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

Shri Ruldu Ram s/o Shri Khushdev Chand

Contractor, New SBS Colony, St. No.6,

Rampuraphul (Bathinda)




…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rampuraphul, Distt: Bathinda.



…..Respondent.

CCs No.77, 78 and 294  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ruldu Ram, complainant in person.

               
Shri  Vijay Kumar,  Accountant –APIO and Shri Sawaran Singh, 


Junior Assistant  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Since   CC Nos. 77, 78 and 294 of 2007 are inter-related; all these complaints are being disposed of together.  In his CC 77/2007, the complainant asked for information about the development work carried out during 1.4.2002 to 31.5.2002 and 31.1.2004 to 31.10.2006 and in CC-78/2007 and CC-294/2007 he asked for copies of MBs from June 2000 to August 24.8.2001.  The record in question has been supplied to the complainant. Supplementary information is not permissible under the Act.  After perusal of the record, if he needs any further information he has to file fresh complaint/appeal.  

2.

Complainant says that out of 1482 pages supplied to him, 670 pages were not required by him. He may return the same to the respondent-department for their record.

3.

Cases No. CC-77/2007, CC-78/2007 and CC-294/2007 stand disposed of accordingly.









(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  Hardev  Sekhon

# 495, VPO Dakha, 

District Ludhiana.







 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Principal Secretary to Govt,, Punjab

Local Govt.  Department, Civil Secretariat

Chandigarh




________________ Respondent

CC No. 186 of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant



Shri  Hakam Singh, Superintendent  for respondent-Department.

ORDER



A letter dated 16.7.2007 has been received in this Commission by fax on 27.7.2007.  Shri Hakam Singh, APIO appearing for the respondent-department states that no such letter has been received in their office so far.   He may go through the said letter after getting it from the Commission and do the needful.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Shri Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur.





…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Thales (Sangrur).






…..Respondent.

CC No.816  of 2006

Present: 
Shri  Tarsem Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harminder Singh Principal for the respondent-department and  


Dr. Ashok Pardhan, District Education Officer, Sangrur.

ORDER



Dr. Ashok Pardhan, District Education Officer, Sangrur was asked four times if he has personally gone through the complaint and information supplied to the complainant. Finally on fourth time Dr. Ashok Pardhan, states that correct information has been supplied by the Principal to the complainant. On the other hand, the complainant states that he has not been supplied the required information.  The Principal of the respondent-school was not clear about the documents required by the complainant. It has already been clarified by this Commission by orders dated 1.6.2007 and 6.7.2007 that correct information be supplied to the complainant.  This Commission puts on record that the District Education Officer (S.E.), Sangrur has not taken the orders of this Commission seriously.  Therefore, this Commission orders that PIO of the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh should be present personally on the next date of hearing to explain why action should not be taken under Section 20 for violation of the Right to Information Act, 2005 about imposition of fine on Principal Shri Harminder Singh and Dr. Ashok Pardhan, District Education Officer, Sangrur on the next date of hearing for not supplying the information inspite of repeated chances given to them.  PIO of the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh should go personally through the complaint and information supplied to the complainant and see if the information supplied to him is as per his demand.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 13.8.2007.









(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 Ajay Kumar s/o Shri Raj Kumar, 

Near Bus Stand, Teacher Colony, Mour Mandi

Distt. Bathinda.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Council, Mour Mandi

District Bathinda.







________________ Respondent

CC No.   585 of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Harmel Singh, Junior Assistant for the respondent-



department.

ORDER




Case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of.









(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 Ramesh Adya,

#BV-983, Phallan Adya, Ludhiana. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 492  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Adya complainant in person.



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

ORDER



Municipal Elections are due on 8.8.2007; information should be supplied 5 days thereafter.  Case to come up for confirmation on 27.8.2007.









(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 Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 487   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

ORDER



Shri Kahlon appearing for the respondent department states that the Superintendent dealing with the case requires 8 days time to locate the old record.  Time of 8 days is granted.    The old record be located and the information should be supplied within 15 days from today. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007 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 Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 482   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

ORDER



In view of the orders dated 2.7.2007.  Case is adjourned sine-die.

New date will be notified in due course.









(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 Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 481   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

ORDER



It is stated that according to the Government of Punjab Rules issued in the year 1972, all Health Officers of the Municipal Corporations are deemed to be Registrar of Birth and Deaths.  According to the complainant, this Act was modified by the Government of Punjab vide their order dated 26.6.1997.  In pursuance of the said Government orders, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana appointed the complainant as Registrar, Birth and Deaths, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  

2.

In view of the above, Dr. Uppal, Assistant Health Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Shri N.S. Kainth, Additional Commissioner-incharge of Establishment or his successor (if he is transferred) will submit an affidavit that:-

(i) All Health Officers in the Municipal Corporation are Registrar of Birth and Deaths and the instructions continued to be enforce as on date.

(ii) No orders for posting of Dr. K.J.S. Kakkar as Registrar Birth and Deaths have issued.

3.

It is also to be clarified besides Dr. Kakkar there is any other Health Officer and if so, he is also declared as Registrar Birth and Deaths, information to be furnished within 15 days from today.

4.

Case is adjourned to 27.8.2007.









(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 Sudarshan Kumar Sharma,

#284-A, Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 480   of 2007

Present:-
Shri Sudarshan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



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

ORDER



Information in question has not been supplied. Shri Kahlon states that the information has been delayed on account of non availability of the file. Shri Ashok Kumar Verma, Superintendent states that he needs 8 days time to locate the file in question.  Giving him time, he may locate the file within 15 days and give information to Shri Kahlon for onward submission to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.









(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 Kanwaljit Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

R/o VPO Chhandran, Via Katani Kalan, District Ludhiana.
_______________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director,

Punjab State Hosiery & Knitwear Dev. Corpn., Ltd.

A-10, Phase-5, Focal Point, Ludhiana.

                      ________________ Respondent





AC 27/2007

Present:
Shri Kanwaljit Singh complainant in person.


  
Shri Rohit Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri H.S. Pabla, PCS, PIO-cum- 



Additional Director-cum-PIO, Department of Industries and Commerce, 



Punjab for the respondent-department

ORDER



It was explained by Shri Rohit Sharma, Advocate that the Corporation in question was ordered to be wound up in the year 1998, but the process is not complete.  However, no staff is on the pay roll and officers of PUNTEX have been given additional charge of the respondent-corporation.  As per the requirement of law, Annual Financial Statements are prepared. Audited statement for the financial year 2005-2006 was produced.  This statement indicates that only expenditure of Rs.1,70,000/- on administration and employees’ salary was incurred and no manufacturing activity is done by the corporation.  To get clear view of the Corporation, Commission has instructed PIO office of the Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab should be present and Shri H.S. Pabla, PCS, Additional Director-cum-PIO is here.  He confirmed the statements made by Shri Sharma before this Commission.

2.

There is no doubt that the information sought by Shri Kanwaljit Singh complainant relates to third party i.e. Shri Gurmit Singh and Ms. Maninderjit Kaur.  Information about third party cannot be supplied without their concurrence.  Part C and D of the information asking for diligence reasons when the Corporation was active during 1992 and 1998.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, reasons, opinions and interpretations cannot be supplied unless they are part of the office record.

3.

There is a letter written by Shri S.P. Singh, General Manager of the Corporation inviting complainants to come to their office and see the record.  He explains this by way of the fulfilling the commitment made by the previous advocate.  This Commission can go only to the extent of helping the complainant to get information as available on record and which is not barred as per the provisions of 8, 9 and 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In the instant case, information about two individuals hit by Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and other part is about giving the opinion and reasons which do not exist on the official record.  This Commission can not ask them to create the record and supply the same to the complainant.

4.

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.  However, compensation awarded as per the order dated 2.7.2007 and today should be paid to the complainant.









(R.K.Gupta)
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State Information Commission

July 30, 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 (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



Shri Rajesh Kumar Gupta, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



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

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.











(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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 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



Shri K.S. Kahlon, PIO appearing for the respondent-department has taken stand that the file in question has been shuffled at levels of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.  Shri Kahlon will send a requisition to both of them to send the file in question in writing as laid down under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  If still file is not made available to him, action against the concerned officers will be decided on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.






              

(R.K.Gupta)
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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 Deepinder Singh, PCS, Additional Secretary to Govt. of 



Punjab, Department of Local Government-cum-PIO alongwith Shri 


Hakam Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

  ORDER



Some information has been supplied to the appellant. Appellant wants to be sure that nothing has been kept back and full information has been supplied.  Shri Deepinder Singh, PIO says that on receipt of application from the appellant, respondent-department asked for a detailed report from the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana which has been received today.  After processing the report, action will be taken as per record.  On the request of the appellant, Shri Deepinder Singh has offered that he will sit with him and see all the record.  Shri Deepinder Singh is under transfer, so Shri Hakam Singh Superintendent-cum-APIO who is also present will ensure that whatever documents are to be pointed out by Shri Deepinder Singh will be supplied to the appellant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007.









(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.

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:-
Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai (Retd.) complainant in person.



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

ORDER



Information is yet to be supplied.  Shri Kahlon appearing for the respondent-department has agreed that the needful will be done within 5 days after the municipal election i.e. on 8.8.2007.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007 for confirmation.









(R.K.Gupta)
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       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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 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 complainant in person.



Shri Hardev Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The issue involved is not only for the appellant but also for the public in general. Shri Hardev Singh PIO appearing for the respondent-department explains that the file in question was transferred to GMADA on 20.6.2007.  Nobody from the office of GMADA has appeared inspite of order of the Commission dated 25.6.2007.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007 on which date PIO of GMADA should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not furnishing the information.  Since PUDA is not defaulter in this case, so it is clarified that hereafter in this case PIO, PUDA need not come.  Notice/order in this case will only go to GMADA authorities. 












(R.K.Gupta)








State Information Commission








       ( P.P.S.Gill)
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 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Gurdev Singh Grewal,

T-37, Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-110027.










….Appellant.







Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Zone –D,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

.







…..Respondent.

AC No. 88  of 2006

Present: 

None for the complainant.




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

  ORDER




Information in question i.e. chronological statement on the application of appellant dated 8.2.2006   is stated to be supplied shortly.  This may be done within 10 days. 

2.


Case stands adjourned to 27.8.2007 for confirmation.









(R.K.Gupta)
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 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri L.D. Gupta,

Assistant Commissioner (Retd.),

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

Opp. Octroi Post, Ferozepur Road,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

Ludhiana-142021.






…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Zonal Commissioner,

Zone-D, Municipal Corporation,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

.







…..Respondent.

CC No. 563  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.



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

  ORDER



Information relates to third party, it cannot be supplied. 

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jinder Paul Singh,

SCO 545, Sector 70,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the  Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 388  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jinder Paul Singh complainant in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is specific i.e. those unsuccessful applicants who deposited the earnest money prior to 1982 for the allotment of plot measuring 200 square yards was put in the draw or not.  Was any draw held for those applicants who had given option for inclusion of their name in the draw held in 1982?  Instead of going around the question, reply should be given in yes or no.  If yes, the list is to be provided whose names were included in the draw.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 13.8.2007.









(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 Jagdish Chand Verma, Advocate,

#3417, Ward No.8 (Old),

Near Arya College, Kharar.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

 Municipal Council,

Kharar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 282  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jagdish Chand complainant in person.



Shri Raghunandan Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the Commission, order dated 22.6.2007, information has been supplied.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)
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