STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Lachhman Singh,

Clerk, Market Committee,

Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.


 

______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 07-2006

Present:
Mrs. Indu Mishra, PCS, Public Information Officer alongwith Shri Amarjit Singh and Shri Chander Shekhar, APIOs for respondent.

Shri  Lachhman Singh, complainant  alongwith Shri Sham Lal Saini.

Order:



Heard both the parties.  Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The case accordingly stands disposed of.  Mrs.Indu Misra, PIO may issue necessary instructions to the APIO’s that they should appear before the Commission fully prepared and conversant with the case.










       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kewal Krishan,

House No.543, Sector 7,

Urban Estate, Ambala City.















______Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna, District Ludhiana.






         

 -----------Respondent.







C.C. No- 224-2006

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant himself.



Shri Darshan Singh Sidhu, Tehsildar Khanna.

Order:


According to Shri Darshan Singh Sidhu, Tehsildar Khanna, in their record as well as the record of the Municipal Committee, Khanna, there is no mention about this particular property.  After mutual discussion, it is agreed that Shri Kewal Krishan may apply to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna for building the record on the basis of the documents available with him.  Shri Kewal Krishan can apply for the same alongwith copies of the documents available with him.  The Municipal Council, Khanna after making verification should decide the issue within 15 days from today and if Shri Kewal Krishan is satisfied with the out-come, he will let us know.


Next date for confirmation is fixed for 8.12.2006. Presence of Revenue Officials will not be required on that day. However, the Public Information Officer, Municipal Committee, Khanna should attend on 8.12.2006.  A copy of the letter received from Municipal Committee, Khanna that they do not have record about this property should be supplied to Shri Kewal Krishan.













Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

Ex-Additional Director,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala (Punjab)









______Complainant.




Vs.

District Public Relations Officer,

Gurdaspur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 155-2006

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan complainant himself.



Shri Pal Singh, District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur.

Order:



Applicant states that all documents except two asked for have been received by him.  Mr. Pal Singh, PIO has stated that the remaining documents may be available in the Directorate of Public Relation from where he will collect and supply the same to the applicant shortly.



The case to come up for confirmation on 1.12.2006 











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma, H.No.572/15,

Bank Colony, KHanna, 

District Ludhiana.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Labour Inspector, Grade-1, Circle Khanna,

c/o Assistant Labour Commissioner (Circle 6),

Ludhiana.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 103-2006

Present:
Shri Malhara Singh, Labour Inspector, Khanna for respondent.



None for the complainant.

Order:



Information has been supplied.  Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.











Sd/-







    


(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nachhattar Singh Gill,

s/o Shri Jarnail Singh Gill, 

V.P.O. Bahona, Tehsil and District

Moga.







______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

District Transport Officer,

Mansa




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 06-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

Order:



None for the parties is present. Case is adjourned to 1.12.2006.
       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

S.C./B.C. Employees Coordination Committee, Punjab

Through Chairman Sh. Malagar Singh,

15/7, Anand Nagar-B,

Tripuri, Patiala.





______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University,

Patiala.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 151-2006

Present:
Shri Malagar Singh for complainant.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate for the respondent.

Order:



Heard both the parties.  Shri Gurpreet Singh states that the information asked for by the complainant have been supplied.  However, the complainant wants detailed information about cadre alongwith names, sur-name and number of candidates appointed and the date of their appointment. 


 So far as the original application filed by the complainant is concerned, the information asked for by him has been supplied.  The case stands disposed of accordingly.  However, if the complainant wants further information as stated above, he may move fresh application with full details so that the department can be asked to supply the same.









Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel, Senior Citizen,

House No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda






______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum-

District Education Officer, Faridkot.
         

 -----------Respondent.








A.C. No- 29-2006

Present:
 None for the complainant.



Shri Santokh Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

Order:



It is reported that the District Education Officer, Faridkot is out of station. For his explanation, the case is fixed on 1.12.2006 for taking deterrent action.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

M/s Doaba Hoteliers Ltd.

Mahavir Maarg,

Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





______Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, 

Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.





 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 24-2006

Present:
Shri Joginder Singh Bhatia and Shri Kuldip Singh Vadala, Managing Director of the complainant company.


Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, Shri Pardeep Sharma, Accountant o/o the Improvement Trust,
 Jalandhar alongwith Shri Pardeep Bhandari, Advocate for respondent.

Order:



In the last order dated 6.10.2006, it was ordered that the Public Information Officer should explain as to why action should not be taken against him for the delay in supplying the  required information.  It has been explained that the Improvement Trust has nominated  different PIOs for different Sections/Branches. An Accountant  for the Accounts Branch, a  S.D.O. for the Engineering Department and a Superintendent for the  Sales Branch  have been appointed as such and no single Public Information Officer has been appointed in  the  Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. However, according to  the provisions of the RTI Act, nomination of  so many junior officers to act as PIOs in one department is not called for.  Every Government Department is supposed to nominate only one of the senior officers as  Public Information Officer. A letter may also  be written to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Bodies  to ensure that only one of the  senior officers of the department  is nominated to act as Public Information Officers.



At this stage, Shri Pardeep Bhandari, Advocate submits that the information asked for by M/s Doaba Hotliers has been supplied including khasra numbers indicating the areas etc.  In view of this, the case stands disposed of.  If  M/s Doaba Hotliers still want any furtther information, they can move fresh application for the same.










Sd/-








( R.K.Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri K.S.Bhalla, 259-A, Guru Nanak Pura (West).

Jalandhar.






______Complainant.








Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





 
 -----------Respondent.






C.C. No- 232-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

Order:



Case stands adjourned to 1.12.2006.












Sd/-








    


(R.K. Gupta)








 State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.






______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director,

Language Department, Punjab,

Bhasha Bhawan, Sheranwala Gate,

Patiala.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 318-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Satnam Singh, Research Officer, Language Department, Chandigarh.

Order:


Shri Satnam Singh, Research Officer  appearing for the department states  that after depositing an initial fee of Rs.50/- in June, 2006, the complainant never appeared nor deposited the required fee for getting copies of documents which run into 75 pages inspite of  the letter written to him. 


Since the applicant has not appeared, the case is adjourned to 1.12.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri B.S.Gill, 110-A,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry Department, 

Government of Punjab, Near Jagat Theatre,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


      

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 159-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Gurdeep Singh, Deputy Director  for respondent.

Order:



Shri Gurdeep Singh appearing for the department  has stated that the information asked for by the applicant was a proposal submitted  by a private person and the same had  not been  accepted by the Government. He further states that    the applicant has been informed  in this regard.  


In view of the above, the  case stands disposed of.









    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. B.S.Gill, 110-A,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.



______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. Of Punjab,

Department of Animal Husbandry,

Chandigarh. 


         


 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 160-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Harjit Singh Gill  for the respondent.

Order:



The information asked for by the applicant has been supplied by the department.  Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar Lamba (Retd.) Teacher,

r/o Ashish Cottage,

Government Institute for the Blinds,

Baraille Bhawan, Chandigarh Road,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Social Security for Women

and Child Development, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No-330-2006

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Lamba alongwith his representative Shri Sham Lal Saini.


None for the respondent.

Order:




The PIO of the department or his/her representative has not appeared.  Instead of adopting a sympathetic attitude towards a handicapped person, he has been put to unnecessary harassment and forcing him to visit Chandigarh from Ludhiana.   The department will, therefore, refund the expenses incurred by  the applicant  and also of the attendant who might have come with him being a blind person.  On the next date of hearing, the  PIO of the department should be present personally to explain as to why action should not be taken against him/her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.





The case is adjourned to 17.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

House No.Hl-168,

Sukhdev Nagar, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141001.










______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 314-2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



Shri Nachhattar Singh, Head Clerk for the respondent.

Order:



Shri Nachhattar Singh appearing for the department  offered that copies of the document asked for by the complainant  will be supplied to him within ten  days  from today after charging Rs.2/- per page



For confirmation the case is adjourned to 1.12.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveeen Kumar,

s/o Shri Puran Chand,

R/o 431-15, Sadar Bazar,

C/o P.K.Foam Agency,

Gurdaspur.






______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Border Range, Amritsar.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 197-2006

Present:

None for the complainant .

Shri Surinder Kumar, Head Constable for the respondent.

Order:




It is stated that information in question was  supplied to the complainant  in August, 2006.  The case accordingly stands disposed of.




However,  a letter may be written to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh intimating  that instead of  a lower functionary of the rank of  non-gazetted officer,  a gazetted officer be  sent for appearing before this Commission. 




















Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kulwant  s/o

Shri Sohan Singh, 

Village Bodh, V.P.O. Guruwali,

District Amritsar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to

Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Chandigarh.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 200-2006

Present:
Shri Kulwant Singh complainant  in person.

Shri Nachhatar Singh Superintendent alongwith Shri Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

Order:




This is a case of request of pre-mature release for a life imprisonment convict.  The representatives appearing on behalf of the department inform that the case has been processed and put up to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs & Justice.  Since it is a case of pre-mature release of a life convict, it has to go to the Governor of Punjab which is likely to take sometime. 


The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him but has  prayed that his case may be expedited.  The representatives of the department  may bring the request of the applicant  to the notice of  Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs & Justice for further action.


The case stands disposed of.
















Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel,

Senior Citizen,

H.No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda.






______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 212-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg, Superintendent office of the Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda.

Order:



Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg appearing on behalf of the department states that copies of the documents have been supplied except one document of which copies are ready and the complainant has been informed to collect the same.



  Case to come up on 1.12.2006 for confirmation.








Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kiranjit Sahni s/o Shri Roop Basant,

R/o V.P.O. Hardokhanpur, 

District Hoshiarpur.









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

General Assistant to Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








Appeal No- 219-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Surinder Pal Singh Superintendent o/o the District Consumer Forum, Hoshiarpur.

Order:




Shri Surinder Pal Singh appearing on behalf of the department states that the Information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. 




The case stands disposed of accordingly.









Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sadhu Singh, 

resident of House NO.1365,

Street No.1, Mohalla Sat Kartar, 

Tibba Road, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 269-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Santosh Kumar, Head Constable for respondent.

Order:




According to the representative of the department, the information asked for by the complainant  is ready but he has not come to collect the same. The respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post at his given address. 


 The case stands disposed of.  However, the  Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana is instructed that in future he should depute a senior officer to appear  before the commission  and not a lower functionary like Head-constable.  











Sd/-






    



(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November, 2006. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Kang (Retd.),

Member Public Grievance Committee and

Member PCRF, V.P.O. Malout,

District Mukatsar.









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum- 

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 264-2006

Present:
Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Kang complainant in person



Shri Balkar Singh, S.I. o/o of S.S.P., Mukatsar.

Order:



Shri Balkar Singh, S.I. appearing on behalf of the department states that the fees of Rs.50/- deposited by the complainant was returned to him and as such no payment has been deposited by him.  In view of the fact that the information has been delayed,  the complainant is exempted from paying any fee to the department..  Shri Balkar Singh  further states that he has brought the report a copy of which  will be handed over to the complainant today itself.


  
The complainant may go through the report supplied by the department and confirm whether he is satisfied  with the information supplied to him or not.



The case is adjourned to 8.12.2006.






    




Sd/-










(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Ramesh Kumar

S/o Shri Bhagirath Ram,

House No. 12942, Street No.2,

Parjapat Colony, Near Sepat Hotel,

Bhatinda.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bhatinda.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 273-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Roop Singh, Sub-Inspector for the respondent.

Order:




According to Shri Roop Singh, Sub-Inspector representative of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda, copies of information have been supplied to the complainant.  

Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.














Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singla 

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony,

Maur Mandi, Bhatinda.
















______Complainant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.

2.
Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda.




         




 -----------Respondents.








C.C. No- 258-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg, Superintendent office of the Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda for respondent No.1.

Shri Sadhu Ram for respondent No.2

Order:




According to the representatives appearing on behalf of the department the Information asked for by the complainant  has been supplied to him. 



 
For confirmation, the case to come up on 1.12.2006.
























Sd/-




    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hans Raj

S/o Shri Sant Ram Nambardar,

Village Singhpura,

Post Office Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Ropar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Social Welfare Officer,

Ropar.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 294-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent O/o the Social Welfare Officer, Ropar for respondent.

Order:




Shri Mohinder Singh appearing for the respondent states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  

Case stands disposed of accordingly.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhagwan Singh

(Retired Additional Sessions Judge),






S/o Shri Jiwa Singh, 2210, Phase-7,

S.A.S. Nagar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

Estate Officer-cum-State Public Information Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.



         

 -----------Respondent.








Appeal No- 15-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Gurbax Singh, Asstt. Public Information Officer o/o the Punjab Urban Development Authority, Mohali for respondent.

Order:



Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the department informs that  the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him  except one i.e. transfer of ownership in compliance of the Court’s order where PUDA was not a party.  Nothing has been heard from the complainant to the contrary and it is thus presumed that the information has been supplied to him. The case, therefore, stands disposed of.  











Sd/-










(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balu Ram s/o Sh. Hukma Ram,

Work Munshi,

o/o Sub Divisional Engineer,

Tubewell Const. Sub Divn. No.1,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation (Dhangu Road),

Pathankot, District Gurdaspur (Punjab).









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Managing Director,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Ltd.,

SCO 28-29, Sector 26, Chandigarh.
         

 -----------Respondent.







C.C. No- 162-2006

Present:

Shri Balu Ram for the complainant.

Shri Devinder Singh, XEN-cum-Public Information Officer for the respondent.

Order:




Applicant states that some more documents have been supplied to him  but not all  which had been asked for by him in his application.  Shri Davinder Singh, PIO has offered to supply the remaining documents subject to availability of the same.  The applicant who is stated to be on earned leave has stated that he will contact the PIO Shri Davinder Singh as per his convenience and obtain the above mentioned documents from him


A letter dated 18.10.2006 was received from one Shri Amit Singh, Advocate of Chandigarh in which it has been stated “Appellant is facing lot of pressure to supply the documents in dispute notwithstanding the appeal”  The PIO has stated that the said letter is not in his knowledge nor he gave any authority to any advocate to make such a statement.  A copy of that letter has been supplied to him for making inquiry in to the same.


Since the applicant is on leave, the case is fixed for further hearing in January 2007.   The exact date shall be intimated in due course.


       








Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

September 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhdev Singh

S/o Shri Raghbir Singh,

Milk Plant Verka,

Industrial Area, Chandigarh.















______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 275-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Surinder Kumar, Head Constable for the respondent.


Order:




It is stated that information has been supplied, as such case stands disposed of.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Kaur w/o Shri Gurdial Singh Gill,

Advocate, H.No.294, Ward No.3, 

New Sabzi Mandi Road, Mansa.



______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

Shri Gurdev Singh, 

Executive Engineer (Irrigation Branch),

Mansa Division (I.B.),

Jawaharke, Distt. Mansa.




 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 149-2006

Present:
Shri Gurdial Singh Gill for the complainant.



Shri Gurdev Singh, Executive Engineer (Irrigation Branch).

Order:


Shri Gurdev Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-Public Information Officer submits that the record in question is not available and  as such question of supplying the copies of the same does not arise. On the other hand, Shri Gurdial Singh who is  authorized representative of the complainant states that the department has submitted before the civil court that the record is available with them.  The PIO further submitted that the  Superintending Engineer who had conducted inquiry into this matter has  reported that the record in question is not available.  In view of the firm stand of the Department that the record is not available with them being 25 years old.  I have no option but to accept the stand taken by the department. So far as the question of availability of record with the Civil Court is concerned, Shri Gurdial Singh may bring forth this matter to the notice of the Civil court. 



In view of the above, the  case stands disposed of.












       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector 16,

Panchkula





______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

Office of the Joint Secretary to the 

Government of Punjab, 

Department of Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.
         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 347-2006

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla complainant in person.



Shri Raj Mall, Superintendent for the respondent.

Order:



Shri Raj Mall appearing on behalf of the department has  offered that whatever information is required by the complainant will be supplied to him.  



The case is fixed for further hearing on  1.12.2006.






       










Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath, H.No.R-801,

Street No.1, Partap Nagar,

Bhatinda.





______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

Office of the Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.



         

 -----------Respondent.








A.C. No- 20-2006

Present:
 None for the complainant.



Shri Joginder Singh, Public Information Officer for respondent.

Order:



The PIO submits that the information asked for by the complainant  has been supplied to him. 



Accordingly,  the case stands disposed of. However,   if the  complainant still  wants any further information, he may  apply for the same afresh.   











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel, Senior Citizen,

House No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda.





______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum-

District Education Officer, Faridkot.
         

 -----------Respondent.








A.C. No- 29-2006

Present:
 None for the complainant.



Shri Santokh Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

Order:



It is reported that the District Education Officer, Faridkot is out of station. For taking a decision in the matter of taking a deterrent  action against him, the case is fixed for 1.12.2006 











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amaritpal Brar,

# 2958, Ajit Road, St. No.3, Bhatinda

______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Special Secretary,

Government of Punjab,

Deptt. of Power, 5th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh. 





-----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 366-2006

Present:
 None for the complainant.



Shri Harish Monga, Superintendent for the respondent.

Order:



It is admitted by the complainant that the informed asked for by him has been supplied to him.  His only request is that the original fee of Rs.50/-  deposited by him with the department should be refunded and for the  delay in supplying the  information, the concerned officer should be penalized.



It is seen that the complainant had  applied for the information in the first week of July, 2006 and the information was supplied to him on  24.8.2006.  In view of the fact sometime may have been wasted in transmission etc., .I am of the view  that no fine is required to be  imposed on the department.  The case stands disposed of accordingly.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri G.C.Swadeshi,

A.C. Officer (Retd.)

3239-Krishna Nagar,

New Colony, Sirhind Mandi,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.









______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum-

Local Registrar Births & Deaths

Municipal Council, Khanna
.

         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 350-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

Order:



In view of the written statement of the complainant   that even the information supplied to him is incomplete, he does not press his application and the case may be treated as disposed of.    Accordingly, the case is disposed of.













Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Murti, 

#931-H,

Sector 21, Panchkula.



______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 108-2006

Present: 
Shri Ram Murti, applicant in person


Shri V.K. Bhata, Deputy Chief Engineer-cum- Public Information  
alongwith Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate for the respondent.

Order:


Heard both the parties.  As agreed by them, Shri Ram Murti may visit the office of Shri Bhatia on 15.11.2006 at Patiala to sort out the matter.  


The case to come up on 1.12.2006 for confirmation. Shri Bhatia, PIO need not put his presence on that day. He  can depute his representative who should be of  the rank of a gazetted officer.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

November 3, 2006.
