STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

W/O Sh. Jasbir Singh,

H. No. 1455/8, Phase- XI,

Sector 65, Mohali.




…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Estate Officer,

GMADA,  Phase -8,

Mohali.


 


 








….. Respondent.













CC No. 1772  of  2007.






 ORDER


Present:
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, in person.



Representative (Mr. Ashok Kumar, employee) for the Respondent.





   ----



Information sought pertains to 3rd party under Section 11 read with Section 8 (i) and  Section 9.  The  Respondent has  written a letter to the Complainant No.GMADA-   /2007/17807, dated 24.8.2007 that the information pertains to the 3rd party  and cannot be given.



The  case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Jangir Singh

S/O Sh. Khan Chand,

R/O  Vill. Andana, 

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.



…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Andana at Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.



….. Respondent.












CC No. 1896  of  2007.




    ORDER

Present :
Mr. Mewa Singh, Representative  of the Complainant.



None for the  Respondent.





---



The Complainant has sent a letter seeking adjournment of the case.  Mewa Singh,  appearing on behalf of the Complainant,  states that no information has been  received so far from the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,  Moonak, District Sangrur.



The case is adjourned  to  08.02.2008 for hearing in Court No.01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Harbans Singh

S/O Shri Lal Singh,





Vill. Samrala, P.O. Phull Khurd,

Teh. & Distt.  Ropar.                    


 …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,  Ropar.



….. Respondent.













CC No. 1939  of  2007.






 ORDER

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



Representative (Mr. Ranjit Singh, Panchayat Secy.) for the  Respondent.





   ----



The information sought by the Complainant has been handed over to him in my presence today.  The Complainant can go through the same and satisfy himself whether the  information is as per his demand. The  Respondent assures to provide  remaining information, as well, if any.  I direct  that  legible and certified  copies of the information should be given to  the Complainant.



The case is adjourned  to  08.02.2008 for hearing in Court No.01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M.



Copies of the order be sent to both  the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Anil Kumar,

R/O V.& P.O. Badrukhan,

Barnala Road, Badrukhan, 

District Sangrur.




…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Director, Rural Dev. & 

Panchayats, Punjab,

SCO No.112-113, 

Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh.



….. Respondent.













CC No. 1923  of  2007.






   ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.



Representative (Mr. Des  Raj Gupta, Sr. Assistant) for the Respondent.





----



Respondent,  Mr. Des Raj Gupta,  states that no NPA is being paid to the veterinary services providers.

2.

They are also not allowed to do private practice.  However, the department has sent  a   case to the  Government for final decision.



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, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Kuldeep Singh

S/O Sh. Prem Singh,

R/O V. & P.O. Palheri,

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali.


…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Division Engineer CC-I,

GMADA,  Mohali.




….. Respondent.












CC No. 1906  of  2007.






ORDER

Present :
Mr. Kuldip  Singh, Complainant with Mr. Ashish Sharma, Advocate.



None for the Respondent.





     ----



The Complainant has  moved  three applications dated 27.8.2007,  30.8.2007 and 13.8.2007.  He has received  a reply  to his application dated  13.8.2007  but he has not  received any response to the other two applications dated 27.8.2007 and 30.8.2007.

2.                    The  P.I.O., GMADA or A.P.I.O. should personally appear on the next  date of hearing  to explain as to  why  information in respect of  applications dated 27.8.2007 and 30.8.2007 has not been furnished so far. 

3.

 I direct  the P.I.O. to give information point-wise  on  the remaining two applications dated 27.8.2007 and 30.8.2007.



Case adjourned to 08.02.2008 to be heard in  Court No.01, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh, at 2.00 P.M.
Copies of the order be sent to both  the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Basant  Lal,

S/O  Sh. Munshi Ram,

H. No.1252/14, Gali No. 8,

Hari Pura,  Amritsar.



…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.





….. Respondent.













CC No. 1767  of  2007.






 ORDER

Present:
Mr. Basant Lal, Complainant, in person.



Representative (Mr. M.C. Jaswal, Legal Adviser) for the Respondent.





   ----



Heard both the parties.



No information has been  sought by the Complainant.  However, Corporation  in its reply No. MTP/1601, dated 16.10.2007,  has stated that no part of the house involves any encroachment of  the municipal land.

2.
            Strictly going by  Section 2 (f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005,  it does not fall  under the  definition of the information   to be. provided.

The case, therefore, stands disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Rup Lal Saini,

H. No. 263-A, Labour Colony,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.



…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

PUDA, Raj Guru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana. 


….. Respondent.






CC No. 1874  of  2007.






 ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Sham Lal Saini,  for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.





----


           The Complainant, Rup Lal Saini, who  is represented by Mr. Sham Lal Saini, says that no communication has been received in response to his application  addressed to the P.I.O. dated 12.9.2007. And  nor has he received a reply of his letter dated 17.10.2007, addressed to the Chief  Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, a copy of which was sent to the P.I.O. PUDA. 

2.

 The P.I.O., PUDA has  sent a letter  No.PIO-PUDA-LUDH-2007/11331, dated 27.12.2007, to the Deputy Registrar with a copy of the same to Complainant.  It states  that they have not received any request from Mr. Rup Lal Saini and  came to know  of the  application  of 12.9.2007 only from the  Deputy Registrar  of the  State Information Commission.  He also says that the said information when received from engineering wing of  PUDA  will be sent  to the applicant.  This is a very vague reply from the PUDA.  

2.                The case  is adjourned to  08.02.2008  for hearing  in Court No.01,SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M. when P.I.O. should personally appear and also submit an affidavit to the effect  showing the movement of the application of  the Complainant and explain  why the information has been delayed.  He  should also bring the Diary Register along.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Gian  Deep Singh,

H.No.10,  V.P.O. Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

District Mohali.
                  


 …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Development 

& Panchayats, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



….. Respondent.







     CC No. 2071  of  2007.

                                                  ORDER

Present :
Mr. Gian Deep Singh, Complainant, in person.



Representative (Mr. Des Raj Gupta, Sr. Asstt.) for the Respondent.





                ----



Heard both the parties.



The Complainant had moved an application  to the P.I.O. of the  Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, on 12.10.2007  seeking information about ETT candidates’ selection, appointment  who had joined or  would join, about  their  qualifications, who have  quit the job  in the meantime etc. etc.  He says that he has not received any information so far.  

2.

The Respondent says that letters have been issued to all the Zila Prishads to collect the information to be given to the Complainant.  This letter was sent on 24.10.2007.

3.

It is observed from the application submitted by the Complainant that some  recruitments were made in the year 2006 of the primary school teachers through Zila Parishads and there is no reason why proper record should not be available with the Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat.  Though the Respondent says that the information is being collected, this does not seem to hold water and he demands two months  time to reply to the Complainant’s demand.  In this background, I direct the 
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Department that the required para-wise information should be sent to the Complainant within one month from today and P.I.O. should personally appear at the next date of
        hearing to explain why there has been inordinate  delay in giving the requisite  information  to the Complainant. 



The case is adjourned  to 25.02.2008.  
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Smt.  Anuradha,

W/O  Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Panchayat Member,

Vill. Rauni  Zhungian,

P.O. Ranbirpura,

Nabha Road, Patiala.



…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O   Sarpanch,

Vill. Rauni Zhungian, P.O. Ranbirpura,

Nabha Road, Patiala.                                   

Public Information Officer,

O/O Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,  Patiala.


….. Respondents.





CC No. 1957  of  2007.






  ORDER

Present :
Representative, Shamsher Singh,  for the  Complainant.



Mrs. Ram Kali, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat. Rauni Zhungian along with



Mr. Mangu Ram, Member, Gram Panchayat for Respoondent -1.



Representative (Mr. Rajiv Kumar, employee) for Respondent -2.





         ----



The Complainant had filed an application on 27.6.2007  under the Right to Information Act, 2005, to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, seeking  a photo copy of a hand-written  letter dated 23.7.2006 addressed to  Chowki Incharge, Century Enclave, Nabha Road, Patiala.  This particular hand-written document  carries the signatures of panchayat members.  This is purported to be a decision of the panchayat which had met  on 23.7.2006.  In response to the application the P.I.O.–cum- Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala, vide his letter No. 3636, dated 4.10.2007  had  supplied to the Complainant record running into 130 pages on 6.4.2007.  The letter inter alia states that there is  nothing in panchayat record pertaining to  letter dated 23.7.2006.  The panchayat has passed no resolution. The Complainant was shown the proceedings register of the panchayat.  The Sarpanch, Mrs. Ram Kali, and Panchayat  Member, Mangu Ram, who are present, have said that since no resolution of the panchayat was passed on 23.7.2006, so there is no question of any such letter being available in the record of the gram panchayat.  The Commission takes on record a copy of the hand-written letter of 23.7.2006 obtained from  the Complainant.  

2.
      I direct the P.I.O.-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala, to submit an affidavit reiterating what is written in his letter of 04.10.2007  addressed to the Joint Development Commissioner  and send  a copy  of the same to the Complainant  within 15 days.  


      The case will come up for hearing on 08.02.2008 in Court No.01, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M.

       Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector  17-C,  CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Manjit Kaur,

Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Dialpura, Block Dera Bassi,

District Mohali.




          …..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O  Director, Rural Dev. & 

Panchayats, Punjab,

Sector 17-C,  Chandigarh.




….. Respondent.













CC No. 1936  of  2007.






  ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ajaib Singh, Member Panchayat  with Mrs. Amrik Kaur, Member Panchayat, for the Complainant, Gram Panchayat.



Representative (Mrs. Shamsheran Devi, Supdtt. ) for the Respondent.






----



Heard both the  parties.



Mr. Ajaib Singh, Member Panchayat, appearing on behalf of the  Complainant, had moved an application to the P.I.O. of the Department of  Rural Development  and Panchayat  on 25.9.2007 seeking information on  six points.  Mrs. Shamsheran Devi, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that they  have received this information on 26.12.2007 and are not aware where this application  of Mrs. Manjit Kaur, Sarpanch and others gathered dust.  She says  that  information on two points,  point No. 1 and point No.6, is available  and  she is ready to give the same to the Complainant. The information on these two points, point No.1 and point No. 2, has been handed over to the Complainant who can go through the same and if there are any discrepancies, they can bring  it out in writing on the next date of hearing.  The Respondent should come prepared with the remaining information so that this could be handed over to the Complainant in my presence.  Since the Respondent is not aware of the  full facts  of the case as to when the remaining information on  other points will be ready,  the P.I.O. of the Department is directed  that on the next date of hearing he should bring the complete certified information on all the  four points to be handed over to the Complainant in the court.  On that date the Complainant can also point out the discrepancies, if any, on point No.1 and point No.6, on which   they have been handed over  the information.  He should  
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also explain as to why action should not be taken against him  under the Right to Information Act, 2005.


     The case is adjourned  to  8.02.2008  for hearing in Court No. 01, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



            State Information Commissioner.
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jasbir Singh,

H. No. 1455/8, Phase- XI,

Sector 65, Mohali.






…..Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, Phase -8,

Mohali.







….. Respondent
 


 





CC No. 1772 of 2007.






 ORDER


Present:
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, in person.



Representative (Mr. Ashok Kumar, employee) for the Respondent.

----



On 26.07.2007, the Complainant made an application to the 
Respondent under the Right to Information Act, 2005 demanding copies of documents pertaining to the allotment of an oustee plot in favor of Smt. Bachan Kaur, VPO, Sohana alongwith the relevant notings.  Receiving no response, she has filed the instant complaint before the Commission.

2.

The Representative of the Respondent states that the information demanded by the Complainant is exempt from disclosure under section 8(1)(j), Right to Information Act, 2005 inasmuch as being personal information (pertaining to a third party namely Smt. Bachan Kaur), it must have a relationship with some public activity or interest before it can be disclosed.  I find considerable merit in the submission made by the representative of the Respondent.  The information demanded relates to the allotment of a plot to a third party namely Smt. Bachan Kaur.  The Complainant has not shown as to 
….2
-2-

how the disclosure of the information demanded is related to any public activity or interest.  In this premise, I hold that the Complainant is not entitled to the information sought.  Resultantly, the complaint is dismissed being without merit.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   Sd/-
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh   



             State Information Commissioner
Dated, 31.12. 2007.

