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

S. Surinder Kumar Gujral,

s/o Dev Raj,

H.No. 2562, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




  
           ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Tarn-Taran.






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1495   of 2008

Present:
i)   
S. Surinder Kumar Gujral, complainant in person along with 




S.Amarjit Singh Lauhka.
ii)     
S. Satinderpal Singh,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  14, 2008





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

S.Surinder Kumar Gujral,

s/o Dev Raj,

H.No. 2562, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




  
          ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Amritsar-I.






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1496   of 2008

Present:
i)   
S. Surinder Kumar Gujral,complainant in person along with 




S.Amarjit Singh Lauhka.

ii)     
S.Sandeep Kumar,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.












   









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








     Punjab
August  14, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34 , Ist  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

.S.Surinder Kumar Gujral,

s/o Dev Raj,

H.No. 2562, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Patti  (Amritsar).




__________ Respondent

CC No.    1497   of 2008

Present:
i)   
S. Surinder Kumar Gujral,complainant in person along with 




S.Amarjit Singh Lauhka.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The PIO has  conveyed to the complainant over the telephone that he has not received the Commission’s notice for today’s hearing.  The complainant states that he has not got the information for which he has applied on 14-5-2008 and the respondent is, therefore, directed to give the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-9-2008  for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









Punjab 
August  14, 2008

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

S.Surinder Kumar Gujral,

s/o Dev Raj,

H.No. 2562, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Batala,  Distt. Gurdaspur.




__________ Respondent

CC No.    1498   of 2008

Present:
i)   
S. Surinder Kumar Gujral,complainant in person along with 




S.Amarjit Singh Lauhka.

ii)     
S.Chhavinder Kohli,GM,& S.Vijay Kumar, Supdt., 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.










      (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner

August  14, 2008






Punjab 

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Lauhka,

S/o Sh. Boor Singh,

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh.





  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

State Transport, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.    1503   of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Amarjit Singh Lauhka,  complainant in person.

ii)     
S.  Balwinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO,  on behalf of 
the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.








                        (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner








Punjab 
August  14, 2008

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

Sh. Waryam Singh,

S/o Gurdip Singh,

H.No. 1343,/12, MIG,

Phase-XI, Mohali.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1420   of 2008

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

ii)     
Inspector Jagjit Singh,  and SI Jatinderpal Singh,on behalf of 
the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to the complainant by the respondent.  The respondent states that the report of the DSP(City-1) dated 29-3-2008 has been prepared  after taken into consideration all the applications/ representations of the complainant, including his representations dated 20-11-2007 and 20-3-2008.


Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner





                   Punjab 
August  14, 2008

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

Sh. Bant Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Baljinder Singh Zaildar,

Nalas Road, Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.





  
     ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.    308   of 2008

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

ii)     
None   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In this case the complainant has asked for certain information concerning notifications issued by the State Home Department on 5-5-1983, in which Section 197 (2) and section 45(1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973  have been made applicable to Police Officials of the Punjab Police charged  with the maintenance of public order.  The respondent has supplied copies of the notifications to the complainant, but directed the DGP to supply the information asked for by the complainant against point nos. 2 to5 of his application.  The DGP wrote back vide his letter dated 8-5-2008 to the Home Department stating that since the notifications were issued by the Government, the information demanded by the applicant is required to be supplied also by the Government. Thereafter, the Government, surprisingly, asking the DGP to enquire from the applicant about the subject matter of the notifications and to send this information, when it had already supplied copies of the concerned notifications to the complainant!  The issuance of this communication, which was totally unnecessary, has resulted in an unfortunate delay in supplying the required information to the complainant.










Contd...2

-2-

 
In the above circumstances, the copies of the notifications supplied by the Government to the complainant are enclosed with these orders for ready reference, with the direction to the respondent to supply the information required by the complainant against point nos. 2 and 3 of his application, as follows:- 

2.
Validity of above said notifications, whether valid till date or not?
3.
Certified copies of the subsequent amendments in the above said 
notifications, if any.
 As regards point no. 4, the class of police  officers to whom these notifications have been made applicable  has been mentioned in the notifications themselves. The complainant however, has clarified that he wants to know whether these notifications are applicable to police officials of the ranks of Head Constable up to Inspector of Police, and this may be clarified. No information is required to be given against point No. 5, since it is vague and repetitive.


 It is a matter of regret that neither the PIO nor the concerned APIO has appeared in the Court despite the Commission’s notice dated 7-8-2008.  I direct that one of these two officers must be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM   on  4-9-2008 for confirmation  of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)







      State Information Commissioner





                Punjab
August  14, 2008 
Encls------1

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

Sh.R.S.Walia.

260, Model Town,

Ambala City.


  
     


________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt Police,

Mohali. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.    263   of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of appellant.


ii) 
Inspector Jagjit Singh,  and SI Jatinderpal Singh,on behalf of 


the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

 The respondent states that the inquiry into the complaint dated 15-3-2008 will take another three weeks to be completed.


This case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send a copy of the inquiry report to the complainant as well as to the Commission after the completion of the inquiry.


                    





  (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner





                          Punjab
August  14, 2008 

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

Sri  S  S  Jakhu,

315, Sector  2,

Panchkula.


  
     


________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner,

Forest & Wild Life Preservation, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1398  of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sri  S  S  Jakhu, complainant  in person along with 




Sh.Chaman Lal Goel, Advocate.

           
ii) 
Sh.Gurbax Singh, Supdt.  and Sh.  Swarn Lal, Supdt-cum-



APIO,on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The compliance of the orders of the Court dated 24-7-2008 was reviewed.  The following is the position:-
1. The respondent states that the number of the notification mentioned by the complainant against point no. 1 of his application for information is the result of a misprint in various Government notifications, in which the notification u/s 3 has been described as bearing this number, when no notification u/s 3 was issued under this number.  The  respondent must, nevertheless,  produced the notification which was issued u/s 3  prior to the notification issued u/s 4 on 9-6-1961, or make a statement regarding  its availability.  The respondent seeks some time, which is granted. The final reply regarding this notification must be produced in the Court on the next date of hearing.                                                     …..p2/-
2. The respondent has informed the complainant that  an inquiry is held by the concerned SDM before a notification is issued u/s 4  and states that the inquiry report of the SDM is not  forwarded by the Revenue Department to the Department of Forest and, therefore,  is not available in their records and cannot therefore be supplied.
3. The representative of the Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar, states that no permission has been granted by the Forest Department for the constructions referred to in  point no. 9 of the complainant’s application for information.  He submits however, that the concerned Department for this purpose is the Drainage Department.


Insofar as point no. 5 of the application for information is concerned, the complainant states that the respondent has replied to the query posed against this point in the affirmative.


Apart from the above, the complainant has made some further submissions vide his letter dated 14-8-2008, which may be considered by the respondent and a reply sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  5-9-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner





                Punjab 
August  14, 2008

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

Ms. Satya Bhatti,

General Secretary,

Gram Jan Kalyan Sanstha,

Vill. Nagla, P.O. Hadesra,

Distt. Patiala.





  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

The  District Food & Supplies
 Controller –cum-PIO,

Phase -2,Mohali.





------------------Respondent

CC No.  1047   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant.  .


ii)   
 Sri Kuldip Singh, AFSO,  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

An opportunity had been given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which was provided to her on 24-7-2008, in today’s hearing.  The complainant however, has not appeared.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








             (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner






             Punjab 
August  14, 2008 

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

Dr. Jaspal Singh Aujla,

A-7,Department of Applied Mathematics,

National Institute of Technology,

Jalandhar 144011.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police H.Q,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




------------------Respondent

CC No.  1011   of 2008

Present:
Dr. Jaspal Singh Aujla, complainant  in person.



Sri  V.K.Sharda, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The remaining information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent in the Court today in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 17-7-2008.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









     (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner

August  14, 2008






Punjab 

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

Sh. Navdeep Kumar,

2, Jawahar Nagar, Moga.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Moga.






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1276   of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)     
Sh.Balbir  Singh, DFSO, Moga, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 17-7-2008.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner

August  14, 2008






Punjab
