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

Sh. Nihal Singh,

Gali No. 1, Madela House, Gopal nagar,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No.215 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Nihal Singh, complainant  in  person. 

ii)    S. Rajwant Singh,Supdt.,o/oGM, Pb.Roadways,Ferozepur,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case  has asked for particulars from the personal record of another Government employee and it is not at all clear  in what manner the public interest  would be served by his getting this information from the respondent. Nevertheless, the respondent has given some information to the complainant and has stated that the remaining information could not be located since it is about 30 years old.

The complainant states that this case may be linked with his appeal no. AC-394/2007 and  dealt with along with that appeal .


The present complaint according should be tagged with AC-394/07 of Sh. Nihal Singh for necessary consideration and disposal.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

H.No. B-11/15, Sadar Bazar,

Barnala.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent Police,

Barnala.





________________ Respondent

CC No.210 of 2008

Present:
i)    None  on behalf of the  complainant.   

ii)    ASI  Swarn Singh, PS City Barnala, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the inquiry referred to by the complainant in his application has been completed and a complete copy of the inquiry report along with the statements which had been recorded of the witnesses has been sent to the complainant vide  their letter dated 10-3-2008.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

H.No. 2123, Sector 27C,

Chandigarh.



  
    _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Secretary Cum- Principal Secretary vigilance,

Department of Vigilance, Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No.249 of 2008
Present:
None

ORDER

The complainant has informed the Court that he has received the required information and his complaint may be considered as withdrawn.


Disposed of.










(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jeet Singh,

Vill. Tolewal, Tehsil: Malerkotala, 

Distt. Sangrur.


  
  ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice,

Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.



________ Respondent

CC No.203 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Jeet Singh, complainant  in  person. 

ii)    Sh. Mehar Chand, Supdt.,Home,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in his application for information has asked for a copy of the orders of the Government with which he was reinstated in service, issued, according to the complainant, on 18-7-1986.  He states that he has not been able to rejoin his service because he has still not been able to obtain a copy of the afore mentioned orders.

The respondent, on the other hand has made the submission that no orders or any file concerning the same, described by the complainant in his application, has been found in the government records, and he had further  submitted a copy of the orders of Sub Judge,2nd Class ,Sangrur, passed on a Civil suit on 27-09-1993, which the complainant instituted in 1989 against the orders of his dismissal, with which  the suit was dismissed, in which there is no mention of any order of reinstatement which the Government supposedly issued in 1986.

From the above facts, it is clear that the complainant has been grossly misled, since  it is quite clear that no orders were issued by the Government for his reinstatement in 1986.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohal Lal Dhawan,

2331/2, Pakki Gali,

Mahan  Singh Gate,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Food & Supply, 

Govt. of Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.202 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Mohal Lal Dhawan, complainant  in  person. 

ii)    Sh. H.S.Grewal, Joint Director,F&S,-cum- PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

Some information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant but the notings asked for by him concerning the three communications mentioned by him  dated 26-8-2003, 3-7-2006 and 4-6-2007  as well as the noting concerning  the  personal hearing given to him on 31-8-2007 have not yet been supplied to him.  The respondent states that this  omission is inadvertent and the remaining information will be sent to the complainant within seven days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-3-2008  for confirmation of compliance.






          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

1.Sh. Chamkaur Singh,

Vill. Bhadana, Tehsil Zira,

Distt. Ferozepur.
2.S. Bhajan Singh, Vill. Mallanwala Khas,

 Tehsil Zira,

3.S. Chamkaur Singh, Vill. Mallanwala Khas,

 Tehsil Zira,.



  
   ________ Complainant

   



Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commandant,

Punjab Home Guard,

5 Battalion, Ferozepur.




______ Respondent

CC No.  197,  198  and  199 of 2008

Present:
i)   
S/Sh.  Darshan Singh, Bhajan Singh and Chamkaur Singh, 



complainants  in  person. 

ii)    
Sh. Raj Kumar, Clerk,    on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

These three cases are being disposed of by this single order since the respondent in all the three cases is the same and  the nature of information which has been asked for is also identical.

The respondent states that the applications for information  in these three cases have not been received by him and he came to know of them only when they were sent to him along with the notices for today’s hearing. 


In the above circumstances, copies of the orders of suspension and dismissal sent by the respondent to the Court may be forwarded to the three complainants along with these orders, free of cost.


Disposed of. 








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Arvind Preet Kaur,

W/o Dr. Kuldip Singh,

H.No. 4319, Ward No. 13,

Near Punjab Hindustan Combine,

G.T. Road-Bara, Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib-140406.

  
     __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Director Medical Education & Research,

Punjab,SCO 87 Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.






____ Respondent

CC No.2329 of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh.  Harnek  Singh ,father-in-law of the  complainant  



ii) 
S.Nachhattar Singh.  Sr. Asstt.,.on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 14-2-2008.


Disposed of.






              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi,

H. No. 17, Gulmohar Avenue,

Dhakoli, NAC Zirakpur,

Distt. Mohali.



  
     

_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

PWD (B&R) Deptt.,

Mini Secretariat, Sec-9, 

 Chandigarh.






_______ Respondent

CC No. 2124 of 2007

Present:
Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, complainant in person



Sh. Ashok  Kumar Rana, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 1-9-2007 and he made a complaint to the Commission on 21-11-2007 when he failed to get any response from the respondent. The case was fixed for hearing on 27-12-2007 and was disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the information asked for by the complainant within 15 days of the date of receipt of the orders, since neither of the two parties appeared for the hearing.  Later on, the complainant made an application on 6-2-2008 stating that the orders of the Court dated 27-12-2007 have not been complied with and he has still not received the required information.  Notice was therefore issued to the parties to appear before the Court today, 13-3-2008, in order to explain why the orders of the Court have not been complied with and the respondent was further directed to give the required information to the complainant before the date of  today’s hearing.


The respondent states that he did not receive the notice of the Court dated 13-12-2007 or the orders of the Court passed on 27-12-2007. He states that the representation of the complainant concerns his land which has come under the road and the compensation which is payable to him for the same. The information concerns the khasra nos. through which the road passes, which has been intimated  by the Chief Engineer, Public Works, to the respondent, who has further  communicated the same to complainant vide his letter dated 4-2-2008.  The  CE 
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has still not given information concerning two khasra nos. 115 and 156, through which also, according to the complainant, the road passes and  has not said any thing about the compensation, if any,  payable to the complainant.

Since considerable time has already elapsed from the date of application for information in this case, the respondent is directed to make every effort to obtain the remaining information and send the same to the complainant at the earliest.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 10-4-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

D-1, Guru Amardass Avenue,

Airport Road, Gumtala,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways Amritsar-II,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No.2433 of 2007

Present:
i)    
  Sh. Gurdeep Singh,   complainant  in person. . 



ii)   
   Sh. Amarjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

Some information has been given by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 7-2-2008 but there are deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in respect of point nos. 2,  4 and 6 of his application for information dated 29-11-2007 and the respondent has made a commitment that the deficiencies will be  removed within 10 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 3-4-2008  for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

D-1, Guru Amardass Avenue,

Airport Road, Gumtala,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways Amritsar-II,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No.2434 of 2007

Present:
i)    
   Sh. Gurdeep Singh,   complainant  in person. . 



ii)   
   Sh. Amarjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 7-2-2008.


Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor ,Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

C/o Raghu Nath Dass & Sons,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.
  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Mehangarwal,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.                          



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1114   of  2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Jagat Singh, on behalf of the  complainant.


ii) 
Sh.Shadi  Lal, (acting Principal),  GSSS, Mehangarwal.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except that certain  documents have not been attested, which the respondent has undertaken to attest today itself.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagat Singh,

# B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

P.O. Opp. Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College, 

Hoshiarpur.




  
     _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

General Admn.Deptt.,Welfare of Freedom Fighter, 

Mini Secretariat,  Sector -9,

Chandigarh.






___ Respondent

CC No. 2050 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Jagat Singh, complainant  in  person. 

ii)    S.  Gian Singh, Supdt.  Pol. III Br.,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s  orders  dated 27-12-2007.  With regard to the notice issued to the respondent in the orders dated 7-2-2008, he states that the notice for the hearing on that date had not been received by him and that there is no intention on his part not to give the information to the complainant or to delay it in any manner. In fact, he states that he has been  in  regular correspondence  with the complainant on the subject of his application,  which by itself was initially quite vast and vague ,  and was crystallized into three points on which the  information had to be given, for the first time,  by the Court in its orders dated 27-12-2007.

In the above circumstances, the notice issued to the respondent is dropped and the case is disposed of.








  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th  March, 2008
