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 for respondent No.1.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. 



Shri Rajinder Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent No.1 states that  Shri Jeet Singh complainant can visit their on 27.12.2006 for going through the record and get the copies of the required documents.  



 Shri Naresh appearing for respondent No.2 and Shri Rajinder Singh appearing for respondent No.1 should ensure  that they are present in the office on the said date and supply the necessary information to the complainant.



Case to come up for confirmation on 12.1.2007.












   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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 



alongwith ShriI.S.Jarial, SPIO –cum-XEN, RSD, Chandigarh.

ORDER



 Heard both the parties.



 Part of the information is stated to have has been supplied to the complainant.   Remaining information will be supplied as mutually agreed between both the parties.



Case to come up on 12.1.2007 for confirmation



Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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.


Shri Jasbir Singh, Head Constable for respondent-department.

ORDER



Information due from the Senior Superintendents of Police, Ludhiana, Jagraon and Khanna   already stands supplied to the complainant However,  information from the Principal Secretary Home, Director General of Police and Director Prosecution Punjab is yet to be supplied.  None of their representative has come present.  Letter be sent to the departments concerned with a copy to the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab to direct the authorities concerned to ask their Public Information Officers to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing.



Case to come up on 12.1.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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:-

Shri Davinder Pal complainant in person.




Shri Gurnam Singh, DRO-cum- PIO alongwith Shri Vijay 



Kumar for the respondent.

ORDER







Heard both the parties. 


  

Shri Gurnam Singh, DRO-cum-PIO appearing for respondent-department has provided some information. The complainant can go through the same and convey his confirmation 




The complainant further requested that information regarding date of purchase of car and its price has not been supplied.   Bills of telephone, electricity, POL have also not been supplied to him. The PIO of the department has no objection in supplying the same after obtaining them from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.  Information regarding receipt and expenditure of Red Cross Society, Jalandhar as asked by the complainant should also be supplied to him duly attested  




Case is adjourned to 12.1.2007.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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 Ravinder Singh, DSP o/o the DGP, Pb. for the respondent. 



.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.



Information as asked by the complainant has not been supplied to him inspite of specific orders of the Commission on 17.11.2006.  Senior Superintendent of Police and Deputy Inspector General of Police has also not appeared.  Public Information Officer of the Department is directed to be present personally 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 for the delay in supplying of the information.  No further adjournment will be given in this case.



Case is adjourned to 12.1.2007.










Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary, Pensioners,

Information Centre Management Committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.




…………………..........Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Employment, Punjab,

SCO 46/2, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.





…………………..Respondent.
CC No.375 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh complainant in person.



Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur , Employment Officer o/o the Director 



Employment Punjab for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. 



The complainant states that the asked for information has not been supplied to him. Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur appearing for the respondent-department states that most of the files relating to information asked for by the complainant are pending either in the Civil Secretariat or with the Courts.



  Since the record regarding court cases must be available with the advocates concerned, copies of the same can be obtained from them. Similarly, copies of the record pending in the Civil Secretariat may be obtained from there..  The entire information be supplied to the complainant within 20 days from today.  



Case to come up on 19.1.2007 for confirmation.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhminder Singh s/o

Shri Balbir Singh,

Via Maliana, Block Zalalabad,

District Ferozepur.









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






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,
District Education Officer (Elementary)

District Ferozepur.




...….…………….......Respondent
CC No. 496  of 2006

Present:-
None  for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him



In view of above, the case stands disposed of.








          Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mangal Singh

s/o Shri Gurdit Singh,

Vill. Fattu Wala,

Tehsil Zalalabad,

P.O. Lamochad Kalan,

District Ferozepur.



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer 

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary Edn.)

District Ferozepur.




...….…………….......Respondent
CC No. 494 of 2006
Present:-
None  for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.



In view of the above statement given by representative of the department, the case stands disposed of.










Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj,

49, Preet Vihar,

Mehs Gate, Nabha.












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






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector 18-A,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No 482  of 2006
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Despite  clear direction given on 17.11.2006, nobody from the respondent-department has come present.  The complainant has also not put his appearance.



Case is adjourned to 19.1.2007.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bishan Singh s/o

Shi Mansha Singh,

Resident of #1014, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar







..….…………….......Respondent

AC No.332  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Bishan Singh Complainant in person



Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu, PCS, SDM Kharar along Shri D.K. 


Saldi, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Majri for the 


respondent.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. 


 
It is stated that copy of the orders passed by Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala is not available.  Shri Sandhu, SDM, Kharar appearing for the respondent-department is instructed to depute a person to procure   copy of the said orders and supply the same to the complainant forthwith. 


   
Shri Sandhu has further pointed out that as per their record no demarcation has been done and that complainant may indicate the date, month and year in which such demarcation was done so that he may again check up his records.  The complainant may do so accordingly.





Keeping in view the ensuing elections, the case is adjourned to 19.1.2007 by which date the necessary information be collected.



Case to come up on 19.1.2007.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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: 
Shri Sham Lal Saini representative of the complainant alongwith 


complainant in person



Ms.Shakuntla, PIO and Ms. Rama on behalf of the department

ORDER



It is stated that the complainant has been called for meeting with the Director Social Security for Women and Child Development Department, Pb. on 3.1.2007 for redressal of his grievance.  



In view of the above, case is adjourned to 12.1.2007.  It is made clear that no further adjournment shall be granted. The PIO is directed to ensure that  grievance of the complainant is settled.



Case to come up on 12.1.2007 for confirmation.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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 Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.





None for the respondent.

ORDER

                           It is observed that during the last hearings held so far only on one occasion a Head Clerk from the office of the respondent had appeared on 3.11.2006.  On the next hearings held on 1.12.2006 and 22.12.2006 nobody appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.  Even today nobody has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.

                         The Public Information Officer o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and Tehsildar Jagraon are directed to appear personally before this Commission on the next date of hearing to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

                                Case to come up on 12.1.2007.











    Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri K.S.Bhalla, 

259-A, Guru Nanak Pura (West).

Jalandhar.










______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.













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






C.C. No- 232-2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



Shri Jagjit Singh, ASI for the respondent-department

ORDER



Shri Sham Lal Saini appearing on behalf of the complainant states that the  Information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him. 



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










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sawinder Kaur,

w/o late Shri Avtar Singh,

V.P.O. Wadala, Teh. And Distt. Amritsar.














..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary),

Amritsar.






      .......Respondent
CC No.543 of 2006
Present :-

None for the complainant.




Shri Ashok Kumar, Block Primary Education Officer for 



respondent.

ORDER




Shri Ashok Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondents states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. No one is present on behalf of the complainant.




The case to come up on  9.2.2007 for confirmation.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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 


alongwith Shri H.K.Nagpal, Estate Officer-cum- APIO on behalf of 


the respondent.

Order:



Heard.



As stated by the complainant, no information has been supplied to him. Shri M.S. Narang appearing on behalf of the respondent-department assured that the asked for information will be supplied by 26.12.2006..


 
Next date of hearing is fixed for 12.1.2007 when Shri Narang, PIO will explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for  delay in supplying the information. In view of delay caused by the department in supplying the information as also their shifting stand on one pretext or the other, the original fee paid by the complainant is directed to be refunded to him.  Further copies, if any, will be supplied to him free of cost.  It is made clear that the Information to be supplied should be on the points specifically raised in the original application dated 10.2.2006










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 22.12.2006



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kundan Singh,

B-IX-323/1, Sujan Singh Street,

Benzamin Road, Ludhiana.

…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

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

Department of Information Technology and Admn. Reforms, Pb.

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.381  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Arjinder Singh, complainant for the complainant..


None for the respondent.

ORDERS



The claim of the complainant about reimbursement of medical expenses pending for the last four year is stated to be settled.  However, his grouse is that he had sent money order for Rs.50/- towards fee thrice but the same was not accepted by the respondent-department. Even fourth time, they also refused to accept the same.



The Public Information Officer of the department is instructed to clarify the position and take suitable departmental action for such refusal on the part of the department.



Under these circumstances, the case stands disposed of.









Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Sher Singh,

Municipal Council,

Ward No.4, Sirhind

District Fatehgarh Sahib.



………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sirhind Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 451 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person.


None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard.



Complainant states that asked for information has not been supplied. to him. 



The respondent-department is directed to supply the same and report compliance on 19.1.2007.   The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib should be present  personally on that date.


Case to come up on 19.1.2007 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balvir Singh,

s/o Shri Tanti Singh,

V.P.O. Purkhali,

Tehsil and Distt. Rupnagar.

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Rupnagar.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.433  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Balbir Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant states that he has not been supplied the information. 



Information asked for by the complainant is specific and should have been supplied to him.   Public Information Officer of the respondent-department is directed to supply the information within two weeks from today.



  Case to come up for confirmation on 19.1.2007.



The complainant has also moved another application dated 14.11.2006 before this Commission alongwith a demand draft No. 505021 dated 11.11.2006 issued by the State Bank of India for Rs.200/- in favour of State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh. It was explained to the complainant that fee @ Rs.2/- per page has to be deposited only with the Public Information Officer from whom he has to obtain copies.  As such the above referred draft is being returned to him.



Demand Draft in question has been returned to the complainant  and  receipt thereof has been obtained from him.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh

(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                                State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohammad Yousaf,

#146, Block No.5, Guruteg Bahadur Nagar,

Khanna.



  …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Punjab Waqf Board, Khanna.

The State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Punjab Waqf Board, Khanna.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.380 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Mohd. Yousof complainant in person.


Shri Nasrula Khan, Executive Officer for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  



Shri Nasrula Khan appearing for the respondent-department stated that the required information is to be made available by the Head Office in Chandigarh.  He has been instructed that he being in Chandigarh may obtain the information from the Head Office and supply the same to the complainant.  In view of this, no further application needs to be filed before the Public Information Officer, Punjab Waqf Board, Chandigarh.



Case to come up on 19.1.2007 for confirmation.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         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.


None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




It is observed that the Information asked for is specific and should have been supplied.  It appears that the respondent-department has been delaying supply of the information on one pretext or the other.  



Case to come up on 12.1.2007 when both the parties should be present

     Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 22.12.2006                                         State Information Commissioner
