STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harminder Pal,

s/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

C/o Bansal Saw Mill,

 Park    Road,     Mansa.

  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Forest Officer,

Mansa.
                             



  
__________ Respondent

CC No.  1723  of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   Sh Iqbal Singh, Div. Forest Officer, Mansa.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case was provided to him by the respondent as early as on 26-6-2007, but it appears that the present complaint has been made because the information is not very clear.


The respondent in the Court today, has given the following clarifications:-

1.
It has been clarified that 140 saw-mill owners applied for licenses in the year 2006.  The list of 140 saw-mill owners along with their addresses has already been given to the complainant.  It has been further clarified that the work of issuance of licences to those saw-mill owners, who had started their saw mills before 30-10-2002, has not yet started.
2.
Four saw-mills were closed in accordance with the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, the details of which has been
given on the last page of the information provided to the complainant.  It has been further clarified that no saw-mill has been opened after 30-10-2002.

3.
The respondent has clarified that the issues mentioned at Sr. No. 3 of the application will be decided and taken into consideration when the work of issuance of licenses is taken in hand.


The complainant is not present. However, the clarifications given above, read together with the list of saw-mills already provided to him by the respondent, now contain the full information for which he had applied.


Disposed of.

                                                                                                 Sd/--

       (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Parvinder Singh Kittna,

204, K.C. Tower,

Nawanshahar, Punjab.
  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supply Officer,

Nawanshahar.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1726  of 2007

Present:
i)       None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)      Sh. Balbir Singh, DFSO,NawanShehar (Now at Moga).
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

       (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Coop. Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sec- 17, Chandigarh.


  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1709  of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) Ms. Navinder Kaur, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is ready and will be dispatched to him today itself.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.





                                                                                                 








Sd/--

     (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek Jasra,

B-36, 244/1, Vikas Nagar, 

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.
 
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1730  of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Vivek  Jasra, complainant in person.

ii)    None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the result of his second semester stands “RLA” and that he should contact his College for “further action”. The complainant states that he has not understood as to what the respondent means by stating that his result stands “RLA”.  He contacted his College but the College authorities  could not  give any clarification regarding his result.  However, the College has clearly written to the respondent vide its letters dated 4-6-2007 and 25-6-2007 that Vivek Jasra appeared in all the papers of BCA, 2nd semester, vide University Roll No. 548231114.  


Under these circumstances, it is not clear on what basis the University has written to the College that his Roll No.  is  54823114.


The respondent has written to the Commission to say that he is unable to attend today’s hearing because of some urgent preoccupation.  This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 6-12-2007, with the direction to the respondent to be present in the Court on that date with the required information/clarification desired by the complainant.
                                                                                             Sd/--

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.


 
   


__________ Complainant

 Vs.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sec- 9, Chandigarh.



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1746  of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, complainant in person.

ii)    Sh. Amarjit Singh, Under Secretary, Home, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given by the respondent except for the office notings of the file on which the orders of the Hon’ble High Court were dealt with and correspondence relating to the same.  This correspondence/ notings is required to be given for the  period    between the date on which the orders of the Hon’ble High Court were received and the date on which the decision was finally taken in the matter.


The respondent has undertaken to provide this   information to the complainant within ten days from today.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 6-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                                                                                 Sd/--

        (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.


  
   


__________ Complainant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/oPr.Secretary to Government,Punjab, 

Deptt. Of Personnel, 

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1754  of 2007

Present:
i)     None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     Sh. Dharminder Paul, PCS,  Dy. Secretary,Personnel,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

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


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.
                                                                                              Sd/--

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rinku Kansal,

Shop No. 78, New Grain Market,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing  Corpn., SCO-74-75,

Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.



 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1713  of 2007

Present:
i)     Sh. Sanjeev Kansal, on  behalf of the complainant.
ii)     Sh. Balram  Rattan, Asstt. Storage and Technical Officer-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that about half the information required by the complainant has already been given to him and the remaining is also ready and can be handed over to the complainant today.  The respondent is directed to send the remaining information to the complainant through Registered post today itself. 


The complainant may go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, at 10  AM on 20-12-2007.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

      (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Sharma,

SCF-383 (Top Floor),

Sector 37-C, Chandigarh.

  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Ex-Servicemen Corpn.

SCO 89-90, Secto 34-A,

Chandigarh.





 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1719  of 2007

Present:
i)      None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)     Lt. Col. S.S.Bhullar, APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In response to the complainant’s application for information,  the aims and objects of the Punjab Ex-servicemen Corporation, has been provided to him.  Insofar as the number  of persons other than Ex-servicemen employed by the PESCO, the names and  addresses  and  their  period of employment, etc., mentioned at  (a),(b), (c) and (d) of the application is concerned, the respondent has pointed out to the complainant that the information would be voluminous and if there is any specific information which the complainant requires, he may inspect the records of the respondent and any information which he selects, will be copied out and given to him.  In support of this reply, the respondent has stated today that the information required by the complainant is not normally maintained in the form in which he wants it. It requires examination of hundred of files which would disproportionately divert  the  resources of PESCO. I uphold the reply given by the respondent, with the direction that the records should be shown to the complainant as and when he desires on any working day provided that a notice of clear seven days is given by the complainant, and  provide copies of the documents selected by him, with reference to his  present application for information.

The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of.
                                                                                                 Sd/--


(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Phul-151103,

Bathinda.



  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1712  of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh. Kuldip  Rai,APIO-cum- Under Secretary. Sectt. Admn., on behalf of 

the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complaint in this case pertains to the respondent’s reply to the four points in the complaint in which lists of Superintendents/Senior Assistants have been asked for  regarding their transfers, from 1992 till  July, 2007.  I find that the reply of the respondent, stating that a vast amount of time and effort would be involved in the preparation of this list, which would divert the resources of the department disproportionately, to be quite reasonable, particularly in view  of the reply which has been given to the other points,  that there are no instructions or policy regarding the number of years for which an official can stay in a branch, and they are transferred or not transferred,  keeping in view the public interest.

Disposed  of.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

      (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vasudev,

# 1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula.



  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Home Affairs & Justice, ,

Mini Sectt. Sec-9, Chandigarh.


 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1722  of 2007

Present:
i)     Sh. Vasudev,   complainant in person.

ii)    Sh. Chaman Lal Sharma, Supdt,(Jud.I) Home,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant,  informing him that the complaint  sent by him against Shri S.S.Bhullar, Distt Attorney, Patiala, has been considered and filed, was sent to him by the respondent at his residence and it was received by some Ms. Monika,  according to the receipt shown by the respondent,  but the complainant has not got it.  A copy of the same has, therefore, been provided to him in the Court today.


Disposed  of. 

                                                                                                 Sd/--

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  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 )     S. Gursewak  Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDE

Heard

The respondent states that the information required to be given to the  complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated  19-10-2007 is ready and will be given to him today itself.  The complainant may go through the information and in case there is any deficiency which he wishes to point out, he may do so at 10 AM on 13-12-2007.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

      (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Gurdev Singh,

S/o Sh Mangal Singh,

Patti Jassa Massa,

Vill. Rampura, Distt Bhatinda. 
   


_____ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Director,

Local Government Department, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 
             ____ Respondent

CC No. 1605of 2007

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

ii) S. Bhajan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In the orders of the Court dated 11-10-2007,  the APIO office of the Director, Local Government Department, had stated that the decision for the appointment of Sh. Jagjit Singh would be taken and communicated to the office of the Municipal    Council

Rampura Phool, within a month,  after which a full and satisfactory reply would be sent to the complainant.


The respondent has stated that  the case regarding the appointment  of a family member of Sh. Gurdev Singh, was considered and it has been filed as due to abolition of octroi, Municipal staff has become surplus.  The complainant has been informed accordingly.

Disposed  of.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

(P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  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,

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)  None  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court vide his letters dated 16-10-2007 and 17-10-2007 that they have not yet received  any information from the appellant regarding the names of three development works in respect of which he desires to have the information nor he has submitted any proforma for the same.  The appellant, on the other hand, has shown the letter dated 3-9-2007 through which he has intimated the names of the selected works to the respondent.  The appellant has correctly submitted that the orders of the Court do not mention  that any proforma has to be sent by him. Although this letter  has been seen by the Commission, it seems to have not been received by the respondent.

The complainant has undertaken to again send to the respondent the names of the selected works along with a proforma in which the information is required to be given, through ‘speed post’ today.  The respondent is directed to give the desired information to the complainant within 15 days of the receipt of the complainant’s communication.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 20-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                                                                                 Sd/--
      (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  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.

In compliance with the Court’s  orders dated 5-10-2007, the respondent has provided the required information to the appellant, but information regarding total value of the goods which was found in the impounded vehicle, has not been given for any of the 270 instances of the  levying of penalty.  For example, at Sr. No. 1, it has been stated that penalty of Rs. 1500/- was imposed on ‘Wood’  being carried in a Tractor and under the goods amount ( parcel value), the figure given is Rs. 4500/-.  Again at Sr. No. 2, it has been stated that Rs. 5100/- was the penalty imposed on ‘Marble’ on the parcel  value of Rs. 8200/-. The information about the total value of the goods which were found in the vehicle was to be mentioned under the “Rate” column (No. 7) of the Proforma given by the appellant. The application was not very clear on this point and it was for this reason that this information has not been given.  The respondent is accordingly directed to give this information also to the appellant within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-12-2007 for confirmation  of compliance. 
                                                                                                 Sd/--

     (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

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

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




 _____________ Appellant  

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Food & Supply Officer,

Pathankot.




_____________ Respondent

AC No. 196 of 2007

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



ii)   None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER

Heard.


The information in this case was sent by the respondent to the Commission instead of sending it to the appellant and it was given to the latter by the Court on the last date of hearing on 5-10-2007.   Today’s hearing was fixed to give an opportunity to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which was provided.  In the orders issued on 5-10-2007, the respondent was also directed to be definitely present either personally or through the concerned APIO in the Court today.  The appellant has submitted a list of eight deficiencies in the information which was provided to him vide his letter dated 25-10-2007.  A copy of this letter is sent to the respondent along with these orders, with the direction to give the required clarification to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

The respondent’s continued absence from the Court is a serious lapse and it is made clear that any laxity in the implementation of the orders being passed today would lead to the imposition of the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act  upon the respondent.

Adjourned to 11  AM  on 20-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.










                                                                                                 








Sd/--

      (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
1. A copy is forwarded to: (i)  The Secretary to Government, Punjab, Food & Supplies Department, Chandigarh, and (2) The Director Food & Supplies, Pb, Chandigarh, for such necessary action as they may deem fit to take in the matter.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), 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 on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard.

The appellant states that he has received some information from the respondent but has yet to study the same.  He is accordingly given another opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been provided to him by the respondent, at 10 AM on 20-12-2007.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

       (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Opp. Arya High School, 

Rampura Phul-151103.

  
   


__ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Ludhiana.






  ___ Respondent

CC No. 1519 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) 
 Sh.Vikrant Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 4-10-2007, the remaining information and clarifications have been given by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed  of.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

    (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division ,

PWD B&R, Shimla Pahari

Near PWD rest House, Pathankot.


  __________ Respondent

AC No.     202   of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,  appellant in person.
ii) 
 Sh. Dalbir Singh,  SDO,PWD(B&R)  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 4-10-2007 except   for the information asked for at Pt. No. 1 & 2 of the application for information dated 14-2-2007.  The respondent has made a commitment that this information will be given to the appellant within ten days from today.


Adjourned   at 10 AM on 20-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
                                                                                                 Sd/--

    (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



…….Appellant.




V/s

Dr. Chandanjit Singh,






Public Information Officer-cum- Sr. Medical Officer, 

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur.






…….Respondent

AC No  44 of 2006

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

ii)
Sh. Makhan Singh,Sr. Asstt.,Sh. Darshan Lal, Cashier and Sh. Piara Singh,Chief Pharmacist-1,o/o CMO,Gurdaspur.
ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has stated that in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 4-10-2007, the remaining information, consisting of about 600 pages has been dispatched to the appellant through Registered post on 13-11-2007.

Disposed of.

                                                                                                 Sd/--

       (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  22nd November,  2007

              State Information Commissioner
