STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mohinder Nath s/o Late Shri Nathu Ram,

 #15/639, Near Microwave Building, 

Mall Mandi, New Golden Avenue, Amritsar.


--------Complainant.







Vs. 

Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



---------Respondent

      CC No. 589  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Nath complainant in person.



Shri Palwinder Singh Kanungo for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Palwinder Singh, Kanungo, who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department is not fully aware of the case. PIO who is the District Revenue Officer is not present and  is stated to be on election duty.   There is no activity about the elections these days.  It is understandable that before elections or on the Election Day or on the day of counting, he may not be available but today he may not be engaged in such activities.  This plea is, therefore, not acceptable.  It is proposed to take action against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for his intention to mislead the Commission and  for not  supplying the information other than  supplying the information relating to Annual Confidential Report which is at Sr. No.6 which  may not be supplied till the decision of the bench of this Commission in another case on the same issue.  



In view of the above,  case is adjourned to 9.3.2007 on which date the PIO of the respondent-department should be present in person with full facts of the case also explaining in writing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

                  Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pawan Kumar, 

Bureau Chief, 

Anti Corruption Movement, 

5, Hargobind Nagar, Sirhind Road, Patiala.


--------Complainant.







Vs. 

1.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner 




(Enforcement), Jalandhar.

2.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner



(Enforcement), Amritsar.










---------Respondent

      CC No. 619  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



None appeared on behalf of the parties, Hence, case is adjourned to 23.2.2007.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

House No.5/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khand Wala, Chhaheratta,

Amritsar.







….Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Schools),

Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-404 -2006:

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon complainant in person.



Ms. Balwinder Kohli, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



Complainant informs  that information on three points out of the four has been received by him.  Since  the fourth point relates to third party,  information need not to be supplied.  Since the relevant information has been supplied, the case stands disposed of.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

House No.5/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khand Wala, Chhaheratta,

Amritsar.







….Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal, Government Senior Secondary School,

Mana Wala, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.














….Respondent.

Case No. CC-406 -2006:

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon complainant in person.

Shri Vipan Kumar Clerk for the respondent-department.

Order:


Heard both the parties.  Information asked for by the complainant relates to third party without whose concurrence it cannot be supplied.  The complainant has been explained the position.



Case stands disposed of accordingly.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pawan Kumar Arora,

Phase-I, Civil Lines,

Fazilika (Ferozepur)






….Complainant.






Versus.

The Public Information Officer

o/o0 the Director Public Instructions (S),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-651 -2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Ms. Balwinder Kohli, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



Ms.. Balwinder Kohli appearing on behalf of the respondent-department submits that information is being collected from the offices located in field area.  It is clarified that the department should see the order of this Commission dated 19.1.2007 while compiling and supplying the information.  Ms. Kohli states that most of the information asked for by the complainant is with the District Education Officer, Ferozepur.  The respondent-department may  call the District Education Officer, Ferozepur at Chandigarh for this purpose and the relevant information  be submitted to  the complainant before 23.2.2007.



Case is adjourned to 23.3.2007. 



Sd/-
Sd/-

           ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sher Singh,

Municipal Council, 

Ward No.4, Sirhind.






…..Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.





……Respondent.

Case No. CC-451 -2006:

Present:
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person..

Shri Dharmidner Kumar, Jr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

Order:



The PIO-cum-EO, Munciipal Council, Sirhind has not appeared today.  He should explain  why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 in this regard. For the harassment caused to the complainant a sum of  Rs.1000/- should be given to him to meet his expenses for traveling up and down from Sirhind to Chandigarh and back.  Further action about imposing fine on the respondent-department and the compensation to be provided to  the complainant shall be taken  on the next date of hearing i.e. 9.3.2007.



Case is adjourned to 9.3.2007.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Sayal Street,

Sirhind.







…..Complainant.







Versus

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Exeuctive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.







…..Respondent.

Case No. CC-555 -2006:

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal complainant in person alongwith his 


father Shri N.K. Sayal.

Shri Dharminder Kumar, Jr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

Order:



In pursuance of the orders of this Commission dated 1.12.2006, the complainant visited the office of the respondent department on 6.12.2006 but no body was present in the office.  The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind is not present and  one Shri Dharminder Kumar, Jr. Assistant is appearing on behalf of the respondent-department.  EO, MC, Sirhinder should be present personally on the next date of hearing  with  facts of the case and also to  explain in writing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.



The case is adjourned to 9.3.2007.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rattan Singh,

Ex-Manager (PFC),

D.G.M., IFCI, D-603,

IFCI Colony, Pashchim Vihar,

New Delhi.







…..Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO 95-98, Bank Square,

Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.





….Respondent.

Case No. CC-553-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
Shri D.P.Soni, Public Information Officer  for the respondent-department.

Order:

1.

Shri D.P. Soni appearing on behalf of the respondent-department submits that information asked for by the complainant has been supplied  and even the subsequently asked for information has also been supplied.  The complainant has written that since there was a delay in supplying of the information, the concerned official of the respondent-department should be fined under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. However, the respondent-department  supplied the information in pursuance of the order of this Commission. Hence, it cannot be treated to be delayed information. Thus  no action needs to be taken against the official of the respondent-department.

2.


Case stands disposed of accordingly.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Puran Chand

s/o Shri Daulat Ramm

H. No.1997-II,

DMW Colony, Patiala-147003.




….Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-666-2006:

Present:
Shri Puran Chand, complainant in person.
Shri Inderpreet Singh Kahlon, District Revenue Officer –cum- APIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



Shri Inderpreet Singh Kahlon appearing for the respondent-department submits that as he was busy with the election duty he could not appear  on the last date of hearing i.e. 19.1.2007.  He says that the information asked for by the complainant is ready but  as the complainant has not deposited the due amount so the information could not be supplied to him.  In view of the fact that the information has been delayed badly, copies of the information will be supplied to the complainant free of cost.  After he goes through the information supplied to him, the case will come up for confirmation on 23.3.2007.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Suresh Jain

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur.







….Complainant.





Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.







….Respondent.

Case No. CC-668-2006:

Present:
Shri Munish Grover for complainant.
Shri Labh Singh, Jr. Assistant   for the respondent-department.

Order:



Shri Munish Grover appearing on behalf of the complainant has got no authority letter from the complainant.  Shri Labh Singh appearing for the respondent department says that the information is ready.  He is instructed that a copy of the same may be sent to the complainant by post or the same can be handed over to him .



Case adjourned to 23.3.2007 for confirmation.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dilsukhram Singla,

House No.538, Phase-6,

Mohali (SAS Nagar)






….Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.







…Respondent.

Case No. CC-670-2006:

Present:
Shri Dilsukh Ram Singla, complainant in person.
Shri Gurnam Singh, District Revenue Officer-cum- PIO for the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.

Ms. Arina Duggal, District Revenue Officer-cum- PIO for the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

Order:



Heard both the parties. It seems that file of the complainant was misplaced in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar for which inquiry was ordered to be conducted by the then Deputy Commissioner, Ropar for fixing the responsibility .  From the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar,  the was sent to the office of the Assistant Commissioner (General) and then to M.A. Branch, and  thereafter whereabouts of the file were not known.  Though the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar ordered in the month of September, 2005 for conducting an enquiry but no action has been taken so-far.  




In the meantime, new district SAS Nagar (Mohali) was created in the month of April, 2006 and the concerned papers were transferred to the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali) without sending  the original application of the complainant and allotment of title of the newspaper. It was the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar  to conduct the whole inquiry but it seems that he preferred to pass the responsibility to the office of the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali)  who has nothing to do with it.  PIO o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar is directed that all efforts should be made to trace out the file and  action taken against the culprit. Since no papers are reported to be  available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali), the presence of their PIO is not needed unless they receive a report from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar. 




In view of the above, case is adjourned to 23.3.2006.  

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuljit Singh

s/o Captain Harbhajan Singh

R/o Salema, Post Office Sehal Jagir,

Tehsil Shahkot, Distt. Jalandhar.


……Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Medical Officer/Incharge,

Civil Hospital, Nakodar.




…….Respondent.

Case No. CC-673-2006:

Present:
Capt. Harbhajan Singh father of the complainant.
Dr. V.K. Khullar, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



According to the complainant, treatment slip differs from that of the reference slip  indicated in the record of the hospital file.  It will be in the fitness of the things and also  with a view to give justice that the Managing Director of the Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Chandigarh  to conduct  inquiry into this matter personally. For this purpose he will be deemed  to be the PIO. The report be submitted by him  personally on the next date of hearing i.e. 23.3.2007.



Case is adjourned to 23.3.2007.



Sd/-






sd/-           
              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurkirat Singh Dhillon,

Asian Paints Limited, 32-B,

2nd Stage, Peenya Industrial Area,

Bangalore.







……Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Department of Defence Services, Punjab,

Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







….Respondent.

Case No. CC-678-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.
None for the respondent-department.

Order:



None appeared on behalf of the parties, Hence, case is adjourned to 23.3.2007.


Sd/-


              Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

House No.5/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khand Wala, Chhaheratta,

Amritsar.







….Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Schools),

Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.










….Respondent.

Case No. CC-650 -2006:

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon complainant in person.



Ms. Balwinder Kohli, APIO for the respondent-department.

Order:



Heard both the parties.  Complainant admits that the asked for information has been supplied, hence, the case stands disposed of.

Sd/-
Sd/-

              ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

  23rd February, 2007.

