STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manoj Mitu,

S/o Sh. Roop Singh,

H.No. 59, New Basti,

Maur Mandi,. Talwandi Sabo,

Bathinda.



  
    _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Administrator,

New Mandi Township, Punjab,

 Sector -22-C,

Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No. 1036 of 2007

Present:
i)  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)        Sh.  Dhanbir Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, on behalf of the          
respondent     
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has given the required information to the complainant vide their letter No. 7997  dated 8-6-2007.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Dumenwal, P.O. Jhaj,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.
_________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Public Instructions (s),

SCO 95-97, Sector-17-D,

Chandigarh.




___________ Respondent

CC No. 1041 of 2007

Present:
i)      Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii )     Sh.Prem Nath, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has stated since that the entire process for the selection and appointments of candidates as Science Masters and Maths. Masters in the general and reserve categories, followed by the Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board and C-dac, is being reviewed because of a large number of writ petitions filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court against these recruitments and various other complaints and representations which have been received, it is not possible to give any definitive information to the complainant with reference to his application dated 13-1-2007. The complainant, however, has stated that a large number of appointments including appointments of candidates belonging to categories of freedom fighters and Ex-service men has been made in the subjects of Science and Maths and, therefore, the respondent can give to the complainant information based on the merit lists prepared by the Punjab SSS Board and C-dac, on the basis of which the appointments have already been made. This information can be given with the rider that it is not final, because, as stated above, the entire process is under review, and the final decision about the candidates who are finally selected for appointment will become known only at a future date.

 Necessary action may be taken by the respondent accordingly and the information described above given to the complainant within 30 days from today.
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 21-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,

# 3125, Sector 37-D,

Chandigarh.




_________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Manager,

Moga Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Moga.





_______ Respondent

CC No. 1062 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Tribhawan  Kumar, complainant  in person. 

ii)   Sh.  N, S.Vashishat, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has stated that the information required by the complainant cannot be provided since the issue whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court for adjudication. The complainant is not happy with this and insists that the information required by him may be given to him since the respondent is not before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in this case. However, his objection is over ruled.  Since the basic question about whether a Coop. Society is a public authority or not has been raised before the Hon’ble High Court, it would be advisable to wait for the judgment of the Hon’ble High Court in this matter.


This case is adjourned sine-die and fresh notices will be issued to the parties after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court. The respondent has undertaken to inform the Court about the decision of the Hon’ble Court as and when it is given.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,

# 3125, Sector 37-D,

Chandigarh.




 __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Manager,

Faridkot Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Faridkot.



            _________ Respondent

CC No. 1063 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Tribhawan Kumar, complainant in person. 

ii)Sh.  Gurdarshan Singh, Accountant,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has given the information required by the complainant to him and he is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Prem Singh Grewal,

# 104, New Officers Colony,

Patiala.



____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.



____________ Respondent

CC No. 1075 of 2007
Present:
i)         None on behalf of the complainant.
ii) Sh. Anish Bansal, Sr. Asstt,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

This complaint has already been disposed of vide this Court’s orders dated 9-8-2007 in CC-  1165  /2007.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Narinder Singh,

# 3030, Sector 71, 

Mohali.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,-

PSWC, SCO-N0. 74-75, Bank Square,

Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 974 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER


The information for which the complainant has applied concerns other employees of the Corporation which cannot be supplied to him.

Disposed  of. 
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 992 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Harcharan Singh  complainant in person. 

ii) Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court and it has been handed over to him.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.




_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (by Regd.Post)
O/o Assistant Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Milk Plant, Phase-6, Mohali.

 _____ Respondent

CC No. 993 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Harcharan Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)   None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 20-4-2007 but no response of any kind was received by him.  The PIO or the APIO have also not attended the hearing today and have absented himself despite the notice of the Commission dated 31-7-2007.


In the above circumstances, I can only conclude that the information in this case has not been provided to the complainant without any reasonable cause.  Notice is therefore given to  Shri Ramesh Kumar, Asstt. Registrar –cum-PIO,  Coop. Societies, Milk Plant, Phase-6, Mohali, to show cause at 10 AM on 14-9-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the  Act. 2005. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.




 ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, 

Ropar.





________ Respondent

CC No.1118 of 2007
Present:
i)  Sh. Harcharan Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)   None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


This complaint has already been disposed of vide orders of this Court dated 16-8-2007 in CC-851/2007.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Des Raj,

# 4125-C, Central Revenue Officer’s Colony,

Sector 37-C,

Chandigarh.



__________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Inspector General of Police (H.Q),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.
 


_______ Respondent

AC No.169 of 2007

Present:
i)          None on behalf of the  complainant  

ii) Sh. R.K.Sharma, SP(Crime),Punjab ,
 on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court  through a written communication dated 16-8-2007 that the  representation dated 19-12-2006 of the complainant had been marked to Sh. R.K.Sharma, SP, Special  Staff, Crime, Chandigarh for inquiry but since he was transferred to Pathankot, the inquiry was entrusted to Shri Ashok Bath, SP, ST/ST Cell, Crime, Punjab, who gave his report that in the case FIR 405/06 registered against the complainant in PS Kharar, the challan had already been put up in the Court on 1-2-2007 and, therefore, no further action could be taken on his representation. This fact has also been communicated to the complainant vide letter No. 672 dated 12-4-2007 of the respondent.


In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken on this complaint.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Des Raj,

# 4125-C, Central Revenue Officer’s Colony,

Sector 37-C,

Chandigarh.




  
     _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

i)Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.

ii) Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Patiala Zone, 

Patiala.






________________ Respondent

AC No.170 of 2007

Present:
i)         None ob behalf of the  complainant  

ii)        Sh. Hargobind Singh, DSP, Mohali, on behalf of the                          respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that the inquiry into the FIR registered against the complainant was not conducted by Sh. Rajbir Singh Sandhu, S.P.Mohali as stated by the complainant but by Sh. Harbaj Singh Sandhu, SP(D), Mohali, and a copy of the Inquiry Report has been given  to the complainant,  on 17-3-2007, as desired by him.

In the light of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill,

Opp. Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharata, Amritsar- 143105

  
_______ Appellant 

Vs.

Sh. Mohan Singh Cheema,PES, (By Regd.Post)
Public Information Officer-cum- 

District Education Officer (SE),

Amritsar.





_______ Respondent

AC No.192 of 2007

Present:
i)
S. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)
Sh. Anil Kumar Bakshi,Section Officer, on behalf of the 
respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was made by the appellant on 26-3-2007 but the information was supplied to him on 6-6-2007 after a delay of 

2-1/2 months.  Besides, according to the information given to the appellant, he has been paid the entire salary due to him except for Rs. 11,406/-.  The appellant however states that the information is misleading and is based on false and fraudulent information supplied by the Guru Nanak Khalsa Shaheedi Higher Secondary School, Fatehpur Rajputan, Amritsar.  For example, an amount of Rs. 50,000/- has been shown in the information as having been paid to the appellant on 23-11-2005 in the Court, whereas this is not true on the face of it, firstly, because the  Court case was over well before 23-11-2005, and secondly, the amount which is actually shown in the statement as having been paid in the Court is  Rs. 2,65,468/- on 28-9-2005, and the  second entry of Rs. 50,000/- has been made below the first entry  as an after thought. Secondly, the respondent claims to have  got  the information regarding the amount paid to the appellant from the Bank, but the amount certified by the Bank  has having been paid to him is also denied by the appellant.

From the above facts, it is obvious on the face of it that the information given to the appellant is not correct and does not reflect the actual facts.  Further, it is a matter of great regret that although the notice of the Commission dated 

31-7-2007  clearly stated that either the PIO or the concerned APIO should appear before the Commission on 17-8-2007, these directions have been      …2/

=2=

ignored and a Section Officer of the Finance Department, who is temporarily deputed in the office of the respondent for the purpose of checking the claims of Government aided schools, has been sent as the PIO’s representative.  This is a serious infringement of the RTI Act and will not be tolerated by the Court.


From the facts as stated above, it appears that the respondent is not  taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. Firstly, no information was given to the appellant  with reference to his application for information dated 26-3-2007 within the period of 30 days prescribed in the Act ibid, and secondly,   the information which was eventually given has been found to be false and misleading.  


In the above circumstances, I can only conclude that the correct information in this case has not been provided to the complainant without any reasonable cause.  Notice is therefore given to  Shri​​​​​​ Mohan Singh Cheema, PES, PIO-cum- Distt. Education Officer,(SE), Amritsar, ​to show cause at 10 AM on 21-9-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of   30   days from     the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the  Act. 2005.

In the meanwhile, the respondent is advised to call the management of  Guru Nanak Khalsa Shaheedi Higher Secondary School, Amritsar, and carefully check their record to ascertain the amount which has been paid or not paid to the appellant, and ensure that the correct  information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-9-2007 for  confirmation of compliance and further orders.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pritpal Singh,

2/305, Jandiala Road,

Tarn-Taran.




___________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, Jandiala,

Amritsar.



__________ Respondent

AC No.223 of 2007

Present:
i)   
Sh. Pritpal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


This is a second appeal from the appellant against the decision of the first appellate authority , who is the IGP, Border,  Amritsar.  The IGP Border, Amritsar  rejected the appeal of Shri Pritpal Singh, in respect of his application for information dated 25-4-2007. The IGP, Border, Amritsar, has informed the appellant that FIR No. 314 dated 6-11-2005, PS Jandiala is still under investigation and  information sought by the appellant cannot be supplied to him since it is covered under the exemption provided u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act,2005.

In this case, the appellant has asked for a copy of FIR No. 314 as well as other information which can be given only after the investigation into the FIR has been completed.  The decision of the appellate authority in this case regarding information pertaining to the investigation into the FIR is upheld.  However, there can be no objection or exemption to providing a copy of the FIR to the appellant.


The application for information in this case has been made by the appellant to “Information Officer, C/o SHO Sahib, Police Station, Jandiala, Amritsar”. The notice of the Commission has also been addressed accordingly, but it would be appropriate if both the application for information and the  Court’s notice  is sent to the PIO, office of the SSP, Amritsar, who can then arrange for the required information  to be supplied to the appellant.  The appellant may, therefore,  give to the Court a legible copy of his application for information which can be sent along with these orders to the PIO, o/o SSP, Amritsar, who is directed to supply  a copy of FIR 314 dated 6-11-2005 PS Jandiala should be
Contd…2

==2==

sent to the appellant within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders. Since no response was received by the appellant within 30 days of his applying for the information, no fees would be payable by him for the copy of the FIR, as provided u/s 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner
Copy to:    1.  PIO. o/o The IGP, Border, Amritsar.


       2.  PIO, o/o The SSP, Amritsar City for information and necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kailash Chander Goyal,

# 682, Gali No. 1A,

Abohar.




  
 ______ Appellant 

      Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.



                   ______ Respondent

AC No.219 of 2007

Present:
i)           None on behalf of the complainant  

ii) S. Harpal Singh,Secretary, Market Committee,Abohat           
iii) Sh. Kimti Lal DMO,Ferozepur and Ms. Sharda Kapila


             On behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has stated that the information required by the complainant with reference to his application dated 29-1-2007 has been collected by the DMO, Ferozepur and the Secretary, Market Committee, Abohar  and the collected information along with the information pertaining to the Mandi Board has been given to him.  The complainant has again written to the Mandi Board stating that he has not yet got the entire information for which he has applied.

The complainant has sent a communication dated 16-8-2007 to say that he has been suffering from fever   and has requested for an adjournment of the case. The case accordingly is adjourned to 10 AM on 21-9-2007.  In the meanwhile, the complainant should  write to the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board, clearly indicating the information which has still not been received by him with reference to his application dated 29-1-2007,and the respondent should send the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, but only if it is covered by  his aforementioned application.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

O.pp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
___________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assitant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, (Enforcement),

Amritsar.





_________ Respondent

AC No.200 of 2007

Present:
i)       Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,  on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)      None  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent in this case has claimed exemption from providing the information asked    for by the Appellant in para 4 (1) in his application dated 
7-3-2007 under section 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act, 2005,  stating that it is third party information.  Section 8(1)(d) exempts information which pertains to commercial confidence, trade secrets or intellectual property, the disclosure of which would harm the competitive  position of a third  party.  The Appellant has contested the exemption being claimed by the respondent. Therefore, the respondent is given an opportunity to defend the exemption being claimed by him, which he may do on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 for arguments on the exemption being claimed u/s 8(1)(d).  
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.83-84  2nd Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






………… Appellant



Vs

Shri Ashok Sharma,   ( By Regd. Post)

Deputy Controller ,F & A-cum-

Public Information Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar





………….Respondent

AC No. 117 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person. 

ii)    Sh. Daman Bhalla, Accountant, Improvement Trust,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required  by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent except that it is not possible for the respondent to give  attested copies of CSR since these are the schedule of rates published by the PWD and secondly, the respondent states that there are  thousands of vouchers in respect of the payments, small and big, which have been made by the Improvement Trust between 1-1-2005 to 31-11-2006.  Therefore an enormous amount  of time and effort would be required for  filling up the proforma given by the complainant, which  would keep the staff of the Engineering wing of the Improvement Trust occupied   for many months. He submitted that no public interest can be served by providing this information to the appellant such at a huge cost to the respondent in terms of time and efficiency. I uphold the objections of the respondent. The appellant may select any three works from the details already provided to him by the respondent, and the respondent has undertaken that the details of payments which have been made against the three works, will be given to the appellant in accordance with the format which he has supplied, within 30 days of the date of receipt of the names of the works selected by the appellant.

Adjourned to 10 AM of 5-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No84-85,(2nd Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar,
Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






………… Appellant



Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Executive Engineer, (Civil),

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





………….Respondent

AC No.  126  of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)  Sh. Mukesh Chander Jaiswal, Legal Adviser and Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,APIO. on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant  has been given to him in the Court today by the respondent in terms of the orders of this Court       dated 
20-7-2007.  The respondent states that he has not yet received the prescribed fees of Rs.456/-.  The appellant, however, has shown to the court the counter foils of the Indian Postal Orders which have been sent by him through courier to the respondent. The prescribed fees will therefore be deemed to have been paid by the appellant.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 to enable the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84-85( 2nd  Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






………… Appellant

Vs
Dr. P.K.Mittal,    (by Speed Post)
Civil Surgeon-cum-
Public Information Officer,

Gurdaspur.





………….Respondent

AC No.  47 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, appellant  in person. 



ii)  Dr.  Sham  Lal  Mahajan, Distt. Ammunition Officer, on behalf of 


the respondent

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant  has been provided by the respondent  in respect of all programmes, such as   Aids control, Pulse Polio, and    Malaria control etc. the in accordance   with the orders of this Court dated

20-7-2007


The only matter which now remains to be settled in this case, is the show cause notice issued to Dr. P.K.Mittal, PIO-cum-Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur, vide orders of this Court dated  20-7-2007.  The PIO is not present nor has he bothered to send any reply to the show cause notice through Dr. Sham Lal Mahajan, his representative before us. One last opportunity is given to Dr. P.K.Mittal to give his reply to the show cause notice at 10 AM on 24-8-2007.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-8-2007 for further orders.
(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Sanjeev  Kumar,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot



               
                -----------Appellant.





Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

 Provincial Division, PWD ,B&R,

Gurdaspur..







.--------Respondent

AC No.12   of 2007

Present:
i) Shri Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the     appellant.



ii)   Shri   Barinder  Singh,  JE, on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER

Heard,


The respondent has given a commitment that the information required by the appellant with reference to his application dated 9-11-2006, a copy of which has been given to the respondent, will be given to him within 30 days from the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  17th   August,  2007


State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85,2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 40, Premier Enclave,

Vill. Nicchi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant

    Vs.

Ms. Gurmit Kaur,
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 435 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



ii)  Ms.
Gurmit Kaur, PIO-cum-DFSC,Ludhiana.
ORDER
Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in some detail. Some information pertaining to checking, which has been done by the Department on whole-salers and depot holders remains to be given to him. The respondent has made a commitment that this will be done within 15 days from today.


The respondent has described before the Court  the efforts which she is making to streamline the distribution of K.oil in Ludhiana District.  The main problem appears to be one of coordination between the Depot holders and Gas Agencies, since it is necessary for the gas agencies to indicate on the ration card of the gas consumer that he is a single barrel or double barrel gas connection holder.  She has been advised to have a special campaign conducted in which  this coordination can be achieved.


In response to the notice for the imposition of penalty which was issued to the respondent in the Court’s orders dated 27-7-2007, the respondent rendered her unqualified apology for any lapse which has occurred and has given an assurance that this will not recur in the future. The notice issued against her is dropped. 

No further action is required to be taken  in this case, which is disposed of.




              



 (P.K.Verma)
Dated:  17th   August,  2007

State Information Commissioner


