STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Varinder Kumar,

# 2882/5, Cinema Road,

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







__________ Respondent

CC No.  891 of 2008
Present:
i)   
  None on behalf of the  complainant . 




ii)     
 Sri Naib Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that action on his application for a Blue Ration Card will be taken as and when instructions are received from the Government for the issuance of Cards to fresh applications.

Disposed of.






  

      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




         Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sadhu Singh,

S/o S. Bachan singh,

H.No. 704, Phase-4, Mohali,

Distt. Mohali.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 1458 of 2008

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




ii)     
S. Kulwant Singh,BDO, Kharar,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

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


Disposed of.






  

     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,  2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,

VPO- Raipur Sahoran-174315,

Distt. Una, Himachal Pradesh.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Civil Judge (Sr. Division),

District Courts, Hoshiarpur.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1725 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri, complainant in person 




ii)     
Sri Naveen Agnihotri, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The  respondent has informed the complainant in June, 2008 that the information required by him cannot be located because  full details of the case with which it is related have not been mentioned in his application for information.  The complainant had also not affixed the required  court  fees of Rs. 100/-  with his application.

The complainant is accordingly advised to make a fresh application giving full details with proper court fees affixed thereon, which will be considered by the respondent under the provisions of the RTI Act and the rules framed thereunder.

Disposed of.






  

           (P.K.Verma)








      State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




            Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

338, Phase-6,

Mohali.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Lokpal, Punjab,

SCO 198-199, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1682 of 2008

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

ii)     
Sri H.S.Doabia, Joint Registrar-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has made a commitment that a photostat copy of the Act under which the office of the Lokpal was instituted will be supplied to the complainant within 10 days from today, but he states that he is not in a position to certify the copy since the Act was not published by the office of the Lokpal.  The complainant accepts that a simple copy of the Act, available with the respondent, will serve his purpose.  The respondent states that no rules have been notified  under the Act so far.
Disposed of.






  

 
   (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008





       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Taljeet Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

VPO Dhunda, Tehsil Bassi Pathana,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Shromani Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee
 (SGPC), Punjab,

Amritsar.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 1621 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant




ii)     
Sri Ajaib Singh,Counsel, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




       Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhvinder Singh,

# 2364, Ward No. 4, 

Maachiwara, Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana-141115.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Ludhiana.







__________ Respondent

CC No.  1727 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER


The complainant has made a telephonic request for adjournment. The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 24-10-2008.

The respondent is not present in the Court today. The PIO  or the APIO concerned must be present in the Court on the next date of hearing with a copy of the reply given to the complainant with reference to his application for information dated 28-5-2008






  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase-7,

Mohali.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.   1311 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sri Harminder Singh,  complainant in person.

ii)
DSP  Nirmaljit Singh,  o/o ADGP(Law and order) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that his complaint was inquired into and a decision was taken to file the same.  A copy of the same has also been given by the respondent to the complainant.


Disposed of.






  

       (P.K.Verma)








    State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




         Punjab 

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

Sh.Amritpal  Singh,

2985, Street No. 3

Ajit Road,

Bathinda


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.The Sr. Supdt.  Police,

Bathinda





__________ Respondent

CC No.  1331  of 2008

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


ii)   
HC Sukhwinder Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has made a written submission that the cancellation report in FIR 612 dated 22-12-2006 had only been sent to the senior officers for approval in February, 2008 and was filed in the concerned Court after approval had been given on the date mentioned, namely, 21-8-2008.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

Inspector-II, Punsup (Retd.),

VPO Naushera,   Majitha Road,

Amritsar.






___________Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt. Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.




__________ Respondent

AC  325 of 2008

Present:
i)    
    Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,  complainant   in  person. 



ii)            Sri Amrit Lal Mehta, Offtg. Dy. DM, Accounts,Punsup, Ferozepur ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that although an application has been made to the concerned Court, the documents have still not been returned by the Court,  in order to enable the respondent to give the required information to the  appellant.  The appellant suggests that the information which he requires can be obtained by the respondent from the Head Office since all the details were sent to the HO and it is on that basis a charge sheet has been issued to him.  He further submits that he requires information concerning the centers where other officials were posted  in order to compare the treatment meted out to him with the treatment meted out to others, for proving that he has been discriminated against.  

The respondent has made a commitment that the information relating to the labour  contractor bills  which were passed and the labour contractor bills will also be located and given to the appellant within 10 days.  The other information which has  to be obtained from the HO will also be given to the appellant within 10 days.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-10-2008 for confirmation  of compliance.

              (P.K.Verma)








          State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




              Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 734, Street No. 5, Ranjit Nagar, 

Seona Road, Patiala.



___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

GRP, Punjab, Patiala.



__________ Respondent

CC -1600 of 2008

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


ii)   
DSP  Sukhdev  Kaur,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The deficiencies pointed  out by the complainant have been sought to be removed and additional information has been given vide the respondent’s letter dated 18-9-2008.  The same has been handed over to the complainant.  He may go through the same, and if any deficiency still remains, he may point the same out to the respondent.

Adjourned to 10 AM on  24-10-2008 for further consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




       Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. H.K. Tewari,

HJ- 116, Housing Board Colony,

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1443 of 2008

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)   Sri  M.D. Pandey, Sr. Assistant,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has sent a point wise reply to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 22-8-2008.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The same is allowed. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 17-10-2008.  In the meanwhile, in case there is any point on which any further clarification or information is required by the complainant, he may communicate the same to the respondent who will deal with the same before the next date of hearing.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




       Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill,

2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1558 of 2008

Present:
i)   Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill,  complainant  in  person.



ii)  Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar,Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that no amendments of the revenue records were required to be made based on the decisions of the Sub Judge dated 5-3-1983 and Distt. & Sessions Judge dated 5-1-1988, submitted by the complainant, because the concerned revenue records  already mention the share of the plaintiff(s) before the Court.  The respondent has been directed to give a copy of the revenue records pertaining to the shares decreed by the Court in favour of the plaintiff(s) to the complainant.  The complainant has not been able to show any decree or order of a Court in his favour on the basis of which the revenue records were required to be amended.

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







  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




       Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

Inspector-II, Punsup (Retd.),

VPO. Naushera, Majitha Road,

Distt. Amritsar- 143001.




___________Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Manger,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.




__________ Respondent

AC-  324 of 2008

Present:
i)   Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,  complainant   in  person. 



ii)    Sri Amrit Lal Mehta, Offtg. Dy. DM, Accounts,Punsup, Ferozepur.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent, to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.







  

          (P.K.Verma)








       State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




            Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

Gali No. 18, Parinda Road,

 Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 
Bathinda- 151001.

                                          ___________Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC  -  316 of 2008

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the  complainant.


ii)  Ms.  Simranjot   Kaur, Asst. Director, behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


This case was last heard on  22-8-2008. The complainant visited the office of the respondent to give a list of deficiencies which he perceived in the information supplied to him, which have been dealt with in the letter dated 18-9-2008 of the respondent addressed to the complainant with which the respondent has also enclosed additional  information. A copy of this letter along with  is enclosures  has been submitted by the respondent to the Court, which should be sent to the complainant along with these orders.  A letter from the State Level Coordinator (Oil Industry), Punjab,  dated 16-9-2008 addressed to the Director, Food and Supplies Department, confirming that refills booking of LPG cylinders should be  done  without any restriction of 21 days and a notice to this effect has been displayed at all LPG distributorships in the State of Punjab, submitted by the respondent, may also be sent to the complainant along with these orders.


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







  

   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




     Punjab
Encls---2

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

Constable No. 200,

Reader to DSP,

 Rajpura.

Distt. Patiala.




   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1171   of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER

The remaining information has been given to the complainant by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 22-8-2008.

Disposed of.







  

           (P.K.Verma)








       State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




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

Sh..Kuldip  Singh,

Vill Naya Gaon (Karoran)

Teh. Kharar, Distt Mohali.




      ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Inspector General of Police (HQs),

Sector 9,Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No.     221    of  2008

ORDER

The objections of the respondent are upheld and the complaint is dismissed.

Disposed of.






  

           (P.K.Verma)








       State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




             Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhdarshan Singh Gill,

# 678, Patti Malo Ki,

Old City Police Road,

Moga.







___________Complainant

      




Vs.

1)Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.








2)Sri Lakhmir Singh, SDM-cum-         
Public Information Officer , 

Moga.







_________ Respondent

CC -   1553 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Sh. Sukhdarshan Singh Gill,   complainant in person 
ii)   
Sri  Lakhmir Singh, SDM,  Moga,  and Sri Mandeep Kumar,Clerk, O/o DC,Moga, on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

 Sri  Lakhmir Singh, SDM-cum-PIO,  Moga, present before us, states that a misunderstanding arising  out of a miscommunication has occurred in this case. He states that  the letter of the SDM, Moga dated 26-6-2008,  conveys to the complainant information regarding the demarcation  of his plot, which had been asked for by him in a different application.  It has, however, been misunderstood as being a reply to the application dated 4-2-2008 of the complainant, which is the subject matter of the present case.  The SDM further states that in  actual  fact, this application of the complainant has not been received in his office and  could not be located in the records.  Sri Mandeep Kumar, representing the PIO, o/o DC, Moga, also asserts that the application dated 4-2-2008 of the complainant has not been received in his office.

In view of the  position stated by Sri Lakhmir Singh, the notice issued  to him in the Court’s orders dated 29-8-2008 is hereby dropped. Insofar as the information which the complainant has asked for in his application dated 4-2-2008 is concerned, Sri  Lakhmir Singh states that it is not possible to give copies of the concerned ‘musavis’ asked for by the complainant, since these have been destroyed by moisture and age and in their absence, it  is also not possible to identify his plot on the ground.  However, he states that action is underway to recreate the destroyed  ‘musavis’, and as and   when    the ‘musavi’ 
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concerned with the complainant’s plot has been recreated, the required information will be given  to him.


In view of the above, no further action is required in this case, which is disposed of. 






  

           (P.K.Verma)








       State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




             Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satish Kumar,
S/o Sti Jagan Nath,

2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. GNE College.

Gill Road,  Ludhiana







----complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.






CC-1507 of 2008

Present:
i) Sri Satish Kumar, complainant in person

ORDER


Both the applications for information of the complainant, dated 16-5-2008 and 3-5-2008 were discussed with him, in his presence. It is evident that the information asked for by the complainant in both these applications is  either repetitive , vague and non-specific or concerns third parties. As such, no action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.







  

           (P.K.Verma)








       State Information Commissioner


September 19, 2008




             Punjab
