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

Shri Sudesh Kumar Sharma, 7/165,

Near Gurudwara Sahib, Mohal Dondawala, 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:-
1.
Shri Sudesh Kumar Sharma complainant in person.

2. Shri Shiv Kumar, APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Out of six points, information has been provided on 3 points i.e. on 1, 4 and 5.   Information on the remaining points i.e.  Sr. No.2, 3 and 6  is withheld on the plea that supply of such information is barred under Section 8(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It was explained to Shri Shiv Kumar, APIO that 8(d) relates to  the business secrets etc. and not to such information.  However, if third party  information is asked for,  the same can be denied but the general information including statistics could be provided.  Accordingly, the asked for information be supplied to the complainant  within three weeks from today.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2008.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Smt. Poonam Saini,

Vill. Samrala, P.O. Janial, Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Gurdaspur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 386     of 2008

Present:
1.
None on behalf of the complainant.



2.
Shri Multani, Clerk o/o the Block Development and 




Panchayat Officer, Bambial Tehsil Pathankot, District 




Gurdaspur.

ORDER



According to Shri Multani, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department,  the asked for information was sent to the complainant vide their letter dated 27.3.2008 which he refused to accept as per  report given by Shri Prem Chand, Peon.  Copy of the said  report alongwith the letter dated 27.3.2008  be sent to the complainant by registered post.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2008 for confirmation.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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:
Shri Chaman Lal complainant in person.



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


department.

Order:



Shri Chaman Lal complainant states that he has been provided information only about 16 works whereas for the remaining works  the information is yet to be  provided.  Information should be provided as per tender released from 1.1.2005 to 30.11.2007.  Since there is delay in supplying of the  information within the stipulated period, the information which is yet to be provided  should  be supplied  by the respondent-department free of cost within three week from today..   

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2008.







 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 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:
1.
Shri Ramesh Kumar complainant in person.



2.
Shri Ravinder Singh, Section Officer-cum- PIO for the respondent-



department.

Order:



The information stated to be provided is in a haphazard manner and not in a chronological order.  Inspite of the directions given by this Commission for providing the information within three weeks, full information has not been provided so far.  The Executive Officer -  Shri Rajesh Khokhar who had appeared on 14.3.2008 will ensure that the order passed on that date is  fully complied with.  He will also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20  for denying the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2008.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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:
1.
Shri Inqulab Singh alias Ajit singh complainant in person.



2.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 



Dhariwal –cum- PIO alongwith Smt. Bimla, Sarpanch, Gram 



Panchayat, Rania and Shri Hardev Singh, Panchayat Secretary, 



Rania on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order:



Information stands supplied, case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 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:
1.
Shri Gurtej Singh,  complainant in person


2.
Shri Sham Sunder, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 



the respondent-department.

Order:



It is a request from Shri Gurtej Singh, Superintendent - complainant  who retired from the service on 30.9.2006.  Shri Sham Sunder appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Shri Gurtej Singh, Superintendent had taken House Building Advance in June, 1993 and Car advance in October, 1994.  In the case of HBA, deductions are being made from his salary  w.e.f. July,1993 and in the case of  Car advance which was sanctioned  to him in October, 1994, the   deductions were also made in July, 1993 @ Rs.800/- per month.  This indicates a callous attitude on the part of the  department in causing harassment to their retired employee.  PIO from the department of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh should be present personally on the next date of hearing to explain the position and also say why action should not be taken against him for providing wrong,  and illegible information to the complainant.  Since this case  is of a retired officer, I take a serious note  of the same  and it is directed that correct information with a copy  of the same to the Commission  be provided within three weeks from today.  No  payment  shall be taken from the complainant for  the copies to be supplied  to him  because of delay in supplying  of the same

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2008.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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 Parveen Kumar complainant admits that he has received the full information.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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 Parveeen Kumar complainant states that he has received information except for item at Sr. No.6 and 7 which relates to third party.  He further states that plans were approved for more than physical possession in existence. Similarly, some people have constructed extra construction than the plan approved by the Municipal Council, Sirhind.  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind may take up the matter and take appropriate action as per law.  Complainant may be informed about the action taken.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

 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 Mahesh Kumar complainant in person.



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



Department.

Orders



Shri Mahesh Kumar complainant states that information provided is not complete and Shri Jaswinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department is not well conversant with the facts of the case.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.5.2007 when Shri Jaswinder Singh PIO will bring complete information in duplicate for supplying one copy to the complainant and another to the Commission.  He will also bring original file relating to this case for perusal of the Commission.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Amandeep Goyal (Advocate),

Apex Graphics, Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phull (Punjab).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phull (Punjab).



________________ Respondent

CC No. 542 of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
None on behalf of  the respondent-department.

ORDER



Neither information has been provided nor the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phul and PIO o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh have appeared.  Last chance is being given to them to explain their position.  A copy of the order may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab and Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phull who may direct the  PIO to be present before the Commission  on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 23.5.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 28, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner.

