STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Taran Singh,

Green Avenue Street,

Near Bus Stand,

House No. B V-1022,

Maler Kotla, District Sangrur.
               
                               
              …..Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School (Girls), 

Nabha, District Patiala.


                                  
         ….. Respondent

AC No. 26 of 2008






    ORDER



Arguments in this case were heard on 07.03.2008 and the order was reserved.  

2.

The information demanded indisputably relates to a third party i.e. Mr. Bhuvnesh Kumar.  The Respondent has contended that the information demanded by the Appellant can be made available to him only after obtaining approval from the senior Officers.  He has further stated that a letter in this regard has already been addressed to the District Education Officer. 

3.

The submission by the Respondent is not tenable.  Being a functionary under the statute, the PIO has to himself take a decision regarding whether a particular piece of information demanded by an applicant is disclosable or not.  He cannot abdicate this function to any other authority.  However, while taking the decision on the question involved, the PIO shall have to hear the third party concerned as per the requirement of Section 11 of Right to Information Act, 2005.
4.

I, therefore, remand this case back to the Respondent PIO and direct him to give notice to the third party under Section 11 and thereafter, decide whether the Appellant is entitled to have access to the information demanded or whether it is exempt from the disclosure under any of the clauses of Section-8.  The PIO has to take this decision himself and cannot abdicate this function to any other officer.  Needless to

…2 

-2-

say that if the Appellant or the third party is not satisfied with the decision of the PIO, he shall be at liberty to avail of the remedies available to them under Section 18/19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  



Disposed of as above.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

    (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




             State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Piara Singh,

S/o Kishan Singh,

H. No. 547, Street No. 02,

W. No. 02, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Malout, District Muktsar.               
                               
              …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Chief Administrator, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Bathinda.


                                          

  ….. Respondent





     CC No. 243 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Piara Singh, in person.


Representative, Mr. Hem Raj Kansal, Sr. Asst., for the Respondent.
----



The information demanded has been handed over to the Complainant today in my presence.  


The case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Tara Singh Jhand, Advocate,

District Courts, Chamber No. 72,

Kapurthala,

R/o VPO Dudwindi,

Tehsil Sultanpur Lodhi,

District Kapurthala.               
                               
                 …..Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

District Kapurthala.

                                          

  ….. Respondent





     AC No. 395 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None for the Appellant.



None for the Respondent.
----



Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present.  However, there is a letter from the Respondent, BDPO, Sultanpur Lodhi, No. 508, dated 05.03.2008, addressed to the Registrar, State Information Commission, that the necessary information has been given to the Appellant who has stated in writing that he does not wish to pursue the case further since he has received the information.  His acknowledgement is dated 25.02.2008.


The case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Dilbagh Rai,

Village Khunda, Block Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.


                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.

                                                              ... Respondent





     CC No. 88 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Sukdev Singh, BDPO, for the Respondent.
----



The representative for the Respondent, Mr. Sukhdev Singh, BDPO, has produced a letter, No. 655, dated 05.03.2008, that the Complainant has received the requisite information.  This letter is taken on record. Since, the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008
Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajinder Singh,

R/o 803, Mithu Basti,

Jalandhar.


                                                     
           …..Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Engineer (C-1),

GMADA, Mohali.
                                                                         ... Respondent                                                             
        





     AC No. 40 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Rajinder Singh, in person with Counsel Mr. Manjit Jain.



None for the Respondent.

----


The Appellant vide his application dated 26.02.2007 had demanded photo copy of the complete file in respect of his property, Plot No. C-18, Focal Point, Phase 01, Mohali.  There has been no response from the Respondent till date.  Another opportunity is given to the Respondent to supply the information to the Appellant within two weeks from today with a copy to the Commission.


The case is adjourned to 09.04.2008 (Wednesday), Room No. 07, 3rd Floor, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 11.00 am.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

P.S.



After the order was dictated in the open Court, representatives of the Respondent, Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, AEO and Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, Supdt., have appeared.  They were told about the adjournment of the case to 09.04.2008, when they should either provide information or file an Affidavit on factual situation about the file pertaining to Plot No. C-18, Focal Point, Phase-01, Mohali.  
              (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008
Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Ranjit Singh,

56, Jiwanpreet Nagar,

Ne Octroi Post, Jagraon Road,

Ludhiana.



                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.

                                                            
        ... Respondent





     CC No. 2165 of 2007
ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Bahadur Singh, Supdt., Grade-1, for the 
Respondent.
----



The representative of the Respondent, Mr. Bahadur Singh says that a copy of the reply signed by Under Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, dated 30.01.2008 has been sent to the Complainant on 29.02.2008.  Nothing contrary has been heard.


The case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008
Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Sudesh Kumar Gupta,

187/2, S. Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar City.


                                                      …..Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

Punjab Urban Dev. Authority,

Jalandhar.

                                                                         ... Respondent









     AC No. 413 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None for the Appellant.



Representative, Mr. Ganesh Kumar, Supdt., for the Respondent.
----



This case came up for hearing on 22.02.2008, when the Respondent, Mr. Ganesh Kumar had stated that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant vide letter No. 357, dated 11.01.2008, through registered post.  A copy of that letter was taken on record.  The case was adjourned to 14.03.2008, i.e. today, for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the Appellant.


The case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com
Sudagar Singh, S/o Kaka Singh,

Village Chunni Khurd, Block Khera,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                                …..Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development Panchayat Officer, Block Khera
District Fatehgarh Sahib.

                                                    ... Respondent





CC No. 1973 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Sudagar Singh, Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.
----


In this case, I find that in the notices issued to the Respondent, he has been described as PIO, BDPO, District Fatehgarh Sahib.  This description is obviously incorrect.  The Respondent in instant case is BDPO, Block Khera, District Fatehgarh Sahib.  I, therefore, direct the registry to correct the description of the Respondent as indicated above.  

2.

On 07.01.2008, one Mr. Harjit Singh, Panchayat Officer had appeared on behalf of the Respondent and had stated that he shall procure the photo copies of the requisite information from the office of the DDPO and deliver the same to the Complainant.  The case was, accordingly, adjourned to 21.01.2008 to enable the said Sh. Harjit Singh to do the needful.  On 21.01.2008, however, Sh. Harjit Singh stated that the DDPO (Sh. Mohinder Singh), had refused to part with the photo copies of the relevant information.  I had, therefore, directed the DDPO, Sh. Mohinder Singh, to supply the required information and adjourned the case to 15.02.2008.  
3.

 On 15.02.2008, Sh. Mohinder Singh, DDPO, appeared in person and stated that the relevant record could not be traced despite efforts made to locate the same.  In these circumstances, I had directed the DDPO, Sh. 
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Mohinder Singh, to file an affidavit clearly indicating the steps taken to trace the missing file and also intimating whether, responsibility for the loss of the file had been fixed on any official.  The case was thereupon adjourned to 14.03.2008 i.e., today’s date of hearing.
4.

Today, the Respondent is not present, nor has any affidavit been filed by Sh. Mohinder Singh, DDPO, as directed vide my order dated 15.02.2008.  The Complainant states that he has not received the desired information.  As. Sh. Mohinder Singh, DDPO’s, assistance was sought by the Respondent PIO for the discharge of his duties, the DDPO is also to be treated as PIO in this case.  He can, thus, be proceeded against under Section 20 for failure to take necessary steps for supplying the information to the Complainant.  
5.

In view of the foregoing, I once again direct the DDPO, Sh. Mohinder Singh to file an affidavit within two weeks, as per my directions in the order dated 15.02.2008.  He is also directed to show cause, on the next date of hearing, why action be not taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI, Act, 2005 by way of imposition of penalty.  


The case is adjourned to 11.04.2008.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to Sh. Mohinder Singh, DDPO, Fatehgarh Sahib..


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Saini/Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Onkar Singh,

R/o Village Bhatton, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Block Nurpur Bedi,

District Ropar.

          
                               
              …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Ropar.


                              

  ….. Respondent

CC No. 240 of 2008






  ORDER

Present:   
Mr. Onkar Singh, Complainant, in person.



None for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant, Mr. Onkar Singh, says that he has received the information and does not wish to pursue the case further. 



The case is disposed of and closed.
          

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Subhash Verma,

Treasurer, Kabir Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.




       

        …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhaina.
      





         ..…..Respondent



           








CC No. 2182 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
Complainant, Mr. Subhash Verma, in person.



Mr. Harinder Singh, Supdtt.-cum-P.I.O., for the Respondent.






------



In the instant case , the Complainant Mr. Subash Verma, Treasurer of the Kabir Coop. House Building Society has demanded from the Respondent (Ludhiana Improvement Trust) documents which show that the land regarding Community Centre  measuring 2000 Sq.Yds. is the same which is a subject matter of litigation as made out by the Respondent.

2.
          Mr. Harinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-P.I.O. has produced before me an order of  Ld. S.I.C. Mr. R.K. Gupta,  in respect of CC -41 - 2008.  The order states

            “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. The 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.”

A copy of this order is taken on record.
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3.

The Respondent says that in view of the orders of Mr. R.K. Gupta dated 7.03.2008, they are not prepared to entertain the instant case, CC-2182-2007.

4.

In the light of this, I direct the Deputy Registrar of the State Information Commission to put up the case file CC-2182-2007 with order in CC-.41-2008 before the SCIC for appropriate directions.



 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ankush Gupta,

34- A, Hira Nagar, Near Park,

Patiala.


           
                               
                          …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Chandigarh.                                                                                  ….. Respondent

AC No. 43 of 2008






      ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ankush Gupta, Appellant, in person.

Representative (Mrs. Harvinder Kaur, Senior Assistant)

for the Respondent.




----



The Appellant, Mr. Ankush Gupta, has been handed over the requisite information by the Respondent Mrs. Harvinder Kaur, in my presence today.

The case stands disposed of and closed.
          

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, March 14, 2008

Saini

