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

Ms. Rabia Tabassum, Village Kanchakot,

H.No.219, Malerkotla.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Child Development Project Officer,

Sangrur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  18    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Anshu Thakur, Child Development Project Officer, 



Sangrur-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



The complainant has raised three points in her application dated 3.10.2007.  Out of three points, information at Sr. No.1 and 2 has been supplied to the complainant.  Whereas information at Sr. No.3, it relates to third party as such the same cannot be supplied to her.  The department has written to the complainant about the information being supplied to her and a copy of the same has been endorsed to this Commission.

2.

Case is adjourned to 21.4.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Sh. Balkar Singh s/o late S. Mangal Singh

Mohalla Shekhupur, H.No.845, Jandiala Guru,

Teh. & Distt. Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,






Jandiala Guru (Amritsar)



________________ Respondent

AC No. 23     of 2008

Present:-
Shri Balkar Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Information asked for by the complainant is vague.   He can apply afresh indicating specific information, which he wants to get from the respondent-department.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Des Raj Garg, Shop No.3,

Improvement Trust Market, Opp. Urang Cinema,

Amrik Singh, Road, Bathinda.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.














______ Respondent

CC No.   5  of 2008

Present:-
Shri Des Raj Garg complainant in person.



Shri Harbans Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the 




respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Shri Harbans Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda states that under Section 101, 102 and 103 of Municipal Corporation Act, 1976, the Corporation/Council/ Committee has the right to impose tax on any commercial, rented residential and industrial property irrespective of the same being owned by individual/corporation/Government/semi-government.  Therefore, the information on the first point of the complaint is clear.

2.

Second point raised by the complainant in his complaint is that information has been delayed by nearly three months.  No doubt, there is a provision under Right to Information Act, 2005 that the asked for information must be supplied within 30 days after the receipt of the complaint/application and in the instant case matter has been delayed.  Shri Harbans Lal, APIO is warned to be careful in future that such delay should not occur in future.  He will convey these feelings to the Public Information Officer as well as to the Executive Officer, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda for strict compliance of Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Sh. Kamal Anand, 

c/o People for Transparency, Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Sangrur.

________________ Respondent

CC No.   31   of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Manmohan Gupta, Sub-Divisional Officer -cum-APIO of the 


respondent-department now posted at Barnala.

ORDER:-



Shri Manmohan Gupta produced a letter from the complainant stating that the information stands supplied to him.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Kabir Coop. House Building Society Ltd.,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  41    of 2008

Present:-
None for the respondent-department.



Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum- PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, only individual citizen of India can ask for the information and not the N.G.O./Cooperative Society.  Present petition is from a Cooperative Society; as such, the same is not entertained.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Gaurav Gupta, 377,

Block-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Small Industries & Export Corporation Ltd.,

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.____ Respondent

CC No.  44    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Gaurav Gupta complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER:



Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Charanjit Kumar c/o M/s V.K. Jewellers,

Railway Road, Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Sirhind.

________________ Respondent

CC No.   47    of 2008



Shri Charanjit Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Shri Charanjit Kumar complainant is asking for the property owned/purchased by third party that cannot be supplied.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Charanjit Kumar c/o M/s V.K. Jewellers,

Railway Road, Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,  Municipal Council, Sirhind.
___________ Respondent

CC No.   55    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Charanjit Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Shri Jaswinder Singh, PIO appearing for the respondent-department states that information cannot be supplied as the relevant file is not traceable and also has been given in writing to the complainant as well as to this Commission.  He further states that the Executive Officer of the respondent-department has ordered an inquiry for tracing the file.

2.

As such this petition is disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Smt. Balvir Kaur w/o Sh. Harnaik Singh,

H.No.175, Moti Bagh Colony, Vill. Fullawal, Distt. Ludhiana.______ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Social Security Women & Children Development Deptt., Pb.

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  80    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Balvir Kaur complainant in person with her brother Shri 



Balbir Singh.



Smt. Shakuntala, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri 



Naresh Kumar, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



In the complaint dated 29.11.2007, the complainant has raised two points, out of the two points, information on one point has been supplied.  Information about second point, the complainant was asked to contact the Public Information Officer at district level which is not correct.  APIO appearing for the respondent-department is instructed that she will collect the required information from the field office and supply the same to the complainant within one month.  

2.

Information asked in the second complaint of the same date, this information relates to third party.  However, since this is the part of the inquiry report submitted by Committee of Shri Satish Chandra, IAS.  The same has been supplied to the complainant except four employees.  About these four employees, the information may be supplied.  Smt. Shakuntla informs that so far on these basis, no police action has been initiated.

3.

In the third application of the same date, request at Sr. No.1 is a future course of action which cannot be supplied.  It was informed to the complainant that as stated above, on inquiry report, no stay has been granted.  Similarly, on the merit list no stay has been granted.  This is interrogation questions, which cannot be replied.  Third application dated 29.11.2007 has been replied and as such disposed of.  About the remaining two applications, information may be provided as instructed above.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 21.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Charanjit Kumar c/o M/s V.K. Jewellers,

Railway Road, Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Sirhind.
                 ___________ Respondent

CC No.   85    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Charanjit Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER:-



Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Shri Jiwan Garg,

F-2/194, Sector 16, Rohini,

Delhi-110085.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Sunam, District Sangrur.

________________ Respondent

AC No. 165  of 2007

Present:
Shri Jiwan Garg appellant in person.



Shri Kashmir Singh, Accountant-cum- PIO for the respondent-department.

Orders



The appellant is not clearly asking for the information.  He is merely asking for interpretation, which is not permissible under Right to Information Act, 2005.  Right to information Act, 2005 lays down that the complainant/appellant has clearly to state what information is needed by him as per the record available with the public authority.  At no stage, he can put the interrogatories or ask interpretation of the law.  Present petition is running into 94 pages, which includes copy of the order passed by a bench headed by Chief Information Commissioner.

2.

Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, there is no provision for appeal/review of the orders passed by same bench or different bench of the Commission.  Anything by way of appeal/review tantamount to violation of law and thereby commission of an offence.  This bench does not want to be an accomplice in such a criminal offence.  Before I proceed, I give another week’s time to the appellant to clearly state what information he needs and affirm that applicant/complainant has not moved any application/complaint earlier for the same information through this bench or any other bench of the Commission.

3.

Shri Kashmir Singh stated that the request may be made in Punjabi so that the staff can understand, whereas Shri Jiwan Garg, appellant stated that he is based in Delhi, it will be nearly impossible to get the application in Punjabi.  Request of both sides seems to be genuine.  The respondent-department will arrange to get the application translated in Punjabi. 

4.

Case stands adjourned to 21.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

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

Col. Prem Singh Grewal,

#104, New Officers Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 682  of 2007

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashok Vij, APIO for the respondent-department.

Orders



It was conveyed by the complainant that he has received the information.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 7, 2008.

