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

Sh. V .K.Sharma






---Complainant.

Vs.

Water Resources & Environment Directorate.           
---Respondent.

Appeal Case No. AC-25 -2006:

Present:
Shri V.K.Sharma, complainant.



Shri H.S. Sandhu, Appellate Authority, with



Shri Kuldip Singh Kalsi with him, with the Respondents.

Order:


Because of misunderstanding or otherwise, the record could not be inspected  so it has been decided by both the parties that the complainant can visit the office of the respondent on the coming Monday, that is, August 21, 2006 at 11 A.M. to inspect thee record. Whatever copy he wants will be given to him on payment of prescribed fee, that is, Rs.2/- per page.


On the request of Shri Kuldip Singh, it was agreed that the applicant will complete his inspection within two hours. He can examine the record within two hours’ period for which no fee is to be charged.


For confirmation, case to come up on September 26, 2006.

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Kapil Dhawan






---Complainant.

Vs.

Citizen urban C0-operative Bank Ltd.



---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-52-2006:

Present:
Mr. Munish Bhardwaj, Advocate, for



Mr. Kapil Dhawan, Complainnt.

Mr. Naginder Singh Vashisht, for Mr. D.B. Sharma, Advocate

for the respondent.

Order:


Mr. Munish Bhardwaj requests for time to file reply to the letter submitted by the respondent’s reply.


On the reply, if the respondent has anything to say, that will be done at the earliest. \

Adjourned to September 26, 2006 for further consideration.

 

( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Dr. N. K. Sharma





---Complainant.

Vs.

Pubjab Public Service Commission, Patiala

---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-127-2006:

Present:
Dr. N.K. Sharma, Complainant.

Mr. Rakesh Sharma, Professor, Ayurveda College, Patiala

Mr. H.S. Sodhi, Public Information Officer, 

for the respondents-Commission.

Order:


Mr. Sodhi states that the records have been sent to the Secretary, Medical Education, Punjab. It is made clear that under the Right To Information Act, 2005, it is mandatory that all records have to be collected and made available to the applicant for scrutiny and supply all the requested copies on payment of prescribed fee, that is, Rs.2/- per page. Mr.Sodhi has agreed to do the need. 


Here, it is clarified that the respondents are to give the information as requested by the complainant, in his original complaint. Any subsequent  addition will be treated as a separate request.

Case will come up for confirmation on the supply of information, on September 26, 2006.










(R. K. Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. S.S. Whig






---Complainant.

Vs.

Executive Engineer, R.S.D.




---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. AC-09 -2006:

Present:
Mr. S.S.Whig, Complainant .



Mr. G.S.Sodhi, for the respondent-Department.

Order:


It is agreed that Shri Whig can visit the office of the respondent on any working day at 10-30A.M. and inspect the records and obtain the required copies. If the record are not available in the office of Mr. Sodhi, he being the nodal authority, will collect the records from other offices and make available to Sh . Whig for his inspection. 

Case will come up for confirmation on September 26, 2006.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. S.S. Whig






---Complainant.

Vs.

Sh. Sunil Bhatia, Public Information Officer,

 Irrigation Deptt.








---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. AC-31 -2006:

Present:
Mr. S.S. Whig, complainant in person.



Mr. Sunil Bhatia, Public Information Officer, for the Respondents.

Order:

It is agreed that Shri Whig can visit the office of the respondent on any working day at 10-30 A.M. and inspect the records and obtain the required copies. If the record is not available in the office of Mr. Bhatia, he being the nodal authority will collect the records from other offices and make available to Mr. Whig for his inspection. 


Case will come up for confirmation on September 26, 2006.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan




---Complainant.

Vs.

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala. 

---Responden



&

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan

Vs.

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala

Complaint Cases Nos. CC-110 & 111 -2006:

Present:
Mr. Jagdip Singh Chowhan, complainant in both the complaints.



Mr. Dev Chand, Superintendent, on behalf of



Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala

Order:


For the purposes of dealing with the above cited two complaints, the subject-matter of both the complaints being the same, Complaint No. 110 of 2006 and No. 111 of 2006 are clubbed together, for the purposes of passing the order.


The complainant- Mr. Jagdip Singh Chowhan has been instructed to deposit the prescribed for both the files separately and in the mean time Shri  Dev Chand appearing for the respondent-Commission  will collect the information and supply to Shri Chowhan by August 31, 2006.


For confirmation, the case is adjourned to September 04, 2006.










(R. K. Gupta)

\





State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan




---Complainant.

Vs.

Sh.Pal Singh, DPRO, Gurdaspur.



---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-155 -2006:

Present:
Mr. Jagdip Singh Chowhan, complainant.



None for the respondent-Department.

Order:


The complainant has asked for copies of correspondence between various offices of Public Relations Department about the death of late Shri Natha Singh Dalam. Since none is present on behalf of the District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur, another chance is given that the information asked for must be supplied after Mr.Chowhan deposits the prescribed fee.


Case to come up on September 04, 2006, for confirmation

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh, Gyan Chand






---Complainant.

Vs.

Civil Surgeon, Nawanshahr




---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-29 -2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal, representative of Shri Gyan Chand, complainant.



Shri Satnam Singh for Civil Surgeon, Nawanshahr.

Order:


It is conceded by Shri Sham Lal, appearing for the complainant, that the information has been supplied by the respondent-Department.


In this view of the matter, the complaint stands disposed of.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Dr. Suveer Singh






---Complainant.

Vs.

Punjabi University, Patiala.




---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-98 -2006:

Present:
Dr. Suveer Singh, complainant.



Mr.Vipul Jindal, Advocate, for the respondent-University.

Order:


The information asked for has been supplied.  If the complainant wants more information he should apply afresh which will be treated as a separate and new case, for which he will have to deposit prescribed fee for the same. As far as the present case is concerned, it stands dispoosed of.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

M/s Doaba Hotelier





---Complainant.

Vs.

Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.








---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-24 -2006:

Present:
Mr. Joginder Singh Bhatia, complainant.



Mr. Jagat Narain, Advocate.


Order:

Mr. Jagat Narain, Advocate requested that some time might be given so that Khasra Nos. can be indicated on the map available. In the instant case, Khasra Nos. are available. Map is available. The only request of the applicant is marking Khasra Nos. on the map provided.  It is felt by the Commission that the main job has been done and only very minor work is left, which can be attended to by the concerned Patwari in less than ten minutes. 

It is made clear to Shri Jagat Narain, Advocate that on September 04, 2006, if the job is not done, the Commission will be constrained to take deterrent action against the defaulting officials.

A copy of the order may be sent direct to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar as well as to the Secretary, Local Bodies, Punjab, for compliance.


Adjourned to September 04, 2006, for further consideration.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Arjan Singh






---Complainant.

Vs.

Deptt. of Printing & Stationery, Punjab.







---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. AC-23 -2006:

Present:
Shri Arjan Singh, complainant.



Shri Subhash Chand, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

Order:


Mr. Arjan Singh compla9nant has been directed to visit the office of the respondents on August 22, 2006 at 11 A.M and to see the records. He can get the copies of the relevant documents including note-sheet portion after payment of Rs.2/- per page.


Representative of the respondents has have been directed that applicant should not be harassed by calling him again and gain to the office at the given date and time. All relevant documents should be supplied to him.


Case is fixed for September 4, 2006 for further consideration.

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Col. Joginder Singh





---Complainant.

Vs.










---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-12 -2006:

Present:
Col. Joginder Singh for the complainant.



Mr. Bakshish Singh for the respondent-Department.

Order:


 The complainant –Col. Joginder Singh submitted certain documents on the last date of hearing for which Mr. Bakshish Singh, appearing for the department, has yet to file reply. 


Another opportunity is granted to the respondents.


Adjourned to September 04, 2006 for further consideration.  

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh





---Complainant.

Vs.

Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab.

---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-115-2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal, representative of Sh. Balwinder Singh, complainant.

Shri Narinjan Singh, Asstt. Director (Secondary Education) Punjab for the respondent-department.

Order:


Both parties represent that they will sort out the matter, for which some time is requested. Accordingly, the case is adjourned to September 26, 2006.

​

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Amar Nath







---Complainant.

Vs.

Punjab School Education Board, Mohali


---Respondent.

Appeal Case No. AC-20 -2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Joginder Singh, Public Information Officer, 

for the respondent.

Order:


The complainant is not present. Mr. Joginder Singh informs that copies have been supplied on June 06, 2006. Since the information has been supplied, the case stands disposed of.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Balu Ram







---Complainant.

Vs.

Punjab Tubewell Corpn.




---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-162 -2006:

 Present:
Shri Balu Ram, complainant in person.



Shri Mukesh Kumar, Superintendent, 

for the respondent-0Corporation

Order:


Mr. Mukesh Kumar, appearing for the department represents that notice of hearing and copy of the order has been received by him today morning through courier, though the same was dispatched on August 9, 2006. Office will check up how this order has been delayed.

Since the order is delayed, Shri Mukesh Kumar is instructed that record should be kept ready so that the complainant can go, inspect the record and get the copies of the required documents, after paying the necessary fee. 


The complainant represents that he has deposited the bank draft of Rs.100/- on September 11, 2006, for obtaining the information.  Now the fee is Rs.10/- when earlier, it was Rs.50/-. So the excess payment has been made by the complainant. When he gets copies, excess payment made by the complainant should be got adjusted towards that, keeping in mind that the government had reduced application fee from Rs.50/- to Rs.10/-, vide its order dated July 17, 2006.

For confirmation, case to come up on September 26, 2006.

( R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Ms. Manju Sharma






---Complainant.

Vs.

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



---Respondent.

Appeal Case No. CC-21 -2006:

Present:
Ms. Manju Sharma, complainant.



Mr. S.S. Bhatia, Town Planner, for the respdt-Corporation.

Order:


Mr. Bhatia has agreed that he will collect all the relevant documents and make available for inspection by the complainant.


Ms. Manju Sharma can visit the office of Mr. Bhatia on August 28, 2006 at 10-30 A.M. to inspect the records and get the copies of the required documents, which will be supplied after getting the prescribed fee of Rs. 2/- per page.


Adjourned to September 26, 2006 for confirmation.
 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Ms. Santosh Kumar





---Complainant.

Vs.

Inspector-General of Police




---Respondent.

Appeal Case No. AC-24 -2006:

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Amarjit Singh, Dy. Supdt. of  Police, (City-1)

Order:


Mr. Amarjit Singh has informed that the applicant has been asked to come in the office and collect the necessary information after payment of the required fee. So far neither the fee has been deposited nor the appellant has contacted the respondent. The respondent also informed that son of the applicant visited the office and scrutinized the record. He was directed first to deposit the required fee and then he will get the copies of the documents required. Thereafter he never turned up.


It is further submitted that since the applicant is a resident of Ludhiana and the office of the Sr. Supdt. Of Police Ludhiana was also contacted, but the applicant did not turn up in Amritsar

.


Giving a last chance, the case is adjourned to September 4, 2006. On that date, if the appellant or her authorized representative does not turn up, final decision will be taken.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Ved Parkash Grover





---Complainant.

Vs.

Municipal Council, Rama Mandi



---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-119 -2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Jagtar Singh, clerk, for the respondent-department.

Order:

The complainant, who is a senior citizen, has not come while the respondent is a junior official authorized by the respondent-Council.


Shri Jagtar Singh has taken the plea that he has not received the original complaint from Shri Grover in which he asked for the information, but even then some information has been supplied vide letter dated March 31, 2006. Even a letter dated April 25, 2006 from this Commission is stated to be not having been received. The information asked for by Shri Grover is specific, whereas the information supply by the Municipal Council, Rama Mandi, vide their letter dated March 31, 2006 is evasive and unclear.


The Commission instructs that the required information should be supplied to the applicant with copy to this Commission to report compliance of the directions. 


The case is fixed for September 04, 2006 and on that day, the Public Information Officer, of Municipal Council Rama Mandi must present present himself personally. He should also explain why deterrent action should not be taken, while denying to have received the complaint of Shri Grover as well as the letter of this Commission dated April 25, 2006.



Put up on September 04, for further consideration.

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Ms.Tanvi Dhiman






---Complainant.

Vs.

BACKFINCO







---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-124 -2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. B.S. Dhaliwal, Law Officer, for BACKFINCO.



Mr. B.R. Marwah, Under-Secretary, Welfare Department, Pb.

Order:


 It is represented that under the Education Loan Scheme, funds are given for specific courses. The study for Chartered Accountants is not covered under that Scheme. Accordingly, no loan could be sanctioned to the complainant.


Mr. Dhaliwal has been instructed to inform the complainant accordingly. It is order that  a copy of the Scheme, as formulated by the government, be also sent to the complainant for her information.


In this view of the matter the case is disposed of.

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

M/s Victor Engineering





---Complainant.

Vs.

Deptt. Of Printing & Stationery, Pb.



---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-20 -2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

Order:


Another opportunity is granted.


Adjourned to September 26, 2006.

 

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.

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

Sh. Raj Kumar






---Complainant.

Vs.

Municipal Corporation, Ludhian



---Respondent.

Complaint Case No. CC-26-2006:

Present:
None for the complainanty.



None for the respondent-Department.

Order:

Another opportunity is granted.

Adjourned to September 26, 2006.

(R. K. Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

 August 17, 2006.
