STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rup Lal, #986, Sector 15, Part-2, Gurgaon.
Vs.

Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Faridkot.
      CC No. 485  of 2006

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Lakhwinder Singh, Excise and Taxation Officer, Faridkot 


for the respondent.

ORDER

1.


Information asked for by the complainant is reported to have been supplied to him. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.

2.


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

   

Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Kashmiri Lal Goyal 

#224, Sector 35-A, 

Chandigarh.







--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner

(Mobile Wing), Jalandhar-1.




.------Respondent

      CC No. 617  of 2006

Present:-

Shri Sandeep Goyal, Advocate  for the compolainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDER

1.


Shri Sandeep Goyal, Advocate appearing for the complainant states that the information has been received by the complainant except in two items. It is reported that no information is available with the respondent-department on those two items.  The complainant has no objection and is satisfied with the information that has been supplied to him.   

2.


In view of the above, the case stands disposed of. However, the complainant will be free to file a fresh application in case he wants any more information.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Bishan Singh

 # 1014, Phase-VII, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Tehsildar, Kharar.






---------Respondent

 District Mohali.  

      CC No.  635 of 2006

Present:          Shri Bishan Singh complainant in person.

                        Shri D.K. Saldi, BDPO, Majri  for respondent-department.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.
2.
  
According to Shri Saldi appearing for the respondent-department, most of the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. Different position is being explained by him about the stay granted by various courts. The complainant has disputed with what has been stated by Shri Saldi.   3.

Shri Saldi is directed to give comprehensive reply indicating clear position on each point as asked by the complainant in his application dated 26.6.2007.  He has agreed to do so.
4.

In view of the position explained above, case is adjourned to 2.3.07.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Naresh Paul c/oShri Om Parkash Gupta, 

H.No.20414, Street No.12, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 

Bhatinda.






--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda



---------Respondent

      CC No. 639   of 2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Accountant,  for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harish Bhagat appearing for the respondent-departments states that the information has since been supplied to the complainant. The case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Rama Rani, L-6/1326, 

Street No.2, Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar, 

Amritsar-143001.






--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The  District Education Officer (S),

Court Road, Amritsar.





---------Respondent

      CC No. 648  of 2006

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Rajdeep Singh Clerk for the respondent-department.

ORDER

1.

 The complainant had been asked to confirm whether the information has been received by him or not.  Nothing contrary has been heard from him
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Davinder Pal,

Reporter Punjabi Tribune,

c/o Tribune Officer,

SCO 20, Ladhowali Road,

 Jalandhar.




…………………..........Complainant





Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.343  of 2006

Present:-

None for the complainant.




Shri Harinder Singh, Secretary Red Cross Society  and Shri 



Vijay Kumar, Kanungofor the respondent.

ORDER




1.


Shri Harinder Singh, Secretary appearing for the respondent-department submits that the information asked for by the complainant has been provided to him.  Nothing contrary has been heard from him .Hence, the case stands disposed of.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Raj Kumar Lamba, Teacher (Retd)

r/o Ashish Cottage,

Govt. Institute for the Blind,

Braille Bhawan, Chandigarh Road,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.














.…………………..........Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Social Security for Women

and Child Development Department, Pb.

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.330  of 2006

Present: 
Shri Raj Kumar Lamba complainant in person with Shri Sham Lal 


Saini.



Ms.Shakuntla, APIO for the department

ORDER

1.

After hearing both the parties, it is found that Information asked for by the complainant in his original application has since been supplied to him.  He has, however, filed another application seeking some more information.  A copy of the same has also been submitted by him to the department. 

2.

Normally subsequent applications seeking more information are not entertained with the old application.    However, keeping in view the fact that the complainant is a visually handicapped person, his application dated 18.1.2007 is being allowed as a special case and made the subject matter for supplying the information.  Accordingly, Ms. Shakuntala appearing for the respondent-department is directed to give reply on the points raised by the complainant in the application copy of which is available with the respondent-department.  The documents demanded by the complainant should be supplied to him and reply be given point-wise reply be given in annotated form.   The necessary information should be supplied to the complainant within 15 days from today.  

3.

Case to come up for confirmation on 12.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Raj Kumar 

H.No.B-XX-545,

Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana.



…………………..........Complainant

Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 26 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Ashok Bajaj, PIO-Cum-Joint Commissioner for the respondent-department.

ORDER


1.

Shri Ashok Bajaj appearing for the respondent-department states that the information has been supplied to the complainant whereas the complainant in his letter dated 6.2.2007 addressed to the Commission has stated that the whole information has not been supplied to him.  
2.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 12.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Pritam Singh

s/o Shri Nand Singh,

resident of Adda Chowkimann,

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.







…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 590 of 2006

Present :-
Shri Pritam Singh complainant in person.



Shri Punardeep Singh Brar, XEN, Jagraon for the respondent-


department.

ORDER

1.

After hearing both the parties, it is found that  Information has been supplied to  the complainant to his entire satisfaction.
2.

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



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Pritpal Kaur

w/o Shri Balvir Singh,

VPO Branhpura,

Village Latala, District Ludhiana.

…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director,

Department of Social Security, Development

Of Women and Children, Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.



...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 356 of 2006

Present :-
Shri Balbir Singh husband of the complainant.



Smt. Shakuntla, APIO for the respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.  
2.

It is revealed that merit list has not been provided to the complainant on the plea that a committee has been constituted for conducting inquiry. Shri Balbir Singh appearing for the complainant pointed out that earlier also a committee was constituted for this purpose but no inquiry report was supplied to the complainant.  
3.

In the earlier order dated 12.1.2007 it was clearly indicated that the PIO of the department should be present on the next date of hearing. However, the PIO has not attended the hearing merely on the plea that he has to go out of Chandigarh for some court case.  Hence, I am constrained to call the Director Social Security who is considered to be the deemed PIO.  He should be personally present on the next date of hearing to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In the meantime, necessary information be supplied to complainant within 4 days from today and compliance reported by both the parties.
4.

Case is adjourned to 2.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Mr. Sham Lal Singla,

H.No.8325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.




 …………………..........Complainant
Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager,

Prem Sabha High School,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur.


...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.597 of 2006

Present :-

Shri Sham Lal Singla complainant in person.




Shri  Nachhattar Singh, Sr. Assistant o/o the District 




Education Officer  



None for the respondent-department.
ORDER




There is no appearance on behalf of the respondent-department. However, keeping in view of the forthcoming elections, the case is adjourned to 2.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Giani Avtar Singh,

c/o Manjit Printing Press,

Near Old Dana Mandi,

Kotkapura, Distt. Faridkot.


…………………..........Complainant
Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Kotkapura.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 603 of 2006

Present :-
None for the complainant.



None  for the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the parties. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 9.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Mrs. Manju Vermani 

w/o Shri Jugal Kishore,

Plot No.8-9, Street No.0-1,

Haibowal Khurd, Ludhiana.









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum-

Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

         




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




-




A.C.No- 21/2006

Present:
Smt. Manju Vermani complainant in person.





Shri Ashok Bajaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner for the respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 
2.

 Shri Ashok Bajaj appearing for the respondent department has filed an affidavit indicating that there is no old lay-out plan and consequently no street declaration-book is available with them. He has further submitted that after the matter was put up before the Commissioner, the Corporation prepared the Plan a copy of which has already been supplied to the complainant.
3.

  In view of the affidavit given by the Corporation to the fact that no old lay out plan exists in their records, there is no necessity to prolong to the issue.  Accordingly the case stands disposed of.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.





……………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Information and

Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent
AC No.88  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,  complainant in person.


Shri G.S.Boparai, Additional Director-cum- PIO for respondent-


department.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 
2.

 A perusal of the application shows that some cases mentioned in various applications filed by the complainant are pending in various courts. 

3.

 The complainant has filed 14 applications seeking information in the cases which are mostly stated to be pending in various courts.  As per Section 8 (b) and 8 (h) of Right to Information Act, 2005, any information which has been forbidden to be published by any court of law the disclosure of which may constitute contempt of court or would impede the process of investigation/prosecution of offenders is exempted from its disclosure. To avoid any legal complications likely to arise in future, a proper course should be followed.  So a list of the cases pending in the courts or otherwise be prepared so that without creating legal complications maximum information can be supplied to the complainant.  

4.

The PIO of the respondent-department is directed to submit a report of the issues raised by the complainant in each of his application so that it is easy for the Commission to streamline the things and to provide information to the complainant without causing any legal complication under Section 8 (b) and 8 (h). The Reader shall also prepare a list of applications filed by the complainant in chronological order alongwith the reply of the department given by the department to each issue.
 5.

The case is adjourned to 19.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Er. A.D.S.Anandpur, 

Chairman, Punjab Services Anti Corruption Council,

2481, Sector 65, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



….Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary,

Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







….Respondent.

Case No. AC-62 -2006:

Present:
Er. A.D.S.Anandpuri appellant in person.



Shri Sameer Kumar, IAS, Special Secretary for the respondent-


department.

Order:

1.

Heard both the parties.  It reveals that the information asked for by the complainant stands substantially provided to him.  Shri Sameer Kumar appearing for the respondent-department agreed to supply information about the eleven Accounts being operated as Deposit Works Accounts whether these are operated by designation or in the name of individuals.  He further submitted that as regards action being taken against the defaulters, the matter is under consideration of the department and appropriate action will be taken against them in due course of time.  

2.

In view of the position explained above, the matter stands disposed of.  In case Shri Anandpuri wants to know what action has been taken against the defaulters, he can move fresh a application in this regard.
  

Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Bishan Singh s/o

Shri Mansha Singh,

Resident of H.No.1014, Phase-VII,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).










…..Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Division Magistrate,

Kharar (Mohali).










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-332 -2006:

Present:
Shri Bishan Singh complainant  in person.

Shri D.K.Saldi, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Majri for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

  According to Shri Saldi appearing for the respondent-department, most of the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. Different position is being explained by him about the stay granted by various courts. The complainant has disputed with what has been stated by Shri Saldi.   3.

Shri Saldi is directed to give comprehensive reply indicating clear position on each point as asked by the complainant in his application dated 26.6.2007.  He has agreed to do so.

4.

In view of the position explained above, case is adjourned to 2.3.07.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary, 

Pensioners Information Center Management Committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.






……Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director of Employment, Punjab,

SCO 46/2, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.









….Respondent.

Case No. CC-375 -2006:

Present:
Shri Gurdial Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Harbans Sharma, Employment Officer with Shri Harjit Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Heard both the parties.  
2.

Shri Harbans Sharma states that the PIO of the department  is on leave due to marriage of his daughter.

3.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 16.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

All India Steel Reroller’s Association,

Ram Bhawan, G.T. Road, Mandi Gobindgarh.
…..Complainant.





Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Town Planner,

District Complex, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.






…..Respondent.
Case No. CC-394 -2006:

Present:
Shri Rakesh Shahi, Advocate for the  complainant.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Assistant Town Planner, Ludhiana for the respondent department.
Order:

1.

Shri Rakesh Shahi appearing for the complainant submits that the required information has been received by the complainant.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Krishan Lal Behl (Advocate),

61, Century Enclave,

Phase II, Nabha Road, Patiala.









…..Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, 

Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.









…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-570 -2006:

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Behl, complainant in person..



Shri Parhlad Rai, Sr. Assistant for the respondent department.

Order:

1.

Shri Parhlad Rai appearing for the respondent-department states that the PIO of the department  is busy in  election duty and that after he comes from the election duty, the asked for information will be supplied to the complainant.
2.

The case is accordingly adjourned to 2.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Amar Nath Sharma

Resident of House No.1271,

B-XIII, Kot Alamgir,

Near Civil Hospital, Ludhiana.










…..Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.










……Respondent.

Case No. CC-665-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None for the respondent.
Order:

1.

None has appeared on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 9.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Ranjit Singh Sandhu,

350, Green Avenue, Amritsar.




….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.










…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-600-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
Shri V.K. Sandhir, Advocate  for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Despite repeated chances given to the complainant for giving his confirmation, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  So, I have no reason to doubt the statement made by Shri V.K. Sandhir appearing for the respondent-department that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

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




Sd/-






Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Ranjit Singh,

#553, D-1, Housefed Complex,

340 Acre Scheme, New Amritsar.




….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







….Respondent.
Case No. CC-601-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None for the respondent-department.

Order:



Case is adjourned to 9.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Preet Sandhu,

27-A, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.







….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







….Respondent.
Case No. CC-652-2006:

Present:
Shri Ram Lubhaya for the complainant.
None for the respondent-department.

Order:



In view of the forthcoming  State Assembly Elections, the case is adjourned to 9.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Ramesh Kumar

s/o Shri Bhagirath Ram,

H.No.12942, Street No.2,

Parjapat Colony,k Near Sepal Hotel,

Bhatinda.






……Complainant.







Versus 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Manager,

Pepsu Roadways Transport Corporation,

Ludhiana.






……Respondent.
Case No. CC-675-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None for the respondent-department.

Order:



Case is adjourned to 9.3.2007.



Sd/-





Sd/-
          ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate,

H. No.2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.







….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd.,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





…..Respondent.
Case No. CC-687-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri P.P.S. Sadana, Assistant Manager for the respondent-



department.



.
Order:

1.

Case was adjourned to 9.3.2007 for confirmation vide order dated 19.1.2007.  

2.

Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant. The case, therefore, stands disposed of.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj

49, Preet Vihar, Mehs Gate,

Nabha (Patiala).






…..Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar,

Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector 18-A,

Chandigarh.







….Respondent.

Case No. CC-482-2006:

Present:
None  for the complainant.
Shri Wattan Singh Minhas, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



The complainant has not been appearing for the last three hearings on one pretext or the other.  Moreover, the information sought for by him relates to one Shri Ram Saran Sharma which is a third party.  As such this application is not maintainable and stands disposed of accordingly


Sd/-






Sd/-
             ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Madan Lal Baghi, 

9/64, Agar Nagar,

Malerkotla, District Sangrur.




….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Education (School),

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.










…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-572-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None  for the respondent-department.

Order:



The case is adjourned to 9.3.2007




Sd/-






Sd/-


              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri L.D. Gupta,

Assistant Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

Ludhiana-142021.






….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.










…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-562-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
Shri Parhlad Rai, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Shri Parhlad Rai appearing for the respondent-department states that the PIO is busy in election duty and that after he comes on duty, the asked for information will be supplied to the complainant.
2.

Case is adjourned to 2.3.2007.




Sd/-






Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Sirwesh Kumar s/o

Shri Karam Chand, Vill. Majra,

P.O. Taragarh, Tehsil Pathankot, 

District Gurdaspur-143534.









…..Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Division Officer,

Punjab State  Electricity Board,

Deenanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-560 -2006:

Present:
Shri R.K. Arya for the complainant.
Shri Harbans Lal, Additional A.E. for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

After hearing both the parties, it is found that out of the four points on which the complainant has sought information, on two points information has been supplied to the complainant.  On point No.2, a letter sent by the department giving the information is available in our records.  A copy of the same may be supplied to the complainant by the respondent-department.  Information on point No.4 involves third party information which cannot be supplied to the complainant without the concurrence of the concerned party. 

2.

 The case stands disposed of accordingly.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Capt. Joginder Singh,

#1323,  Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.









…..Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Vill. Ballian, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Ropar.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-468 -2006:

Present:
Capt. Joginder Singh complainant in person.
Smt. Amarjit Kaur, Sarpanch, Smt. Kuldip Kaur, Panch alongwith  Shri Baljit Singh, Ex-Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Village Ballian.
Order:

1.

The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Chamkaur Sahib has not appeared. Smt. Amarjit Kaur, Sarpanch and Smt. Kuldip Kaur, Panch of Gram Panchayat, Ballian are present.  
2.

The register produced before this Commission show that            Smt. Kuldip Kaur, Panch has affixed her signatures on the proceeding register.  Smt. Amarjit Kaur says that though she is illiterate but she has learned to put her signatures and that instead of thumb impression, she has written her name.    The proceedings dated 22.5.2006 have been signed by 8-10 people in Urdu, English and Punjabi but nobody from amongst the persons who attended  the meeting  signed on the proceeding register including the Sarpanch  Similarly signatures of the Secretary are also not there.  Allegation about tempering of proceeding book is the main issue which can be decided with the help of BDPO. As such the case stands adjourned to 2.3.2007.


Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri P.L. Sharma (Retd. XEN),

9-A, Sunder Nagar, Main Road, 

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






….Respondent.

Case No. CC-520-2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Shri Hakam Singh appearing for the respondent-department submits that needful will be done after getting clearance from the Vigilance Department.  Applicant is satisfied with his statement.
2.

Case to come up on 12.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Swinder Kaur

w/o Late Shri Avtar Singh, 

VPO Wadala, Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.










…..Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary),

Amritsar.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-543-2006:

Present:
None  for the complainant.
Shri Ashok Kumar, Block Primary Education Officer, Majitha-1 for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Letters addressed to PIO o/o the District Education Officer, Amritsar as well as to the complainant have been received back.  Fresh notices may be sent by registered post.


2.

Case to come up on 16.3.2007.



Sd/-






Sd/-
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri L.D. Gupta,

Assistant Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No.106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay, Via Badowal,

Ludhiana-142021.






….Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Zonal Commissioner (Zone-D),

Municipal Corporation, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.










…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-563-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None for the respondent-department.

Order:



In view of the forthcoming State Assembly Elections, case is adjourned to 2.3.2007.




Sd/-






Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner
9th February, 2007.

