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

Shri Chaman Lal s/o Sh. Daulat Ram,

 K.C. Road, Near Government School, Barnala.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Barnala.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  162    of 2008

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Baresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

Order:



Information is stated to be ready and running into 563 pages.  Complainant should deposit requisite amount @ Rs.2/- per page and get copies of the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
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:
Shri Ramesh Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dhariwal 


alongwith Shri Gaurav Khosla, Court Clerk for the respondent-



department.

Order:



Request made by the complainant is not legible.  During the hearing, he stated that he wants detail about length and breadth of Krishana Gali No.3 since 1955.  Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dhariwal states that history sheet of the said street is not available in their record, which is against the Rules and instructions issued by the Government of Punjab from time to time.  For all Government properties, roads and streets etc. proper history sheet has to be maintained, which indicates constructions, repairs etc. carried out on the said government property. A copy of this order will also be endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, who may like to issue instructions to all public authorities under him that proper record including history-sheet of Government properties, roads and streets may be maintained and get a compliance report from the concerned authority.

2.

As far as the present complaint is concerned, the request for supply of information from the year 1955 onward is obviously too long and record might have been destroyed after completing the weeding-out period.  However, from the year 1982 onward when the repairs were carried out, the record should be available.  Shri Khokhar appearing fro the respondent-department states that he was ready to supply the asked for information if M.B. and voucher numbers etc. are provided to him.  This information is available with the public authority and not with a common citizen.  As such, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Dhariwal is directed to trace out the relevant record and furnish the asked for information within 3 weeks from today.

3.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Nirmal Devi (Panch), V.& P.O. Jandoli,

Block Mahilpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  206    of 2008

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Mrs. Ranjit Kaur, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

Order:



On the receipt of the complaint, the respondent-department initiated the inquiry and after preliminary inquiry Sarpanch of the said village has been suspended and regular inquiry has been ordered.  Result of the inquiry will be known later.  This aspect should be communicated to the complainant.  It was stated by Smt. Ranjit Kaur that complainant will be informed about the position today itself.  As such, the case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Inqulab Singh alias Ajit Singh Lambardar,

s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh, Vill. Rania, at present

Near Riar Hospital, Dadwan Road, Dhariwal, 

P.O. Dhaliwal, Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sarpanch Gram Panchayat Rania, P.O. Dhariwal,

Tehsil and Distt. Gurdaspur. 

2.    

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhariwal,

District Gurdaspur.









__________ Respondent

CC No.  196    of 2008

Present:
Shri Inqulab Singh alias Ajit singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order:



Asked for information was applied through Suvidha Centre, Gurdaspur in March, 2007.  Smt. Bimla, Sarpanch with her husband Shri Mohinder Pal alongwith Shri Arjan Dev Singh, Lambardar  appeared little late being delayed by bus.  Shri Arjan Dev Lambardar states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant various times through registered post.  A set of information alongwith copies of the registration receipts have been submitted before the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajwinder Singh Tarsikka,

General Secretary, Panchayati Raj Employees Federation, Pb.,

94-95, Mann Nagar, Nakodar Road, Jalandhar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Nurmahal, Distt. Jalandhar.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  204    of 2008

Present:
Shri Subhash Sharma attorney on behalf of the complainant.

Order:

Shri Nishan Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 



Nurmahal.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant relates to third party.  According to the Right to Information Act, 2005, the same should not nave been provided without the consent of the third party.  However, since the same has been provided, nothing can be done now.

2.

In view of the information provided to the complainant, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajwinder Singh Tarsikka,

General Secretary, Panchayati Raj Employees Federation, Pb.,

94-95, Mann Nagar, Nakodar Road, Jalandhar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Nakodar,  

Distt. Jalandhar.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  207    of 2008

Present:
Shri Subhash Sharma on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ranjit Kumar, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nakodar.

Order:



Information asked for by the complainant in two applications relates to third party.  In one of the applications, he has asked information about Shri Ramesh Chander, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Sawaran Singh, Accountant.  Information should not have been supplied without the specific consent of third party.  However, Shri Ranjit Kumar, BDPO, Nakodar states that information about Shri Ramesh Kumar, Panchayat Secretary has been provided.  Nothing can be done at this stage.  Information about Shri Sawaran Singh needs not to be supplied.

2.

Case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
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 on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order:



In this case, Shri Gurtej Singh, a retired Superintendent is asking information since 30.9.2006 about his retiral benefits. The information is yet to be supplied.  Public Information Officer from the office of the Director Rural Development and  Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh should appear on the next date of hearing with complete details.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar, Type Centre,

Opposite B.D.P.O. Office, Sirhind.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Sirhind.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 160  of 2008

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum- PIO for the respondent-department. 
Order:



Shri Jaswinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that this request has not been received.  As such, a copy of the same has been handed over to him.  He will ensure that asked for information is provided to the complainant within three weeks from today.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar, Type Centre,

Opposite B.D.P.O. Office, Sirhind.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Sirhind.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 161  of 2008

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum- PIO for the respondent-department. 
Order:



Shri Jaswinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that he has not received the complaint.  Shri Parveen Kumar Complainant states that he had delivered letter in their office on 29.5.2007 and the official of their office has duly acknowledged its receipt.  Shri Jaswinder Singh will take appropriate steps to ensure that this sort of negligence does not occur in future.  A copy of the complainant has been provided for which he should furnish the asked for information within three weeks from today.  However, when the information is provided to the complainant, it will be ensured that third party information is not supplied without the consent of concerned party.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008.
(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mahesh Kumar, #286, W. No.14,

Near Shelly Nursing Home, Brahmin Majra,

Sirhind. 




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Sirhind (Fatehgarh Sahib)



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1050  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Surinder Kumar brother of the complainant on behalf of  complainant.



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



department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 8.2.2008, information stands provided to him.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.







(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Bandana Rani w/o Late Shri Jagdish Kumar,

W. No.16, Railway Road, Sirhind-140406 (Pb.)  ______________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 934  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Gopal s/o Shri Kartar Chand,

#1791, Mohalla Pakka Bagh, Rupnagar,

District Rup Nagar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Ropar.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 882  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary is heard  from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mahesh Kumar s/o Shri Babu Ram,

#286, Ward No.14, Brahman Majra, Sirhind.

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Sirhind (Fatehgarh Sahib). 
________________ Respondent

CC No. 700 of 2007

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar brother of the complainant on behalf of the 


complainant.



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



Department.

Orders



Shri Surinder Kumar has appeared on behalf of the complainant but without any authority letter.  Shri Jaswinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been provided to the complainant and receipt has been taken from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 28.4.2008 for confirmation.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar 

c/o Ashoka Oil & Flour Mills,

Opp. B.D.O. Office, Sirhind Mandi,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Sirhind Mandi (Fatehgarh Sahib).


________________ Respondent

CC No. 732 of 2007

Present:

Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.




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




Department.

Orders




Shri Jaswinder Singh, PIO states that asked for information has been sent to the complainant on 15.1.2008 by registered post, but the complainant pleads that it has not been received by him until today, as such, the copy of the same is provided to him.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar s/o Shri Gian Chand

c/o Ashoka Oil & Flour Mills,

Opp. B.D.O. Office, Sirhind Mandi,District Fatehgarh Sahib.______ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Sirhind Mandi (Fatehgarh Sahib).


________________ Respondent

CC No. 733 of 2007

Present:

Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.




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




Department.

Orders




Shri Parveen Kumar complainant states that information was asked on five points.  Out of these five points, information about four points has been provided to him.  Information about point at Sr. No.1, Shri Jaswinder Singh, PIO appearing for the respondent-department states that concerned file was taken by Shri Hari Chand, Clerk and when he retired last year, he did not hand over the same.  This amounts to removal of Government property, as such, a criminal offence is made out.  Shri Jaswinder Singh further states that retirall benefits to Shri Hari Chand have not been released.  In view of the fact that the Government property has been removed.  Department may consider taking appropriate action against Shri Hari Chand, Clerk including approaching the police authority.  After taking appropriate action, result will be communicated by the respondent-department to the complainant.

2.


In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Parkash Goyal,

#1053, Sector 11, Panchkula.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Engineer (C-1),

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, Mohali.








________________ Respondent

AC No. 255 of 2007

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the respondent-department.

Orders



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate appearing for the respondent-department states that asked for information was provided to the complainant.  However, the complainant says that there was deficiency in the information provided to him.  In the last order dated 28.1.2008, the complainant was directed to specifically point out the deficiency.  He has failed to carry out the same.  From this, it is presumed that he has nothing to say further.

2.

As such, the case stands disposed of.

(R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

March 14, 2008.
