STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3467 of 2010
Present:
i)      Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar, complainant in person.

ii)  DSP Bikramjit Singh, Sub Div. Jaiton, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, except for the action taken on report no. 19/ 22-05-2010 mentioned at point no. 1 of the application for information.  The information required by the complainant was not very clear but this point has been discussed in the Court and the respondent states that this information will be given to the complainant today itself.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th December, 2010
.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. (i) DDPO, Faridkot , 
ii) Municipal Council, 

Faridkot, Kotkapura and Jaiton.



__________ Respondent
CC No. 3469 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar, complainant in person.
ii)     Sh Tarsem Singh, Data Entry Operator,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The information regarding the total number of BPL families in Faridkot District is not available in the records of the respondent, who has sent the application for information of the complainant to the BDPO, Faridkot and Kotkapura, and the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Faridkot, Kotkapura and Jaiton for supplying the required information to the complainant. The complainant states that he has not received any response from these authorities. Therefore, the PIO, O/o. DDPO Faridkot and the PIO of the Municipal Councils of Faridkot, Kotkapura and Jaiton are substituted as respondents in this case and a copy of the application for information of the complainant is sent along with these orders to each of them for their ready reference, with the direction that the information mentioned at sr. no. 4 (i) and (ii) should be brought by them to the Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2011 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab
24th    December, 2010
Encl:

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Faridkot.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3466 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar, complainant in person.

ii)        Sh. Parveen Kumar, Inspector, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent and given to the complainant in the Court today. The respondent states that the information could not be given to the complainant earlier because the prescribed fees  was not deposited by him. 


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Faridkot.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3480 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Parveen Kumar, Inspector, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar,

Dalit Aggu and Social Worker,

# W2/408, Jaiton,

District- Faridkot.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Welfare of S.C & Backward Classes, Punjab, 

S.C.O. 128-129, Sector 34 A,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3453 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Dhaal Chand Panwar, complainant in person.

ii)        Sh. Baldev Ram Bhardwaj, Superintendent, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .

The complainant states that he has received the information for which he had applied. He also states that the information was received by him after a considerable delay, but the respondent states that it was required to be collected from all district offices in the State, and this was the reason for the delay. I find the delay to be not unreasonable.  


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ruldu Khan,

S/o. Sh. Noor Din,

R/o. VPO Khadial, Tehsil Sunam,

District- Sangrur.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3452 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)        Sh. Narinder Singh, DFSC-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard .


The respondent has informed the complainant that the information required by him has to be obtained from the depot holder, Gurdip Singh.  The license for the depot has been suspended because the information was not provided by the depot holder and, if necessary,  it will be cancelled as well.  This information has been provided to the complainant vide the respondent’s letter dated 21-12-2010.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Pardeep Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Tilak Raj,

# 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/s Mall Mandi, 

Amritsar.






________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.(Rural).





__________ Respondent

AC No. 1023 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)        ASI  Tejpal  Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the office of the IGP (Border Range), Amritsar, vide his letter dated 20-12-2010.


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gian Singh,

VPO Gehri Mandi,

Tehsil & District Amritsar- 143149.


________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, 

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Highway, 

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City

Kapurthala-144601.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3499 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)        Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 14-12-2010.


The complainant has sent a faxed message that he could not come for the hearing today because of being unwell and that the information which he requires may be supplied to him. In this message, he has not mentioned the letter of the respondent dated 14-12-2010, and it would appear therefore that he has not received the same. A copy of the said letter, along with copies of its enclosures, has therefore been obtained from the respondent and the same should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information. 


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to him, at 10 AM on 07-01-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
Encls----
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. N. D. Sharma, Advocate,

# Room No. 500, 5th Floor, 

Lawyers Chamber Complex, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Executive Engineer,

PWD, B & R, Division No-2,

Hoshirapur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  943 of 2010

Present:
None 
ORDER


The complainant has requested for an adjournment.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 13-01-2011. The respondent or his authorized representative  should be present in the Court on the next date of hearing.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mehanga Ram, Secretary,

Punjab State Committee of AITUC, 

# 169, Om Gali, Kilan Area, 

Nangal, District Ropar. 




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Conservator of Forest, 

Punjab, Wage Building, Sector 17- D, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  908 of 2010

Present: i)   
Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh, on behalf of the appellant. (came after the hearing).
   ii)     Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Forester, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 26-11-2010, the information required by the appellant has been brought by the respondent and should be sent with these orders to the complainant for his information. 


It was noted that no proposal for regularization of daily wage workers/ daily wage drivers has yet been sent to the Finance Department,  and the terms and conditions on  which they may be eventually regularized are also still under the consideration of the department.


The appellant has requested for an adjournment. In case he wishes to make any submission in connection with this case, he may do so at 11 AM on 13-01-2011. It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
Encls---

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H. C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o. Late. Sh. Sunder Dass,

H No- 2299, Sector 44-C, 

Chandigarh.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 





__________ Respondent

CC No.  3348 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ramesh Joshi, on  behalf of the complainant. 
ii)        Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has submitted a rejoinder to the response filed by the respondent, a copy of the same is sent along with these orders to the respondent.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-01-2011 for arguments. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tehal Singh,

S/o. Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

R/ o. Village Shekhupura Khudal, 

Tehsil Budhlada, 

District Mansa- 151501.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Superintending Engineer, 

PWD, B & R, 

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  3296 of 2010
Present:
None.
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Court dated 26-11-2010 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

R/o. Village Bholapur Jhabewal, 

P/o. Ramgarh,

District- Ludhiana.




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3331 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)   Sh. Harbans Singh, AFSO, Nakodar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Narinder Kumar Rakshit,

S/o. Dr. Manak Chand Rakshit,

R/o. Sakoon Vatika, Multani Building,

Mandi Road, Jalandhar- 144003



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Commissioner of Police, 

Jalandhar-144003 





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2786 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Narinder Kumar Rakshit, complainant in person. 

ii)        SI Anil Kumar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has supplied a copy of the FIR no. 50 PS Rama Mandi, Jalandhar mentioned in the orders dated 21-10-2010, to the complainant. The respondent states that apart from this no further information required by the complainant is available in his office since the original records of the case has been sent to the concerned court with the challan and can be obtained by the complainant from the court.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Gupta,

S/o. Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

# 989, Sector 15-A, 

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market,

Hisar, Haryana.125001




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No.  832 of 2010

Present          i)      Dr. Sandeep Gupta, appellant in person.
       ii)    Sh. H.S. Sidhu, Addiltional Director-cum-PIO, Sh. H.S. Grewal, Joint Director-cum-PIO, Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh-cum-PIO, Dr. Ranjit Pawar, Dr. Director-cum-Nodal Officer, Sh. M.S.Sarang, Director( Finance), Sh. Parveen Sapra, Suptt. Establishment-I, Sh. Naib Singh, Suptt. Food Distribution, Sh. Ravi Khanna, Suptt. Establishment Accounts-I. 
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 25-11-2010, all the PIOs of the Directorate of Food & Supplies concerned with the application for information of the appellant have appeared in the Court today.


The PIOs state that wherever required, they have sent a response through a written communication addressed to the appellant, to the points mentioned in his letter dated 01-11-2010, alleging certain deficiencies in the information provided to him. The details of these communications are as follows :-

1) Letter dated 22-12-2010 sent by Sh. M.S.Sarang, Director (Finance)-cum-PIO Pungrain.

2) Letters dated 29-11-2010 and 23-12-2010 sent by Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO.

. …..p2/
AC No.  832 of 2010




---2---

3) Letter dated 21-11-2010 from Sh. Naib Singh, Deputy Director, Distribution. 


A query was put to the PIOs who were present, whether any action has been taken by the government on the observations made by the Court in its orders dated 25-11-2010 about the necessity for appointing a single PIO in the Directorate of Food & Supplies. It will be recalled that the Government orders dated 02-06-2009, appointing multiple PIOs in the Directorate, which were shown to the Court during the hearing on 25-11-2010 in accordance with the Court’s directions, were required to be reconsidered by the Government. The Court was informed that this matter is still under the consideration of the Government. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-03-2011 for arguments. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bikaramjit Singh Chhachhi,

S/o. Late Sh. S. Amar Singh,

# 120-B/1, Nagra House Complex, 

T. B. Hospital Road, Patiala-147001.


________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
 

__________ Respondent




CC No.  3020 of 2010 
Present:
i)   
Sh. Bikaramjit Singh Chhachhi, complainant in person.

ii)        Sh. Gurnam Singh and Mr. Prince, Sr. Assistants,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The respondent states that the complainant has only communicated the nos. and dates of the concerned orders and not copies of the same, as has been mentioned in the Court’s orders dated 12-11-2010.  All the files concerned could not be located with the help of the information given by the complainant and the plea has also been taken by the respondent’s representative that he met with an accident and could not devote the required amount of time to this case. 

In view of the above, this case is adjourned to 10 AM on 07-01-2011 with the direction to the respondent to bring the information mentioned in the orders dated 12-11-2010 to the Court on that date.  The complainant has undertaken to supply copies of the orders mentioned therein to the respondent today itself.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


24th    December, 2010
