STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Gill Road,

Ludhiana

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretaru.

Medical Education & Research, Punjab

714/7, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh

… Respondent

AC No.108 of 2006

Prersent: Complainant in person


    Mr. Harjinder Singh Sodhi, Superintendent for respondent-department

ORDER


The complainant states that since 2003 the Medical Education & Research Department has not supplied information in regard to the  action  being taken  against the Institutes which are still running the course.

  In the earlier order dated  19.2.2007 it was specifically directed that the Secretary Education (Medical) and Education Research who was the deemed PIO should be present to clarify the position.  Shri Harjinder Singh who  appeared on his  behalf  has got no letter authorizing him to appear before this Commission and even does  not know what action is being taken in the case.  It reflects callous attitude on the part of the respondent-department in supplying of the information asked for by the complainant.   Principal Secretary Medical Education should, therefore be present on the next date of hearing to explain the position and also to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in supplying of the required information.


Adjourned to 30.3.2007
R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri Bishan Singh s/o Sh.Mansha Singh

R/o H.No. 1014, Phase-VII

SAS Nagar (Mohali)

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar (Punjab)

… Respondent

CC No.332 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person


   Sh.D.K.Saldi, BDPO,Majra on behalf of the respondent-department

ORDER


 Heard both the parties.  

  The complainant had asked for information on 8 points as mentioned in his complaint.  In regard to point No.1, it is stated that the High Court has admitted the petition vide its  order dated 30.11.2000 a copy of which has been supplied to the complainant.  As regards information on points No. 2 and 7,  copy of the order has admittedly been received by him.  About point No. 3, copy of the order of High Court dated 20.8.2002 stands supplied to him and  about point No. 4, the orders passed by the BDPO dated 26.5.2006 stand supplied to  him.  As regards Points No. 5 and 6 , it  has been stated that there was no demarcation report available in the records.  About point no. 8, it is stated that the case is pending in the court for which the next date is fixed for 2.4.2007.  As regards the  allegation of the complainant regarding  encroachment or conspiracy on the part of the respondent-department   in the matter, it has been explained to him that  it is not within the purview of this Commission to look into such matters  which can be taken up  by him with  the appropriate forum  


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

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri Bishan Singh

R/o House No. 1014, Phase – VII, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali)

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Kharar

… Respondent

CC No.635 of 2006

Present: Complaint in person


  Mr. D.K.Saldi, BDPO,Majra for the respondent-department

ORDER


After hearing both the parties, it is found that copies of documents asked for the complainant  have been handed over to him just now.  The complainant may go through the same and  give his  confirmation  whether the information supplied to him is to his satisfaction or not.


Adjourned to 9.4.2007 for confirmation.

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Asstt. Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No. 106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay via Badowal,

Ludhiana-122021

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana

… Respondent

CC No.562 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person


  Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer for the respondent-department

ORDER


Information to be supplied to the complainant is stated to be ready.  It is directed that the same be sent to the complainant by Registered Post who may confirm  receipt of the same  and also given his confirmation whether the  information supplied to him his to his satisfaction.


Adjourned to 30.3.2007 for confirmation.

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Asstt. Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No. 106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay via Badowal,

Ludhiana-122021

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana

… Respondent

CC No.564 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person


  Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer for the respondent-department

ORDER


Information to be supplied to the complainant is stated to be ready.  It is directed that the same be sent to the complainant by Registered Post who may confirm  receipt of the same  and also confirm whether the  information supplied to him his to his satisfaction.


Adjourned to 30.3.2007 for confirmation.

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Shri L.D.Gupta,

Asstt. Commissioner (Retd.)

H.No. 106, Panchsheel Enclave,

VPO Threekay via Badowal,

Ludhiana-122021

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana

… Respondent

CC No.563 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person


  Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer for the respondent-department

ORDER

The complainant  states that he had asked for  information  on  four points but he  has been supplied information only on two points.    Shri Rajesh Kumar states that the remaining information shall be supplied to him within a week.  .


In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 30.3.2007 

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Smt. Ravi Kanta, Superintendent (Copy Branch)

Grade-1, Financial Commissioner’s Secretariat,Punjab

Chandigarh

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o  the Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation Limited,

SCO 36-40, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh

… Respondent

CC No.693 of 2006

Present: None for the complainant


  Mr. B.P.S.Rana, Assistant for respondent-department
ORDER


Information asked for the complainant is stated to be supplied to him to his satisfaction.  Nothing contrary has been reported on behalf of the complainant.  The case, therefore, stands disposed of..

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-Chandigarh

Capt. Joginder Singh

# 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o  Sarpanch, Gram Panchyat

Village Bhallian, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Ropar 

… Respondent

CC No.468 of 2006

Present: Complainant in person 


  Smt.Amarjit Kaur, Sarpach 

ORDER


Almost   all functionaries of the Panchayat are present except he BDPO  who was asked to be present  to clarify the position.  It is difficult to solve the issue in question in his absence  He is, therefore, directed to be present on the next date of hearing.  


In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 16.3.2007  

R.K.GUPTA

State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Pritpal Kaur w/o Sh. Balbir Singh

VPO Brahmpura

 Village Latala, Distt: Ludhiana

… Complainant 

Versus

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Director

Development of Social Security, Development

Of Women and Children, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.











… 











Respondent

CC No.356 of 2006

Present :-None for the Complainant


Ms. Kiran Dhawan, PIO of the Department

ORDER


None appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Merit list asked for the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him.  As regards delay in supplying of the information, Ms. Kiran Dhawan, PIO  explained that in pursuance of the order of the High Court, a committee was formulated for preparing  the seniority list.  After  interviewing and scrutinizing the records of the applicants  the said committee submitted its report  on 27.2.2007 after which the merit list was prepared. Under these circumstances, the delay on the part of respondent-department is condoned and the  case is  disposed with a warning to the PIO that such  delay should  not occur in future.





         
        


(R.K.Gupta)





State Information Commissioner

March 2, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh ………………..........            

Mr.Krishan Lal Behl (Advocate) 

H.No. 61, Century Enclave, Phase-II,

Nabha Road, Patiala







……Complainant





Vs.
State Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Chairman

Ludhiana Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.
















Respondent

CC No.570 of 2006

Present :- Complainant in person


      Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer for the respondent-department

ORDER


The complainant states that no action has been taken on his applications dated 3.10.2003 and 23.3.2005 and no reply is being given to the same  by the department.    


It is clear that there is considerable delay in supplying of the information to the complainant.  The department has been delaying information on one pretext or the other. Mr. Rajesh Kumar states that their PIO is Shri Amarjit Singh, SDO and Shri S.R.Klair is Administrator. The required  information should be provided to the complainant forthwith.   The PIO alongwith the Administrator should personally be present  on the next date of hearing to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay and denying of the information.


Adjourned to 30.3.2007

March 2, 2007: 




         
        (
R.K.Gupta)





State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sham Lal Singla 

H.No. 8325. Guru Nanak Coloy,

 Sangrur………………….....










.....Complainant






Vs.
State Public Information Officer

O/o the Manager

Prem Sabha High School,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur.

..….…………….......Respondent

CC No.597 of 2006

Present :-Complainant in person

                Mr. Pawan Gupta, Manager for the respondent-department

ORDER


 Neither  District Education Officer, Sagrur  has  appeared nor  the required information  has been  supplied to the complainant.  Information on the following points was required to be supplied to him

i) Income and expenditure statement for the year 2005 -2006 i.e. from 
     

1.4.2005 to 31.3.2006 

ii) Bank Statement  from State Bank of Patiala  and Malvia Gramin  Bank in regard to the School accounts

Information as asked for by the complainant be supplied to him forthwith failing which action under section 20 of the RTI Act shall be taken. The DEO is again directed to appear  in person on the next date of hearing  to explain delay in  supplying of the information 


Adjourned to 30.3.2007  

March 2, 2007

         
        
(R.K.Gupta)





State Information Commissioner

