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

Shri Amar Nath, House No.33159,

Gali No.1, Partap Nagar, Bhatinda.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  1013     of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ravinder Kumar Singla, Assistant Corporation Engineer, Municipal 


Corporation, Bhatinda.

ORDER:-



Shri Ravinder Kumar Singla appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  None is present on behalf of the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Babu Ram Saini, 16,

Defence Colony, Jalandhar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  _____ Respondent

CC No.  995    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:-



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Babu Ram Saini, 16,

Defence Colony, Jalandhar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  _____ Respondent

CC-994/2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:-



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been  supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Babu Ram Saini, 16,

Defence Colony, Jalandhar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  _____ Respondent

CC No.  993    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner for the respondent-



department.

ORDER:-



Shri Meharban Singh, Assistant Town Planner appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been  supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Dharam Chand s/o Shri Charanji Lal, 

Arya Samaj Wali Gali, Mansa.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Mansa.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  987    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Dharam Chand complainant in person.



Shri Amrit Pal Singh, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



The information asked for the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him to his satisfaction.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Smt. Kiran Bansal, #34, Court Road,

Amritsar.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 968 of 2008

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




As per her letter,  the complainant has received the asked for information. 

2.


Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Parkash, #1609/2, Ram Gali,

Katra Ahluwalia, Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  224    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Des Raj, Assistant Town Planner alongwith Shri Avtar Bhatian, 


Recovery Clerk and Shri M.C. Jaiswal, Legal Adviser on behalf of the 


respondent-department.

ORDER:-



The basic information sought by the appellant relates to third party and should not be supplied to him without concurrence of the person concerned.  However, in his request to the Commission he wants to know as to what action has been taken on his complaint dated 26.11.2007, which is not forthcoming.  It is clarified that information relating to third party is not to be provided as envisaged under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, applicant has a right to know about the action taken on his application dated 26.11.2007.   Whether any inquiry was conducted or not and also about  the present position of his application  be clarified to the complainant  with a copy to the Commission for  record.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.9.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Vijay Kumar, House No.5247/19,

Gali No.24, Meharpura, Nawan Kot, Amritsar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  215    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant



Shri M.C. Jaiswal, Legal Adviser on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Appellant in his original application did not specify the information he needed and the appellate authority disposed of his petition as such.     In his application dated 3.5.2008 filed before the Commission, the appellant has asked for a copy of the file relating to appointment of Law Assistant on contract basis in the year 1994.  This may be treated as a specific information and could be supplied to him as contended by Shri M.C. Jaiswal, Legal Adviser.  However, the information relating to third party should not be supplied to the appellant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 12.9.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Balbir Singh Sandhu, #24, Kalgidhar Enclave, Bultana,

Zirakpur, District S.A.S. Nagar.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  209    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Balbir Singh Sandhu complainant in person.



Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-alongwith Shri Major Singh, 



Draftsman on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Information stands provided as admitted by the complainant himself.  



2.

Case stands disposed of according.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Dharamvir Khosla, at present care of

Dharamshala Thakur Dass, Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Hariana, Distt. Hoshiarpur.____________ Respondent

AC No.  201    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Dharamvir Khsola appellant in person.



Shri Madan Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Vishal Marwaha, APIO on behalf of 

the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Shri Madan Singh, PIO appearing on behalf of respondent-department  states that they have not provided any amenities to the Shopping Complex as alleged by the appellant.  He further states that in the year 1984 they had supplied some plans which were duly sanctioned by the respondent-department in the same year.  Thereafter they got electricity license and are running their business over there.  Appellant wanted that this may be given to him in writing. Instead of making the person to come here again and again, verbal commitment made by the PIO be treated as a statement given in writing. 

2.

Accordingly this case stands disposed of.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Sudesh Kumar Sharma, 7/165,

Near Gurudwara Sahib, Mohalla Dodawala, Faridkot.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Joint Commissioner (Development) I.R.D. and 

Special Secretary to the Government of Punjab,

Department of Rural Development and Panchayats,

SCO 3007-08, Sector 22-D, Chandigarh.
            ________________ Respondent

AC No. 101  of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Shiv Kumar APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:-



Information stands supplied, as admitted by the complainant.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Krishan Gali No.3,

Ward No.11, The. Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  182    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ravinder Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the respondent-



department.

ORDER:-



According to Shri Ravinder Singh, Junior Engineer, the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant  and  he has produced a photocopy of the letter  dated 25.6.2008 to this effect.  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dhariwal has not appeared before the Commission on the ground  that he has to go to Mumbai to attend his personal affairs.



Case stands adjourned to 1.9.2008 when the Executive Officer, M.C. Dhariwal shall  be present in person and explain why action should not be taken against him for causing delay in supplying the information.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Sh. Parveen Deepak Arya (Advocate),

r/o H.No.4572, Mohan Lal Street, Mukatsar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and  Panchayats, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

AC No.  30    of 2008

Present:-
Shri Gurtej Singh complainant in person.



Shri Som Nath, Senior Assistant o/o the Director Rural Development and 


Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Darshan Singh, Sr. 


Assistant o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Office, Kotkapura 


and Shri Jagjit Singh Accountant o/o the Block Development and 



Panchayat Office, Bagha Purana. 

ORDER:-



Shri Gurtej Singh complainant admits that he has received the asked for information and is satisfied with the same.  

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Jagdeep Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Joint Director, Information & Public Relations Deptt. Punjab,

Room NO.2, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.    ___________ Respondent

CC No. 2391 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Jagdeep Singh Chowhan, complainant in person.



Shri H.R. Kalia, Joint Director-cum-PIO o/o the Director Public Relations, 


Punjab alongwith Shri Nand Kishore, Sr. Assistant and Smt. Usha Rani, 


Superintendent of Publicity Cell, Department of Public Relations, Punjab 


Govt.

ORDER:-



Even today neither record in question has  been produced nor an affidavit has been filed about non availability of the record.  Shri Nand Kishore, Sr. Assistant (dealing with the case) has requested that another date be given.  Accordingly, considering his request, another date is given and case is adjourned to 25.8.2008.

2.

On that date either the record in question or  affidavit to that effect  should be made available before the Commission failing which the Director Information and Public Relations, Punjab will explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for his failure to supply the information as per order dated 11.4.2008.  This order may be brought to the notice of Director Information and Public Relations, Punjab under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and he is to be treated as deemed Public Information Officer and made responsible to supply the documents or affidavit as directed.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC



Shri Tejvir Singh, IAS, Director Information and Public Relations, 


Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

Shri Sher Singh, President,

Municipal Council, Ward No.6, Sirhind.









__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  415 of 2008

Present:-
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person.



Shri Ajay Kanwar, Senior Vigilance Officer alongwith Shri Inderpal Singh 


Aujla o/o the Direct Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER:-



In pursuance of the order of this Commission, preliminary inquiry was conducted and sent to the appropriate authority for taking further action.  Appropriate authority has placed Shri H.S. Jhandu under suspension and further action is to be taken against him.  This was communicated to the complainant vide their letter dated 8.8.2008.  A copy of the same has been produced before the Commission for perusal.  Since the applicant has not received the letter addressed to him, as referred to above, a copy has been handed over to him.  Since department has already seized of the matter and appropriate action is to be taken, there is nothing for this Commission to do.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

August 11, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

