STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Deepak Kumar Jindal,

Government Contractor,

H.No.17250, Aggarwal Colony,

Bhatinda (Pb.)






--------Complainant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o Raj Bhawan, Chandigarh.

2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.
The Public Information Officer,


Punjabi University, Patiala.

4.
The Joint Director-cum-Public Information Officer,


Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, SCO 60-61, Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh.


                                        ……Respondents.

CC NO.456/2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Sh. A.N. Ashta, Superintendent for respondent No.1.



Shri Bishan Dass Dhiman, Under Secretary for respondent No.2.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for respondent No.3.

ORDER



A perusal of this complaint shows that the complainant  has made a complaint dated 15.5.2006 to various authorities e.g. the President of India, the Governor of Punjab, Chief Minister of Punjab, Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala, Director Vigilance, Punjab and Director C.B.I. narrating  his grievance and requesting for action against certain officials of the Punjab University, Patiala who indulged in corruption.  He has  not indicated if he needs any information from any department.  In view of this  the present complaint needs no action by this Commission.  The complainant, if he so desired,  may  file a fresh  application  in the prescribed proforma alongwith the requisite fee. clearly indicating the information he required  from any Public Information Officer of the department concerned .



In view of the above, the present complaint stands disposed of.

 

     Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, 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 TaxationOfficer, Faridkot 



for the respondent.

ORDER

                                 Shri Lakhwinder Singh, ETO appearing for the respondent department submits that the required information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant or his representative is not present.

                                Case adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation.





   Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rameshwar Mal Singla, 

#B-30/743, Triveni Chowk, 

Naina Devi Street, Patiala.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala.






---------Respondent

      CC No. 500  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Surinder Singh, Incharge Sale for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Surinder Singh appearing for the department submits that the complainant had asked for  a copy of the public notice  issued by the respondent-department which has been supplied to him. There is no contradiction on behalf of the complainant.

                     In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



    Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Madan Lal Baghi, 

9/64, Agar Nagar, 

Malerkotla, District Sangrur.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.










---------Respondent

      CC No. 572  of 2006

Present:-

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




None is present on behalf of the parties.  Case is, therefore, adjourned to 9.2.2007.



     Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, 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:-

None for the compolainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDER




None is present on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 9.2.2007.


         Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Mohinder Nath s/o Late Shri Nathu Ram,

 #15/639, Near Microwave Building, 

Mall Mandi, New Golden Avenue, Amritsar.


--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



---------Respondent

      CC No. 589  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Jaswant Singh Kanungo for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Jaswant Singh who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department is not fully aware of the case. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 23.2.2007 on which date the PIO of the respondent-department should be present in person with full facts of the case


       Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, 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 Devinder Singh, Tehsildar Kharar for respondent.

ORDER

                      Heard. 

                      Shri Devinder Singh, Tehsildar Kharar  appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states  that the  required information is ready and the same is being supplied to the complainant.  

                     The complainant may go through  the information being provided to him by the respondent-department and send his confirmation to this Commission accordingly

                     Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation. 



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, 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



Shri Harish Bhagat appearing for the respondent-departments submits that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  Neither the complainant nor his representative is present to confirm about the same.



Case is, therefore, adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation.



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, 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 Randeep Singh Clerk for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Randeep Singh Clerk appearing for the respondent-department has brought a copy of the information asked for by the complainant.   



Shri Randeep Singh  has been directed to send  the above information directly   to the complainant who may go through the same and report her confirmation.



Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Pawan Kumar, 

Bureau Chief, 

Anti Corruption Movement, 

5, Hargobind Nagar, Sirhind Road, Patiala.


--------Complainant.







Vs. 

1.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner 




(Enforcement), Jalandhar.

2.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner



(Enforcement), Amritsar.










---------Respondent

      CC No. 619  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Randhir Singh, Taxation Inspector for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Randhir Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the department has not received the letter  sent by this  Commission on 18.10.2006. 



In view of the above,  a copy of the letter dated 23.8.2006 may be given to the person appearing for the respondent-department.



Case is adjourned to 23.2.2007.



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jeet Singh

s/o Shri Hakam Singh,

Village Fatehgarh, P.O. Mandi Ladhuka,

Tehsil Fazilika, District Ferozepur.
…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary)


Ferozepur.

2.
State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director Public Instructions (Elementary),


Department of Education, Punjab,


Sector 17,   Chandigarh.


..….…………….......Respondent

AC No.90  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Jeet Singh complainant in person.


Shri Naresh, Superintendent  for the respondent No.2.



Shri Rajinder Singh and Shri Janak Raj for respondent No.1.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.



The departmental representative state that the Information has been as asked for by the applicant has been supplied to him.  The contention raised by the applicant is that his case has not been dealt with properly by the respondent-authorities. 



It has been explained to the applicant that it is not within the jurisdiction to see if his case has been dealt with properly or not.  Once he has been provided with the information which he had asked for, he may make a representation to the appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance on the basis of information supplied to him.   In case such a representation is made by him, it is hoped and expected that the Respondent-department shall take an expeditious decision on the same.



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



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sagar Samant,

C/o Mr. Vipan Mahajan,

Sri Ram Telecom, Main Market,

Jugial, Tehsil Pathankot.









                                                             …………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Chief Engineer,

Ranjit Sagar Dam, 

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Pathankot.


`


...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.328  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Sagar Samant, complainant in person.



Shri S.R.Khatkar, XEN (Communication), RSD Pathankot. 



ORDER



 Heard both the parties.



 The complainant submits that information on six issues out of the seven issues have been supplied to him. He further submits that certain affidavits and statements in regard to the seventh issue have been left out though the same have been shown to him.



Since arbitration proceedings are reported to be still in progress, it will not be appropriate for this Commission to pass any order at this stage. It shall, however, be appropriate if the complainant is allowed to see the record including the noting portion during the process of arbitration proceedings. If any particular copy of the record is asked for by the complainant, the same may be supplied to him unless it is confidential and does not adversely affect the arbitration proceedings. 



Applicant shall be free to file a fresh application before this Commission in case he seeks any more information from the respondent-department. 



The present application stands disposed of with the above observations.



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch,

s/o Shri Sardara Singh, V & PO Gill,

District Ludhiana.






                 
         


















…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.222  of 2006

Present:-
None for the  complainant.


None  for respondent-department.

ORDER

                      There is no appearance on behalf of the parties. The case is, therefore, adjourned to March, 2007. The exact date shall be intimated in due course.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Gurnam Singh, DRO-cum- PIO with  Shri Harinder 



Singh, Secretary Red Cross Society  and Shri Vijay Kumar 



for the respondent.

ORDER







Heard. 




Shri Gurnam Singh, DRO-cum-PIO submits that information in question is ready and will be supplied to the complainant after charging the requisite fee of Rs. 2/- per copy.  A copy of the same has been produced before this Commission.  None is present on behalf of the complainant




Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ramesh Goyal, 

287, Advocate Society,

Sector 49-A, Chandigarh.


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

o/o the Director General of Police (Pb.),

Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.352  of 2006

Present:
Shri Ramesh Goyal, Advocate in person



Shri Suresh Arora, I.G. Headquarer-cum-Public Information Officer, 

o/o the DGP, Pb. for the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Heard both the prties.



Shri Suresh Arora appearing for the respondent-department brought out some practical problems being faced by the C & T Wing of the Police Department in finalizing the seniority list. He submitted that  exercise is going on and the same shall be  finalized by  keeping in view the various judgments/orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and instructions of the Government of Punjab. He further submitted that most of the Police Force particularly the Computer and Wireless Staff is occupied in view of the on going  Elections. 










  Contd…..2



-2-




 The plea taken by Shri Arora, PIO of Police Headquarters is accepted and further four months’ time is given for finalizing the seniority list. The complainant has no objection to the same.  He, however, stressed that the information should be supplied to him within the stipulated period and even if the present PIO is transferred the information should not be delayed.  Complainant further pointed out that as per the affidavit given by the Police Department in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court there are three types of courses on the basis of which promotions are being carried out.  The same are not the recognized courses and as such they were not to be treated relevant to lower, inter and upper courses.  On the basis of the said affidavit, Hon’ble High Court  passed an order in the case of Balbir Singh and others versus State of Punjab and others. 


 
Shri Arora PIO pointed out that after the formation of separate cadre in C & W Wing, PPR is made applicable to them but courses meant for     C & W Wing have not been declared relevant to the courses mentioned in PPR.  However, for deciding the seniority in C & W Wing, these courses have to be taken into consideration


.  
Instead of waiting for the objections to come subsequently, it will be appropriate for the Police Department to move the Government for declaring the courses relevant to the courses mentioned in PPR so as to avoid any problem in future.  Tentative seniority list be supplied within 4 months as agreed by Shri Arora.  To allay the apprehension of the complainant about promotions of ineligible employees, it was explained to him that in view of the Model Code of Conduct, there will be no promotions in the coming 2-3 months.  



In view of the statement made by Shri Arora, the case stands disposed of provided the information is provided within four months from today.  If the complainant does not receive the information during the aforesaid period, he can bring it to the notice of the Commission so that the case could be revived.










     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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: 
None for the complainant .



Ms.Shakuntla, APIO for the department

ORDER



At the request of both the parties, the case is adjourned to 9.2.2007.  It is made clear that no further adjournment shall be granted.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

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 Charanjit Singh complainant in person.





Shri Varinder Pal Singh, Tehsildar, Jagraon.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  



A perusal of the complaint shows  that information asked for by the complainant is regarding Shri Rachhpal Singh Patwari, which tantamounts to  third party information.  Shri Varinder Pal Singh, Tehsildar Jagraon has therefore, been instructed to issue notice to Shri Rachhpal Singh, Partwari  as to explain if he has any objection about supplying such information.



Case is adjourned to March, 2007.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bippinjit Singh, 

H.No.2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.



    …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer-cum

Estates Officer, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Mohali.





...….…………….......Respondent





AC No-14-2006

Present:
Shri Bippinjit Singh, applicant in person



Shri M.S. Narang, PCS, Additional Chief Administrator –cum- PIO 


for respondent.

Order:



Heard both the parties.  



Information asked for by the appellant is stated to have been supplied to him and the appellant is stated to be satisfied with the same 



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Prem Behl, Inspector for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Prem Behl appearing for the respondent department submits that information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him while the complainant in his letter written to this Commission has informed that most of the information has been received by him except the information in the case of  three hotels/marriage palaces.  Shri Behl appearing for the respondents submitted that the remaining information in regard to the three hotels/marriage palaces will be supplied to the complainant in due course.


Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007 for confirmation.



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Prem Singh Grewal ( Retd.)


104, (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.


…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 581 of 2006

Present :-  
Col. Prem Singh Grewal, complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Vij, APIO for the respondent.

ORDER

                     At the request of both the parties, the case is adjourned to the last week of January, 2007.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Pritam Singh complainant had asked for a copy of the decision taken by D.I.C. Committee.  None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department  



The case is adjourned to 9.2.2007 on which date the PIO of the department should be present in person.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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



.  Shri Balbir Singh, representative of the complainant submits that though the marks obtained by his wife have been supplied but no merit list has been made available to him. Inspite of specific orders that PIO of the respondent-department should be present before this Commission, she has not come present



 The case is adjourned with the following observations: 


(i)
Merit list should be provided to the complainant.

(ii) The PIO should be present in person on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


It is made clear that in case the PIO fails to be present on the next date of hearing, deterrent order will be passed against her.



Case stands adjourned to 9.2.2007.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri M.P.Goswami (Advocate),

102, Shivalik Enclave,

NAC Manimajra, Chandigarh.

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

o/o the Director Public Relations, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 340 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




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



respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Boparai appearing for the respondent-department submits that information has been supplied.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of   the complainant.




In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Subhash Rani

w/o Shri Ramesh Chander,

# B-32/3239, Gali No.5,

Simla Colony (Kailash Nagar),

Near Jodhewal Basti, 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. 355 of 2006

Present :-
None for the complainant.



Smt. Shakuntala APIO for the respondent.

ORDER



Information is stated to have been supplied to the complainant.   Nothing contrary is reported on behalf of the complainant.



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


         Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         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 Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 428 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




None  for the respondent.

ORDER




A letter dated 3.1.2007 has been received from the respondent department wherein it has been stated that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant.




In view of the above, case stands disposed of.




   Sd/-



Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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.




None for the respondent.

ORDER




Shri Sham Lal Singla complainant submits that the information asked for has not been supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the respondent-department.




 Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007 on which date the Public Information Officer of the school as well as the District Education Officer, Sangrur should be present in person to explain the position.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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



Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Gian Singh, XEN for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. 



Shri Gian Singh appearing for the respondent-department seeks adjournment on the ground father of the Public Information Officer has expired and as such he could not appear before the Commission today. 



In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 9.2.2007.  A copy of the communication received from appellant is sent to the respondent-department, which will be taken up on the next date of hearing.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vinod Kumar Mehta

s/o Shri Dewan Chand Mehta,

Phase-2, Civil Lines, Fazilika.













…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab,


SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the District Education Officer,


Ferozepur.




...….…………….......Respondent
AC No.75  of 2006

Present:-
None for the  complainant.


Shri Harbans Singh, Deputy District Education Officer, Ferozepur 


for respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing it was observed that required information has been supplied and the case was adjourned for confirmation. Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant even today.



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



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balu Ram s/o

Shri Hukma Ram, Work Munshi

o/o the Sub-Divisional Engineer, 

Tubewell Construction Sub Division No.1,

PSIC, Dhangu Road, Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.



















…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Managing Director,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Ltd.,

SCO 28-29, Sector 26, Chandigarh.


...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.162  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Balu Ram complainant in person..


Shri Devinder Singh, XEN-cum-PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  Complainant confirms that the asked for information has been received by him. He further submitted that his only prayer is that his period of earned leave, on which days he attended the Commission, may be treated as on duty.  The PIO who was present has agreed to the same.



Keeping in view the above, case stands disposed of.



      Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.
















…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Public Relations Officer,

Gurdaspur.







...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.155  of 2006

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


Shri Pal Singh, DPRO -cum- PIO for respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  



Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him.



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



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 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



The applicant is stated to have made an application to the respondent-department asking for certain information.  The department instead of supplying the information rejected the application on the plea that the cases are pending in the Lower court, High Court or the Supreme Court instead of identifying as to which case and in which court was pending for which information could not be supplied. 



Shri Boparai appearing for the respondent-department agreed to supply the information about each case in writing separately.



Case is adjourned to 9.2.2007.



     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nachhattar Singh Gill

s/o Shri Jarnail Singh Gill,

VPO Bahona, Tehsil and District Mog.
…………………..........Complainant
Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Transport Officer,

Mansa.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 6 of 2006

Present :-
None for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Sobti,  Assistant District Transport Officer-cum-PIO 


for the respondent.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has been supplied.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.


        Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         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 Director Language Department, Punjab,

Bhasha Bhawan, Patiala.

….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 318 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




Shri Satnam Singh, Research Officer for the respondent.

ORDER




Shri Satnam Singh, Research Officer appearing for the respondent-department submits that the asked for information is ready but the applicant has not come forward to receive the same nor has he deposited the requisite fee.   In the last hearing dated 1.12.2006, the complainant was given the last opportunity to appear before this Commission.    Inspite of that he has not come present. It appears that the complainant is not interested in pursuing his case.




In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi (Gen.Secy.),

Residents Welfare Association (Regd.),

#1518, Sector 70, MOhali.





                 
         


















…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council, Mohali.














...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.462  of 2006

Present:-
None for the  complainant.


Shri Jagir Singh Thind, Executive Officer-Cum PIO for respondent-


department.

ORDER



Shri Jagir Singh Thing, Executive Officer appearing for the respondent-department submits that requisite work has been carried out and information has been supplied to the complainant.  Nothing contrary received from the complainant.



In view of the above, case stands disposed of.



As regards non-receipt/acceptance of the notice issued by this Commission, Shri Thind explained that recently their office has been shifted from Phase-VII to Sector 68, Mohali and as such there may be some communication gap.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 12.1.2007                                         State Information Commissioner

