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

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.







--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Department of Information and

Public Relations, Punjab, 5th Floor,

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




---------Respondent

AC No. 088    of 2006

Present:-
Shri  Jagdip Singh Chowhan complainant in person.



Shri Hem Raj Kalia, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, complainant says that he has received the information from the respondent-department but has yet to go through the same.   He further says that he will confirm if the information is same as desired by him during his inspection done on the last date of hearing i.e. 20.7.2007.

2.

Case is adjourned to 14.9.2007 for confirmation.









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




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

Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra, 

Staff Correspondent, Hindustan Times,

SCO 43, Near PUDA Building, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.




      _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 654  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Mukesh Chander, Executive Engineer for respondent-



department. 

ORDER:-         




Shri Mukesh Chander states that complete information as desired by the complainant has been supplied to him.  There is also a written statement from the Appellate Authority of the respondent-department dated 26.6.2007 which, interalia,  states that during the hearing appellant had expressed his satisfaction about receipt of the information   and the appeal was disposed of accordingly. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant. 

2.


The Case stands disposed of accordingly









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  659 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




alongwith Shri Sanjeev Rabra, Superintendent for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-


Complainant is reported to have inspected two of the three files, which he desired to inspect.   Smt. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO states that the 3rd file is lying with the GMADA which will be asked  to show  the same  to the complainant.  She is given one week’s time to do so. After having completed inspection of the three files, the complainant can inform the Commission in writing.

2.

 It must be stated here that it does not speak good of the functioning of the PUDA which is a service institution that its own officer is harassed and denied the information.  

3.

Case stands adjourned to 17.9.2007.









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




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

Shri Hardev Singh,

#1325, Sri Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  660 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Hardev Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO 




for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-




Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, APIO states that the information in question has been supplied to the complainant by the Estates Officer, PUDA, Jalandhar. However, the complainant is stated to be not satisfied with the information supplied to him as no full information has been supplied to him.  Ms. Jasvinder Kaur, APIO says that she will again take up the matter and seek audit paragraph which the complainant wants to have. 

2. 

Complete Information should be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  In case the so called audit paragraphs are not available in the records, an affidavit to that effect should be filed and copy of the same should be sent to the complainant.

3

Case stands adjourned to 17.9.2007.









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




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

Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.)

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

The .Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.





CC No.827  of 2006

Present:  
Shri Prem Singh Grewal complainant in person

               
Mr. Ashok Vij, APIO for respondent-department.

  ORDER



The complainant states that after the last order dated 2.7.2007, no further information has been supplied to him by the respondent-department.  He further states that he has not received the Commission’s order dated 20.7.2007.  A copy of the same is supplied to him.

2.

Shri Ashok Vij appearing for the respondent-department has promised to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant and carry out Commission’s order dated 20.7.2007.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 20.9.2007.









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




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

Shri Kapil Dhawan s/o Shri R.K. Dhawan,

E.K.-71, Shivrajgarh, Jalandhar.




…Complainant.







Vs.

(i)
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Co-Op. Bank, Ltd.,


Jalandhar.

(ii)
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Registrar, Coop. Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…..Respondents.

CC No. 52 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Munish Bhardwaj, Advocate for the complainant.



Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate alongwith Shri 
D.B.Sharma, Senior 


Advocate for respondent No.1.



Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for respondent 
No.2.

ORDER

                       Shri D.B. Sharma, Senior Advocate appearing alongwith Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate states that a writ petition was filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh and the matter came up for hearing on 30.9.2007 before the Division Bench of Hon’ble Justice Shri Uma Nath Singh and Mr. Justice Rajiv Bhalla.  Hon’ble High Court has admitted this case to be continued. It is also admitted by the Hon’ble Highcourt that respondent No.1 is a Cooperative Society and not a public authority under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, so it is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, it will not supply the information as demanded by the complainant.

2.

Shri Munish Bhardwaj appearing for complainant maintained that the asked for information is available with the office of the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar and they can supply the same.  He insisted that some person from the office of Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar should be called in this case.

3.

Ms. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department No.2 that their office has written a letter being No.Planning/RTI/101/07/11033 dated 10.8.2007 addressed to the Public Information Officer, office of Joint Director, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar.  The Joint Director further written to the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar to supply the requisite information.  In response to that letter, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar has written a letter to the bank.  However, the bank has given its reply to the office of the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh as well as to the Commission that bank is not covered under the public authority as for the Right to Information Act.

4.

Before deciding the further action, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar and PIO from the office of the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh should be present personally. The case stands adjourned to 28.9.2007.









( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
August 31, 2007




