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

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh,

H.No.1676, Phase 3 B-2, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





….Appellant.

Vs.

1.
The State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,


Education Department (School Education),


Chandigarh.


2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director Public Instructions (Sec), Pb.,


SCO 95-97, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.






….Respondents.

AC No.32 of 2006
Present:-
Shri Ravinder Pal Singh appellant in person.



Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO for the respondents.

ORDER



Shri Harbans Singh, PIO states that the earlier order dated 1.12.2006 has been complied with.  It has been given in  writing to the appellant that the index register is not available to which he acknowledged to have   received the same.   As regards  the applications on which  transfer orders were passed, he stated that in many cases such applications are not available.  A certificate in this behalf has been given by Shri Darbara Singh, the then Deputy Director of the respondent-department which was duly counter-signed by the then Director Public Instructions, Punjab Shri Gian Singh on 14.6.2005. 

 There is no doubt that the procedure demands that applications made by 
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the officials  on which orders are passed either acceding  or rejecting the same should be placed in their personal files.  However, this has not been  done in this case as  indicated by the certificate given by the then Deputy Director referred to above.  In view of the assertions made by the Department that the applications as demanded by the applicant are not available in their record,  the only solution  at this stage is that the appellant be given in writing by Shri Sandhu, PIO  that  the applications as demanded by him are not available in the department so that the appellant can make use of the same in any way he likes.  Ordered accordingly.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Kapil Dhawan s/o Shri R.K.Dhawan,

EK-71, Shivraj Garh, Jalandhar.
















….Complainant..

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Co-op Bank Ltd.


Jalandhar.

2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,


Chandigarh.


















…...Respondents.

CC No. 52   of 2006
Present:-
Shri Munish Bhardwaj, Advocate,  for complainant.



Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate, for respondent No.1



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk o/o the Deputy Registrar, Jalandhar for 


respondent No. 2. 

ORDER



As observed in the last order dated 10.11.2006, respondent No.2 was asked to supply information on nine points out of the total eleven points which was available with him.  About the remaining two points, it was decided to hear Shri D.V.Sharma, Advocate on the next date. However, Shri Sharma has not come today.  Shri Ashwani Prashar has appeared on behalf of Shri Sharma. 


 It has been brought to the notice of the Commission that in two cases i.e.  CC-409/2006 and CC-411/2006, Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the orders of this Commission about providing information 
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relating to Managing Director, Hindu Cooperative Urban Bank, Pathankot  Both these cases are stated to be fixed for hearing  on 18.1.2007 in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 


 On my quarry that instead of asking the bank i.e. respondent No.1 if respondent No.2 is asked  to supply information being he or his representative  present to supervise election  held by the Society, it was stated by Shri Prashar that though representative of respondent No.2 is present during the elections but the entire record  gets sealed and remains with the society after the elections are over.  


So far as two points on which information is still to be provided, respondent No. 2 may check up his records whether information is available with him or not.   In case the information is to be provided only by respondent No.1, then this case has to be kept pending till the date of hearing  before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 18.2006


Case to come up in January, 2007.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

Present Senior Citizens Society,

Rama, Distt. Bhatinda.





….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rama, Distt. Bhatinda.


….Respondent.

CC No. 119   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Suresh Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO for respondent.

ORDER



Shri Suresh Kumar PIO Rama Municipal Council who has appeared before this Commission submits that he was appointed as PIO only on 9.11.2006.  Prior to that  Shri Parveen Kumar, Sanitary Inspector  was appointed as PIO on 1.9.2006 and  within a month of his appointment as PIO, he was transferred.  


In the order dated 17.8.2006, it was directed that PIO of the department should be present.  It is also observed that PIOs are appointed/ shifted after small durations.   In view of this, it will be appropriate to hear the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rama in detail. On the next date i.e. 29.12.2006, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rama should appear in person alongwith  list of the  PIOs who have been appointed since April this year.  The present PIO should also be present on that date.


Case adjourned to 29.12.2006.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Dr. N.K. Sharma M.D. (Ayur.)\

207, Samana Gate, Near Gita Bhawan,

Patiala.







….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.







….Respondent.

CC No. 127   of 2006
Present:-
Dr. N.K.Sharma, complainant in person.



Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Junior Assistant for respondent. 
ORDER



Out of the three points, information on two points has already been received by the complainant. The only point  on which information is required by him  is as to what  action has been taken on his representation dated 29.7.2005.  ISmt. Paramjit Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that as per the procedure, representation of the complainant has been forwarded to the Government.  


The complainant states that he will be satisfied if a copy of the note-sheet wherein his representation was dealt with is supplied to him.  Smt. Paramjit Kaur has no objection to supply the same.  It may be done within one week from today.



Case to come up for confirmation on 29.12.2006.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Sirwesh Kumar s/o

Shri Karam Chand, Vill. Majra,

P.O. Taragarh, Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






….Complainant..

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Deenanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.




….Respondent.

CC No. 560   of 2006
Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar, Advocate for complainant.


Shri Surinder Singh, Junior Engineer for respondent.

ORDER



Heard. Information asked for is specific and should be supplied within 15 days from today.


Case to come up for confirmation on 29.12.2006.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Kewal Krishan, H.No.543,

Sector 7, Urban Estate, Amabala City.



….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the SDM, Khanna, 

Distt. Ludhiana.






….Respondent.

CC No.224   of 2006
Present:-
Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant in person.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



Nobody from the Municipal Council, Khanna is present despite  order dated 3.11.2006.  However, a letter has been received from the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna in which it is stated that a case is pending in the Court of the Additional District Judge, Ludhiana.  Earlier stand of the Municipal Council, Khann was that in their record, the property in question is not registered and the same was the stand taken by the revenue authority during the proceedings dated 3.11.2006.  Suddenly, the Municipal Council Khanna has come out with the stand that property in question is transferred in the name of Shri Juma Ram s/o Shri Hema Ram and for registration of the said property, an affidavit of Shri Juma Ram  has to be filed. Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant pointed out that  since Shri Juma Ram died in the year 1977, the question of filing of an affidavit on his behalf does not arise.  The   stand   taken    by    the 
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respondent about non existence of record and later  on pleading that affidavit of Shri Juma Ram on whose name the property was registered is required,  indicates that the  respondent-department  has  not come out with clean hands. 


In view of the above position, the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna alongwith Public Information Officer should be present alongwith all  relevant record on 29.12.2006.



Case to come up on 29.12.2006.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Kang,

Member Public Grievance Committee and

Member PCRF, V.P.O. Malout,

District Mukatsar.










….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.







….Respondent.

CC No. 264   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Anup Singh, Head Constable for respondent.

ORDER



 Information has been supplied. Case stands disposed of accordingly.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi (General Secretary),

Residents Welfare Association (Regd.)

# 1518, Sector 70, Mohali.










….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Mohali.





….Respondent.

CC No. 462   of 2006
Present:-
Shri K.N.S.Sodhi complainant  in person.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



Earlier letter sent to the complainant was received back with the remarks “Shifted”.  The complainant has explained that as the letter was addressed to the Residents Welfare Association (Regd)’s office, the same was returned. He stated that the correspondence may be made at his residential address for which he has been instructed to submit an application.



In response to the notice sent by this Commission to the respondent, a reply has been received.  However, the notice for today’s hearing has been received back with the remarks ‘Not received’.



The case be listed on 29.12.2006 when the Executive Officer and Public Information Officer of Municipal Council, Mohali should be present. The complainant should also be present on that date.


Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Capt. Joginder Singh,

#1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.







….Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Village Bhallian, Tehsil Chakaur Sahib,
Ropar.






















….Respondent.

CC No. 468   of 2006
Present:-
Capt. Joginder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Balbir Singh o/o the Block Development and Panchayat 



Officer, Chamkaur Sahib for respondent.
ORDER



Heard.  Capt. Joginder Singh, complainant be shown the original record/register and then certified copies of the required information be provided to him by the respondent.


Compliance should be reported on 29.12.2006.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ranjeet Singh

s/o Shri Makhan Singh,

Village Lamochad Kalan,

Block Zalalabad,

Distt. Ferozepur.






….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementnary),

Ferozepur.










….Respondent.

CC No. 495  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Ranjeet Singh, complainant in person.


Shri Ranjit Kumar o/o the DEO (Elementary), Ferozepur for 



respondnent.

ORDER



Heard. It has been agreed by the representative of the department that the information will be supplied to the complainant by 20.12.2006.


Case to come up on 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Assisstant Commissioner (Retd.)
H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

District Ludhiana.





….Complainant.

Vs.

 The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Exeuctive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.




….Respondent.

CC No. 562  and 564  of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Rajesh Kumar, Legal Assistant o/o the Improvement Trust, 


Ludhiana for the complainant.

ORDER



It has been observed that both applications are same but different numbers have been allotted/given by the Registry. So both the cases should be clubbed together.  


Letter dated 30.11.2006 sent by Shri L.D.Gupta regarding non supply of information was received in the office of the Commission on 4.12.2006 whereas the representative appearing on behalf of the department states that  information in question was supplied to the complainant  on 1.12.2006 a copy of which was endorsed to the Commission .  The same  has been  received by this Commission  on 5.12.2006.



Case to come up on 29.12.2006 for confirmation.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Assisstant Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

District Ludhiana.





….Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Zonal Commissioner (Zona-D),

Municipal Corporation, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.







….Respondent.

CC No. 563   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri S.S. Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing for the respondent says that information asked for has been supplied to the complainant. However, there is nothing in our record whether the complainant has received the same or not.


Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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 Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 427   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri S.S.Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



 Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that information has been supplied to the complainant.


Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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 Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 429   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



 Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the required  information has been supplied.



Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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 Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 430   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



 Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the required information has been supplied.



Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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 Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana




….Respondent.

CC No. 426   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Municipal Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



 Shri S.S.Bhatia appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the required information has been supplied.



Case is adjourned to 29.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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 Senior Superintendent of Police,

 Ludhiana







….Respondent.

CC No. 425   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



As stated by the complainant that the information asked for  has been received by him on 4.12.2006.



Case stands disposed of accordingly.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Sajid Ali Khan,

s/o Shri Riaz Ali Khan,

r/o Shish Mahal, 

Malerkotla,







….Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla.










….Respondent.

CC No.  434   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



Adjourned to 29.12.2006.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

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

Smt. Roop Rani

w/o Late Shri Om Parkash Mahajan,

c/o M/s Jyoti Garments,

Amam Bara Bazar, Gurdaspur (Pb.)










….Complainant..

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council, Gurdaspur.




….Respondent.

CC No.  558   of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



It has been brought to our notice by the respondent-department that one of the two cases filed by the complainant (CC- 491/2006 and                CC- 558/2006)   one is pending with  Shri P.K.Verma, State Information Commission and  another with this Bench which is fixed for hearing on 21.12.2006.    Accordingly, this case be transferred and be heard alongwith other case fixed for 21.12.2006 by the same Bench. CIC may pass suitable orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






( R. K. Gupta )

Dated: 8.12.2006.



State Information Commissioner.

