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

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Joint Registrar, 
Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 2428 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Amarjit Kaur Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied, case is disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Registrar, 
Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 2426 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Kaur Singh, Deputy Registrar alongwith Shri Karamjit Singh, Superintendent o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala

ORDER



Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Beant Singh s/o Shri Sikander Singh, VPO Bagrian,

Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Centre Head Teacher and Secretary of PSWK,

Committee Govt. Primary School, Bagrian, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  2413   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Beant Singh complainant in person.

Shri Sadhu Singh,  Headteacher, Government Primary School, Bagrian.

ORDER



Information supplied to the complainant is not legible.  Fresh copies should be supplied to the respondent.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.12.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Retired Headmistress,

357/A, Sant Nagar, Near Depot Road, Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Gurdaspur.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 2401 of 2009

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 7.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tribhawan Kumar, #3125, 
Sector 37-D, Chandigarh.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 
Punjab, Chandigarh.                    


________________ Respondent

CC No. 2400 of 2009
Present:-
Tribhawan Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Partap Thakur, Clerk alongwith Shri Ravinder Singh clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied, case is disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harpal Singn s/o Shri Bachan Singh,

VPO Shambhu Kalan, 
Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 
Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 2397 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Taranjit Singh Walia, Assistant Registrar, alongwith Shri Kamaljit Singh, Inspector, Shri Baldev Singh, Secretary and Shri Surinder Singh o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Original application seeking information was dated 16.9.2008 and the information was supplied on 29.9.2008.  Applicant approached the Commission on 20.7.2009 for not providing the information to him.  According to letter dated 29.9.2008, the asked for information was supplied to the complainant which was reconfirmed by him.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kishan Kumar, House No.B-14/218, Mohalla Shorian,

Nawanshahar-144514.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Committee, Nawanshahar.   
________________ Respondent

CC No.  1045   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Krishan Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Jagroop Singh Accountant-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Gurbakshish Singh, Executive Officer and Shri Satpal Sharma, Assistant Municipal Engineer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant sought information about the Municipal Council building to be constructed as approved by the Municipal Council, Nawanshahar. According to the respondent-department, because of paucity of funds in the financial year 2008-2009, only foundation and below roof-level work could be done for which the estimated expenditure was around Rs.5.00 lacs. It was further stated that subsequent segregated construction work was allotted for Rs.9.75 lacs. Details about the original work have been provided.  However, it is observed that this information has been delayed. The original application was of dated 5.1.2009 whereas the information was supplied to the complainant on 1.6.2009.  Such delays are against the spirit of law as envisaged in the provisions of Right to Information Act as the information asked for is required to be supplied within 30 days of the date of application received in the office.  The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahar should ensure that in future such delays do not occur.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Saroj Bala, 5-C, Phase-I, Urban Estate,

Focal point, Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of  Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.  _________ Respondent

CC No.  985  of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Lal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 20.7.2009, a letter has been received from the complainant that she has received the requisite information to her satisfaction.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarsem  Singh Khatkar s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

Village Panjeta, P.O.Bhunerheri, Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Patiala.                     



________________ Respondent

CC No.  992    of 2009

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 7.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Madan Lal Gupta s/o Sh. Mukand Lal,

r/o B-X/519, Patel Nagar,  ST. No.1, K.C. Road, 

Barnala.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Food &  Supplies, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.                     



________________ Respondent

CC No.   1059      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Madan Lal Gupta, complainant in person.

Shri Iqbal Singh Sethi, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDEDR



Necessary information has been supplied to the complainant including ‘No-due-Certificate’.  The amount of gratuity could not be released to him for want of various liabilities on his part which have been communicated to him.  Complainant wanted that respondent-department be directed to decide these cases expeditiously.  It was explained to him that it is not within the jurisdiction of the Commission to give such directions.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kailash Chand s/o Shri Amrit Lal, Muniyara Mohalla,

Punjabi  Galli, Samana, Distt. Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Assistant Food & Supply Controller, Patran (Patiala)   ___________ Respondent

CC No. 1020  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurdeep Singh, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Patran on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Asked for information is reported to be running into 1200 pages which may be handed over to the complainant.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, Ex-District Commander,

H. No.201-204/100, Block J, B.R.S.Nagar, Ludhiana.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Education Officer (S.E.), Ludhiana.
          ___________ Respondent

AC No.  167  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Mrs. Varsha Shukla, Deputy District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana alongwith Shri Pardeep Kumar, Headmaster, Govt. High School, Javadi, District Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied as acknowledged by the appellant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer,

Improvement Trust, Rup Nagar.



__________ Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Phagwara.
      ________ Respondent

AC No. 165   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Bhagwan Dass, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Bhagwan Dass, PIO states that the information has been supplied alongwith the compensation to the appellant.  He has been advised to be careful in future that such delays do not occur in future 

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parmod Kumar s/o Sh. Rattan Dass,

H.No.1, Jarnail Enclave, Phase-II, Babhat Road,

Zirakput, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 1451  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation; nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 910 of 2009
Present:-
Col. R.P.S. Brar complainant in person.

Shri Nazar Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant contended that the information supplied to him by the respondent-department is not correct and  is in violation of the instructions issued by the Government of Punjab.  It has been clarified that under the Right to Information Act, 2005, information is to be supplied as is available on  record  and  not on the basis  whether  the same is in confirmation with  the rules/provisions of the Act or instructions.  If  a wrong note/letter is issued by the Government, it is not for this Commission to see its legality nor can this Commission  can order for rectification the irregularity/illegality of the same.  The main aim of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is to help the citizens of the Country in getting  the information from the public authority concerned within the specified period.   As such, for redressal of  his grievance, the complainant has to approach the administrative/judicial authorities and not this Commission.

2.
  Perusal of the official record indicates that information supplied to the complainant is as per record available in the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  This has also been confirmed by Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer and earlier contended by Shri Adarsh Singla, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO.
3.

As regards the occupation certificate and completion certificates are concerned, according to Shri Naresh Kumar, PIO neither occupation certificate nor completion certificate  was  issued because  the construction was not made as per the sanctioned plan. In this regard, either the  Department or its  PIO should submit an affidavit  in confirmation of the  position.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 30.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 23, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 911 of 2009

Present:-
Col. R.P.S. Brar complainant in person.

Shri Nazar Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to Shri Naresh Kumar, PIO neither the occupation certificate nor completion certificate has been issued, since the construction was not made as per the sanctioned plan. Since the respondent-department has been shifting from its stand about the issue, it is directed that either the Department or its PIO should submit an affidavit confirming the above position.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

October 26, 2009
