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

Sh.Prithipal Singh Sohal,

S/o S. Sadhu Singh,

H.No. 86, Phase 2,

Mohali

  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Managing Director,

Punjab State Ex-Services Corporation,

89-90, Sector 34,

Chandigarh





__________ Respondent
AC No.   811   of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh.Prithipal Singh Sohal, appellant in person.
ii)  
Sh.D.S.Bhatia, Financial Controller, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has pointed out some deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 10-12-2009 and the same are discussed as follows:-

1)  Item no.(ii) 

The appellant states that a decision regarding termination of his services has already been taken by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana and therefore there is no reason for the respondent to maintain that the documents for which he has asked cannot be given to him. The respondent should come prepared with his arguments on this point on the next date of hearing.

2) Item No.(iv) to ( vii)

The appellant states that the information has been wrongly denied to him.
                                                                                       

3)    Item No.(viii)    
The respondent has made a statement in the 


       Court that no    appointment letter was issued appointing 
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Sh.R.I.Singh as GM (PP) PESCO after the year 2002.
3)       Item No.(x)



The respondent has correctly pointed out that various items 



discussed in the meetings of the Board of Directors and the record 


thereof would be concerned with commercial transactions of 



PESCO and the security arrangements of various agencies and 


companies, and all of this sensitive information cannot be divulged 


to the appellant. The appellant has clarified in the Court that what 


he requires are copies of the recorded minutes/resolutions of the  


meetings of the Board of Directors held during the period 01-04-2


2007 to 31-07-2009,  in which action against the complainant, 


including the filing of appeals against  decisions taken by the 


Judicial Courts, have been discussed . The respondent has made a 

commitment that copies of all such items will be given to the 



appellant on the next date of hearing.

The appellant wishes to submit a written statement as well with regard to the above mentioned deficiencies and he may do so on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-01-2010 for further consideration and orders.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. Mohmad Ramjan,

S/o Late S. Akbar Hussain,

Satta  Bazar, Malerkotla,

Distt Sangrur

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Chief Conservator of Soils,
Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh




__________ Respondent
CC No.  3071   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Mohmad Ramjan, complainant in person.

ii)  
None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-11-2009, the details of the appointments  made to class IV posts on compassionate grounds during the year   2004-05  have been given by the respondent to the complainant . Copies of total no. of applications received for such appointments could not be given  because these are not entered or recorded in a single register or at one place. 

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



             Punjab  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh.Gurvinder Singh, 

S/o S.Harjit Singh,

Village Kumbran,

Teh & Distt.Mohali
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Divisional Forest Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





__________ Respondent
CC No.   3113 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurvinder Singh complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Balbir Singh, DFO-cum-PIO Fatehgarh Sahib. 
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case concerns a third party and the respondent can consider supplying the information only after following the procedure prescribed in section 11 of the RTI Act, which has not yet been done. This case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to take  required action accordingly.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sri  J.M.Mattu,

C/o Sri Aizek  Massih,

Issa Nagar,BATALA

Distt Gurdaspur
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Distt.   Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3180   of 2009

Present:
None
ORDER



The information for which the complainant has applied for was provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 22-12-2009.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Smt.Charanjit Kaur,

W/o. Sh. Surinder Kumar,

H.No- 3957, Hospital Mohalla,

Kartarpur,

District- Jalandhar.

   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.    


Public Information Officer,  
O/o. Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Phagwara,

District- Kapurthala.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3943 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant .
ii)  
 Dr. Surjit  Singh, EMO,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case  made a complaint  to the Commission on 21-12-2009 that no information has been received by her from the  SMO, Civil Hospital, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala in response to an application for information dated 12-12-2009 given by her under the life and liberty category mentioned in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  A notice was issued to the respondent , who has appeared in the Court today and has shown to the Court that the application for information of the complainant was received in the Civil Hospital on 15-12-2009 and the information was sent to the complainant on 17-12-2009.

The information sent by the respondent to the complainant has been examined by the Court and I find that full information was given to the complainant, except that the question of  entry of medical details of any person brought by the police  in a Register,  mentioned in point no. 2 of the application for information, has not been clearly explained.  The respondent has clarified in the Court today that copies of the applications for medical examination given by the police and the medical report are invariably kept in the records of the Hospital, and the records of these documents pertaining to the medical                                                                                                                                                                                                      -                                                                                                ----p2/-
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examination of the son of the complainant have already been supplied to the her.  However, an entry of the details of such medical examinations in the Register maintained in the Hospital for this purpose is not always done on the same day as the medical examination due to rush of work.  The information pertaining to point no. 5 was  sent separately to the complainant on the same date i.e. 17-12-2009. The respondent has also shown to the Court the signatures of the complainant given by her in acknowledgment of  having received the information by post.

Insofar as point no. 1 is concerned , the respondent has informed the complainant that the medical examination of persons in police custody are conducted  on such persons brought directly by the police  to the EMO on duty.

In view if the information which was provided by the respondent on 17-12-2009, it is difficult to understand why the complainant has made a complaint to the Commission stating that  “ the respondent failed to either supplied the  said information or  to reply the said application”.  Even now, a written message has been received from the complainant that she is not well and is not able to attend the Court today but she has received incomplete information and has requested the Commission to direct the respondent to give all documents concerned with her application.  In fact, I find that  no information remains to be given to the complainant.  However, since she has requested for an adjournment, she is given an opportunity to make her submissions at 10 AM on 14-01-2010.  

It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings in this case till further notice.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Sarkaria Singh,

H No-270, Back Side, Gurdwara,

Patti Sarkar, Kot Khalsa,

P/O Khalsa College,

Amritsar-143002.

   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (City),

Amritsar. 






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3477 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sh. Harjinder Singh, complainant in person.
ii)  
DSP Sh.Avtar Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant in this case concerns a third party and has asked for the details of cases registered against the Ex Tehsildar in Amritsar District between the period January 2000 to September 2009. The respondent states a list of five cases registered against the Ex Tehsildar has been provided to the complainant but the complainant today has given a list of nine cases and has demanded copies of the FIR’s which were registered in these cases .

The respondent is directed to follow the procedure laid down in Section 11 of the RTI Act 2005 and to take a decision thereafter, which should be conveyed to the complainant within 30 days from today.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Smt. Gurmeet Kaur,

H No- 48-C , Urban Estate,

Phase-3, Patiala.
  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3499  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant,

 ii)  
Sri  Vikrant  Sharma, Advocate ,  on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent vide his letter dated 10-12-2009.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to her at 10 AM on 21-01-2010.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Ms. Monica Jindal, 

# 19507, Gali No. 0A,

Bibi Wala Road,

Near Old Bus Stand,

Bathinda. 

 
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3524 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant 
ii)  
 H C Mr. Birbal Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied has been provided to her by the respondent on 15-12-2009.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Smt. Harjit Kaur,

W/o. Sh.  .Kaur Singh,

R/o. Village-Gadadob,

Tehsil- Abohar,

District- Ferozepur.   
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No.   3538    of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.. Shashi Bhushan, Munshi,on behalf of the  complainant 
ii)  
None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent by the respondent and the same has been handed over to the complainant’s counsel in the Court today.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. Harinder Singh,

H No-442, Jagjit Nagar,

VPO- Threekey,

Ludhiana- 142021.
  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3494  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
H C Mr. Santosh Kumar,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has supplied the required  information to the complainant  who has  given a written certificate dated 29-12-2009 that he has got full information for which he had applied.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. William,

Member Panchayat,

Vill- Saidowal,

District- Kapurthala.  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Project Officer,

District Social Security & Child Development, 

Kapurthala.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3541  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. William,   complainant in person.
ii)  
None on behalf of the  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that he has asked for vast information in his application, the collection of which will disproportionately divert the time and resources of the respondent, and was advised to make and application for more specific information.  

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o. Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Village- Chatha Nanhera, 

Tehsil – Sunam,

District- Sangrur.
  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Distt. Youth Co-ordinator,

Nehru Yuva Kendra ,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3542 of 2009
Present:
         
 None.
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Katari,

Kothi No-88,

Officers Colony,

Ferozepur.

  
   


  
________ Appellant  

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Deputy Commissioner,
Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 836 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.V.K.Sandhir Advocate on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Sri B.S.Parmar, Supdt, Coord.., and Sh. Kamal Kishore 
Bhatia, Admn. Officer, and   others as per list enclosed  on 
 behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was transferred by the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, to the Department of General Administration and to the PIOs of the offices of all the Deputy Commissioners in the State.  A copy of the notice issued by the Commission along with a copy of the complaint which is the subject matter of this case has also been circulated by the office of the Chief Secretary to all the Deputy Commissioners. 

The respondent has informed the Court that he has received the required information from all the Deputy Commissioners except the D. C, Ferozepur.


I therefore direct the PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur to supply the required information to the complainant in respect of all the four items of his application for information, a copy of which is enclosed for ready reference, if necessary by collection the information with regard to item no. 4 form the local PWD Authorities, within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders.  The PIO office of DC Ferozepur is also substituted as the respondent in this case. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



             Punjab  
List of representatives attended on behalf of the respondent.
1). Sh.Harbilas, Suptt.(1) office of DC Kapurthala

2)  Sh.Tehal Singh, SDO PWD, B & R , on behalf of XEN Kapurthala

3)  Sh. Yadav Rai Singh, Stenographe, O/o. DC Ropar.

4)  Sh. Deepak Singh, Clerk, O/o DC Ropar.

5)  Sh. Satinder Kumar, DRO, Mukatsar.

6)  Sh.Sadhu Ram, Divisional Suptt., O/o XEN Bathinda.

7)  Sh.Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk, O/o DC Sangrur.

8)  Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, O/o DC Hoshiarpur.

9)  Sh.Harminder Singh, SDE, Hoshiarpur.

10) Sh.Satinder Kumar, DRO, Faridkot.

11) Sh.Jagdeep Singh, Tehsildar/DRO Tarantaran.

12) Sh.Sakeel Singh, DRO Mukatsar.

13) Sh. Tejinder Singh, Clerk, O/o Estate Office, PWD, B & R Patiala.

14) Sh. Ajaib Singh, Senior Assistant , O/o DC Barnala.

15) Sh. Gurmail Sing, Naib Tehsildar, Rampura Phool, Bathinda.

16) Sh . Vijay Kumar, Workmunshi, PWD Mansa.

17) Sh. Kamal Kishore Bhatia, Admn. Officer, Punjab Civil Sect., Chandigarh.

18) Sh.Harbans Singh, Senior Assistant, ADO Branch.
19) Sri Gurmit Singh, Nauib Tehsildar Rampura Phul.

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

Dr. Raja Singh Khela,

Director-Principal,
GTB Khalsa Institute of Engg. & Tech.

Chhapianwali, Malout,

District- Mukatsar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal,

GZS College of Engg. & Tech.,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3546 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurpreet Singh, on behalf of the   complainant.
ii)  
Sri Gurinderpal Singh, Registrar-cum-PIO.  
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Sh.Varinder Kumar,

S.S.Master, 
Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Rauni, Tehsil- Payal,

Distt- Ludhiana.

   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3662 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Varinder Kumar,complainant in person.
ii)  
Sh.B.S.Parmar, Suptt. Coordination,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

Notice for the hearing of this today was sent to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary, Govt. Punjab, to whom the application for information had been originally made. The application however was transferred by the office of the Chief Secretary to the Department of Secondary Education under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act 2005. A fresh notice in this case should therefore be issued to the Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Secondary Education Department, for a hearing at 10 AM on 21-01-2010.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



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

Smt. Rajinder Kaur,

Lecturer Political Science,

Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School,

Model Town, Ambala City,

Haryana.


   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Executive Officer,

Punjab Waqf Board, SCO 1062-63, Sector-22 B,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3652 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the   complainant.
ii)  
Sh. Daneshwar, Additional Law Officer on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant had applied concerns the service record and the provident fund etc of a third party, which has correctly been refused by the respondent.
Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th December, 2009



             Punjab  
