama and Shri Suresh Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO for 


respondent.

ORDER



As per the earlier order dated 4.9.2006, the asked for information has already been supplied to the complainant. The only point remained was to take action against the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rama for the  delay caused in supply of the information. 



 Shri K.L.Goyal, E.O. Municipal Council, Rama submitted that the delay had occurred because during the period 1.4.2006 to 4.12.2006 there have been  four Executive Officers who had either additional charge or full-time charge for short intervals.  The present incumbent of this post has taken over the charge only on 4.12.2006.  



Keeping in view the frequent changes of the Executive Officers and possibility of communication gap in such situation, a lenient view is being taken.  



In view of the above, the case stands disposed of and matter dropped.










Sd/-




Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Dr. N.K. Sharma M.D. (Ayur.)

207, Samana Gate, Near Gita Bhawan,

Patiala.







….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.







….Respondent.

CC No. 127   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Junior Assistant for respondent. 

ORDER



Smt. Paramjit Kaur appearing on behalf of respondent states that in compliance of the orders dated 8.12.2006, copy of the note-sheet has been supplied to the complainant.  Nothing contrary is reported on behalf of the complainant.  



In view of the above, case stands disposed of. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.




…………………..........Complainant
Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary,

Department of Local Government, Punjab,

131-32, Juneja Buuilding,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 319 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




Shri Chohan Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER




Shri Chohan Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent states that in compliance of the order dated 10-11-2006 the information has been supplied to the complainant.  There is no contradiction on behalf of the complainant.  




In view of above, the case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Sirwesh Kumar s/o

Shri Karam Chand, Vill. Majra,

P.O. Taragarh, Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






….Complainant..

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Deenanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.




….Respondent.

CC No. 560   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Joginder Paul, Lower Division Clerk for the respondent.

ORDER



No Public Information Officer or any responsible officer on behalf of respondent has appeared.  Only a Lower Division Clerk has been deputed who does not know the facts of the case.



A letter be sent to the Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala explaining that the department has been deputing lower level officials to  appear before the Commission. In the last hearing a Junior Engineer had  been deputed and now a Lower Division Clerk has been deputed to attend the hearing. It indicates that the department has been taking the directions of this Commission in a light manner.   A suitable action against the guilty officers concerned may, therefore, be taken by the Chairman.



Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Kewal Krishan, H.No.543,

Sector 7, Urban Estate, Amabala City.



….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the SDM, Khanna, 

Distt. Ludhiana.






….Respondent.

CC No.224   of 2006

Present:-
Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant in person.



Shri Jagjit Singh, Executive Officer-cum- Public Information Officer 


Municipal Council Khanna alongwith Shri Amarjit Singh, PCS, SDM 

Khanna in person.

ORDER



The SDM Khanna who appeared before this Commission explained that the  property in question falls within municipal limits and there is no mention about  the same in the revenue record. He further stated  that   copies of the sale certificate had been endorsed to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna and not to the Tehsildar, Khanna and as such there is no mention about the same  in the revenue record.  



Shri Jagjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna submits that as per the record of survey conducted in the year 1967-68 and again in 1983-84, the property in question is shown to be owned by Shri Tirath Ram s/o Shri Radha Krishan. It  was, however, contended by the complainant that both Shri Tirath Ram and Radha Krishan were brothers and they (including the complainant-Shri Kewal Krishan) were sons of Shri Juma Ram who died in the year 1977.  He further stated that the Municipal Council, Khanna had asked him to submit an affidavit by Shri Juma Ram but such an affidavit from Shri Juma Ram could not be submitted as he died long back. 



 Without going into the merits of ownership or otherwise, the case is disposed of with the  following directions:-

(i)  Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant  be given in writing by the SDM Khnna that as per revenue record, there is no mention about the said property  and no  such record is available in the Revenue Department of Khanna Sub-Division.  Such certificate should be sent to the complainant through Regd. Post with a copy to this Commission.

(ii) E.O., Municipal Council, Khanna will supply to the complainant copies of survey conducted in the years 1967-68 and 1983-84.



At this stage, the E.O. Municipal Council, Khanna has supplied copies of the aforesaid documents which were readily available with him.  



The case stands disposed of accordingly.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi (General Secretary),

Residents Welfare Association (Regd.)

# 1518, Sector 70, Mohali.










….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Mohali.





….Respondent.

CC No. 462   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Sunil Verma, Accountant for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sunil Verma accountant appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information was regarding sanitation which has been carried out and the complainant has been informed accordingly.



A perusal of the record shows that a letter was addressed to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mohali by this Commission and was sent to him through courier.  The same was received back with an endorsement from the courier “NOT RECEIVED”.  This is not a happy state of affairs.



Case is adjourned to 12.1.2007 when the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mohali should be present personally to explain why such official communication are not accepted by the office.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Capt. Joginder Singh,

#1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.







….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Village Bhallian, Tehsil Chakaur Sahib,

Ropar.






















….Respondent.

CC No. 468   of 2006

Present:-
Capt. Joginder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Balbir Singh o/o the Block Development and Panchayat 



Officer, Chamkaur Sahib for respondent.

ORDER



The complainant states that entries of page 10 to 69 in the Proceeding Register shown to him have been manuplated and the whole record is changed and even number of the pages of the register are tampered with.   



Shri Balbir Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent is directed to supply a copy of the present record to the complainant for his perusal.  On the next date of hearing besides Sarpanch, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Panchayat Secretary should be present to explain the position. Also the then Sarpanch Smt. Amarjit Kaur and the then Panchayat Secretary Shri Baljit Singh should be present on 9.2.2007.



Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Ranjeet Singh

s/o Shri Makhan Singh,

Village Lamochad Kalan,

Block Zalalabad,

Distt. Ferozepur.






….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementnary),

Ferozepur.










….Respondent.

CC No. 495  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the
respondent.

ORDER



In the last hearing on 8.12.2006, it was stated that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.



 The case stands disposed of accordingly.









        Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Assisstant Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

District Ludhiana.





….Complainant.

Vs.

 The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Exeuctive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.




….Respondent.

CC No. 562  and 564  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Rajesh Kumar, Legal Assistant o/o the Improvement Trust, 


Ludhiana for the complainant.

ORDER



Shri Rajesh Kumar, Legal Assistant appearing for the respondent-department submits that most of the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  Only portion about which information was to be collected from the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab has remained to be supplied. The same has also been collected from the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab and will be supplied to the complainant in due course.



In the meantime a letter has been received from the complainant, stating that only partly information has been supplied to him.  A communication be sent to the complainant asking him what further information he is asking for.



Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Assisstant Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

District Ludhiana.





….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Zonal Commissioner (Zona-D),

Municipal Corporation, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.







….Respondent.

CC No. 563   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pavittar Singh, Head Draftsman for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Pavittar Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. On the other hand the complainant has sent a letter dated 20.12.2006 stating that complete information has not been supplied to him



The department is instructed to contact the complainant and find out what further information is required by him and ensure that needful is done.



Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant.











Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 427   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pavittar Singh, Head Draftsman for the respondent.

ORDER



In the last hearing on 8.12.2006, it was stated that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  Nothing contradictory is reported on behalf of the complainant. 



The case stands disposed of accordingly










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant.











Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 429   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pavittar Singh, Head Draftsman for the respondent.

ORDER



In the last hearing on 8.12.2006, it was stated that the information has been supplied. Nothing contradictory is reported on behalf of the complainant.


 
The case stands disposed of accordingly.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant.











Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 430   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pavittar Singh, Head Draftsman for the respondent.

ORDER



In the last hearing on 8.12.2006, it was stated that the information has been supplied. Nothing contradictory is reported on behalf of the complainant.


 
The case stands disposed of accordingly.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant.











Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 426   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Pavittar Singh, Head Draftsman for the respondent.

ORDER



In the last hearing on 8.12.2006, it was stated that the information has been supplied. Nothing contradictory is reported on behalf of the complainant. 


 
The case stands disposed of accordingly.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Sajid Ali Khan,

s/o Shri Riaz Ali Khan,

r/o Shish Mahal, 

Malerkotla,







….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla.










….Respondent.

CC No.  434   of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Oberoi, Tehsildar for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Oberoi, Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that earlier the original complaint made by the complainant was not available with the department.  As they have now got the original complaint, information asked for by the complainant has been supplied.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Girdhari Lal Sharma,

S.D.O. (Retired),

Vill. Plahar, P.O. Amroh,

Tehsil Mukerian,

District Hoshiarpur -144224.

…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer-cum-

o/o the Chief Engineer (Canals),

Irrigation Department, Govt. of Punjab,

Sector 18-A, Chandigarh.


...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 141 of 2006

Present :-  
Shri Girdhari Lal, complainant in person.



Shri Wattan Singh Minhas, Registrar-cum- PIO for 




respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is stated to have filed an application dated 26.2.2004 with the respondent-department seeking certain remedies. It was explained to him that it was not within the preview of this Commission to see if any remedy was provided to him or not. 



 The main point is as to what action has been taken by the department on the application dated 26.2.2004 filed by the complainant.  No satisfactory reply was available with Shri Wattan Singh Minhas, PIO of the respondent-department. However, he clarified that the competent authority has taken a decision on 19.12.2006 in pursuance of the directions of this Commission.  In other words, it means that it took 34 months of the department to decide the issue raised by the complainant. 



A letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation to ensure that such sort of delays do not occur in future and    decision taken by the department in the case of the complainants be conveyed without any delay.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 29.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.
